County Council of Howard County, Maryland

2019 Legisiative Session Legislative day # 11

RESOLUTION NO. 112 - 2019

Introduced by: Christiana Mercer Rigby, Opel Jones, and Deb Jung

A RESOLUTION supporting the school board’s efforts to address the achievement gaps by racial

and socioeconomic factors in the Howard County Public School System, and committing

the Howard County Council to examine land-use and zoning policies, housing goals,
transportation access, and funding priorities to help support actions taken by the Howard

County Public School System.

Introduced and read first time uns_e@mm:ﬁ,, 2019,

By order:
Diane Schwartz Jones, Adminis

Read for a second time and a public hearing keld on M 2019,

By order. .
Diane Schwartz Jones, Administr

or 1o the County Council

1 to the County Council

This Resolution was read the third time and was Adopted___, Adopted with amendmcnt?&, Failed___, Withdrawn by the
County Council on Oelthae "1 ,2019. -

Certified by :
Diane Schwarlz Jones, Admihistratgf to the County Council

NOTE: f{text in brackets]] indicates delefions from existing language; TEXT IN SmaiL CAPITALS indicates additions to existing
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WHEREAS, this history has created socioeconomic disparities nationwide and in Howard

County, As stated in the Howard County Office of the Local Children’s Board’s report “Access

to Opportunity in Howard County: Making the Case for Equity” (Winter 2019) “Like many other

affluent areas throughout Maryland and the United States, Howard County’s prosperity has the

effect of obscuring many of the historical and systemic factors that contribute to social and racial

inequities in the present day. After all, in Howard County. which now has one of the highest

performing school systems in the country, public schools were segregated until the mid-1960s,

nearly a decade after the Brown vs. Board of Education Supreme Court ruling. Other raciall

prejudicial practices that limited opportunities and access to resources for people of color in

Howard County included redlining and restrictive housing covenants.”; and

WHEREAS, the Howard County Office of the Local Children’s Board’s report Access fo
Opportunity in Howard County: Making the Case for Equity (Winter 2019) states that “Howard

County is often regarded as one of the best places to raise a family. The county is affluent, has

oreat schools and programs for voung people, and a high standard of living. ... The county is

home to diverse communities of residents who come from a wide range of racial, ethnic, and

cultural backgrounds—for, example, nearly 40 percent of residents speak a language other than
English and 20 percent of county residents were born in a country other than the United States:

and

WHEREAS, despite the overall affluence and diversity in Howard County, there are areas of

socioeconomic disparities that create challenges and obstacles to equitable opportunities for

studenis and families: and.

WHEREAS, even in Howard County, Maryland, where diversity and inclusion are touted by
many, there is growing evidence that these desirable characteristics have declined in individual

schools in the Howard County Public School System;
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-~ Graduation rates for Hispanic students are 18 points lower than for white and Asian

students (95%vs—77%) (77% vs. 95%);

WHEREAS: Many students are impacted by social and economic inequities as noted in the

“Iiquity: Responding to Performance and Opportunity Gaps in HCPSS” (2019). The report states

“While overall graduation rates in HCPSS remain at over 90 percent, gaps among student groups

persist. Specifically, members of traditionally underserved student groups such as Black/African

American and Hispanic/Latinx students had lower four-vear graduation rates than their peers

each vear from the Class of 2016 through 2018. Students who received special services (FARMs,

special education. ESOL) also had lower graduation rates compared to their peers. ... Compared

to a four-vear eraduation rate of over 91% for the Class of 2018, Black/African American

students eraduated at a rate of 88.66%, Hispanic/Latinx students at 76.94%, students receiving

FARM:s at 78.28%, students receiving special education services at 67.41%, and students eligible ;
for ESOL services at 43.44%.”; |

WHEREAS, the Howard County Public School System affirms that there are concerns about
access and equity in the school system by declaring in their Equity report’s “Strategic Call to

Action” a charge to “...ensure[s] academic success and social-emotional well-being for each

student in an inclusive and nurturing environment that closes opportunity gaps.”; |

WHEREAS, past development patterns in Howard County have lacked a diversity of housing

types throughout the county, compounding socioeconomic inequities seen in the school system;

WHEREAS, the County is building upon policies to expand housing affordability, diversifying

housing types and their distribution throughout the county;

WHEREAS, as succinctly stated in the Century Foundation’s article, entitled, “The Benefifs of
Socioeconomically and Racially Integrated Schools and Classrooms” (April 2019), “We know

that diverse classrooms, in which studenis learn cooperatively alongside those whose

4



to recommend policy and funding options to help support actions taken by the Howard County

Public School System,
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Amendment 1 to Council Resolution No. 112

BY: Christiana Mercer Righy Legislative Day 12
Opel Jones
Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 1

(This amendment adds and clarifies statistics to the resolution.)

On page 2, immediately following line 3, insert the following:
“WHEREAS, five of the 12 high schools in Howard County enroll 72 percent of the

students participating in the FARM program, while the remaining seven high schools

enroll the remaining 28 percent of students participating in the FARM pro gram;”.

On page 2, in line 11, strike “(95% vs. 78%)" and substitute “(78% vs. 95%)”.
On page 2, in line 12, after “white”, insert “and Asian”.

On page 2, in line 13, strike “(95% vs. 89%)” and substitute “(89% vs. 95%)”.

On page 2, in line 14, after “white”, insert “and Asian”.

On page 2, in line 13 and 14, strike “(95% vs. 77%)” and substitule “(17% vs. 95%)”.
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Amendment 1 to Amendment #1
Council Resolztion No. 112-2019

BY: Christiana Mercer Rigby Legislative Day No: 12
Opel Jones Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 1 to Amendment #1

(This amendment corrects a line reference).

On page 1, in line 13, after “line”, strike “13 and 14” and substitute “14 and 15”.
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BY:

Amendment 1 to Amendment #2
Council Resolution No. 112-2019

Deb Jung
Christiana Mercer Rigby Legislative Day No: 12 f
Onpel Jones Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 1to Amendment #2

(This amendment calls for Council support of the examination of demographic and

socioeconomic conditions within Howard County’s Housing Policies and Regulations.)

On page 1, strike the explanation under the heading and substitute the following:

“(This amendment calls for Council support of the examination of demographic and

socioeconomic conditions within Howard County's Housing Policies and Regulations.)”

On page 1, strike lines 2 — 5, and substitute the following:
“A RESOLUTION supporting the school board’s efforts to address the achievement

gaps by racial and socioeconomic factors in the Howard County Public School System,

and committing the Howard County Council to examine land-use and zoning policies,

housing goals, transportation access, and funding priorities to help support actions taken

by the Howard County Public School System.”.

On page 1, immediately following line 6, insert the following:

“On pagel, immediately after line 17, insert the following:
“WHEREAS, “The Benefits of Racial and Economic Integration in Our Education

System: Why This Matters For Our Democracy” report (2009, Kirwan Institute for the

Study of Race and Ethnicity) states that “We know from decades of scholarship that

racially and economically inteprated education can promote individual lifelong sucecess,

stabilize communities, and secure the economic viability of the nation. Unfortunately,

deep and pervasive race and class-based segregation is undermining these benefits that
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WHEREAS, Compared to a four-year graduation rate of over 91% for the Class of 2018,

Black/African American students graduated at a rate of 88.66%, Hispanic/Latinx students

at 76.94%. students receiving FARMSs at 78.28%, students receiving special education

services at 67.41%. and students eligible for ESOL services at 43,44%.™.

Strike beginning on page 2, fine 7 through the end of the amendment, and substitute the

following:

*“NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard

County, Maryland. on this  day of . 2019, supports the Howard County Board of

Education and Howard County Public School System in their efforts to lawfully integrate

through the boundary review process and focus their effoits and resources to close the

achievement gaps and racial and economic disparities in the Howard County Public

School System,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard County,

Maryland commits to examining land-use and zoning policies, housing goals, and

transportation access and to recommend policy and funding options to help support

actions taken by the Howard County Public School System.”.
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Amendment 2 to Amendment #2
Council Resolufion No, 112-2019

BY: David Yungmann Legislative Day No: 12

Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 2 to Amendment #2

(This amendment calls for the Howard County Government to commission q study of the impacts
of Howard County’s existing concentration of socioeconomically disadvantaged residents).

On page 1, strike the parenthetical statement and substitute the following:

“(This amendment calls for the Howard County Government to commission a study of the

impacts of Howard County’s existing concentration of sociceconomically disadvantaged

residents).”.

On page 1, strike lines 2 — 5, and substitute the following:
“A RESOLUTION calling on Howard County Government fo cominission a study on

the impacts of Howard County’s existing concentration of socioeconomically

disadvantaged residents within certain communities; and to identify potential solutions to

address any negative impacts that are identified.”.

On page 2, sirike lines 3 — 5, and substitute the following:
“WHEREAS, despite the overall affluence and diversity in Howard County, some

communities have a high concentration of socioeconomically disadvantaged residents,

which may lead to obstacles to equitable opportunities and other challenges; and”.

Strike, beginning with line 9 on page 2 through the remainder of the resolution and
substitute the following:

“WHEREAS, this concentration of socioeconomically disadvantaged residents may be

the result of past and existing development, housing, affordable housing, transportation,

education and other policies; and
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Amendment 2 to Council Resolution No, 112

BY: Deb Jung Legislative Day 12

Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No, 2

(This amendment calls for the establishment of a Task Force to examine demographic and

socioeconomic conditions in the Howard County Public Schools and within Howard County's

Housing Policies and Regulations.)

On the title page, strike the title, in its entirety, and substitute the following:
“A RESOLUTION supporting the establishment of a Task Force comprised of

community stakeholders to examine housing policy and socioeconomic factors that

impact student achievement in Howard County Public Schools, and requesting the Task

Foree issue policy and funding recommendations to eliminate achievement gaps.”.

On page 1, strike lines 1 — 20, and substitute the following;
“WHEREAS, the Howard County Office of the Local Children’s Board’s report Access

to Opportunity in Howard County: Making the Case for Equity (Winter 2019) states that

“Howard Couniy is often regarded as one of the best places to raise a family. The county

is affluent, has great schools and programs for young people, and a high standard of

living. ... The county is home to diverse communities of residents who come from a wide

range of racial, ethnic, and cultural backgrounds-—for, example, nearly 40 percent of

residents speak a language other than English and 20 percent of county residents were
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housing goals. transportation access, school-assignment boundaries, educational policies,

and funding priorities and to recommend policy and funding options {o help eliminate

achievement gaps and disparities within Howard County.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard County,

Maryland, expresses its desire that the establishment of the Task Force occur after the

Howard County Board of Education passes its final Redistricting Plan on or about

November 21, 2019.”.
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Amendment 1  to Council Resolution No, 112

BY: Christiana Mercer Rigby Legislative Day 12
Opel Jones
Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 1

(This amendment adds and clarifies statistics to the resolution.)

On page 2, immediately following line 3, insert the following:

“WHERFEAS, five of the 12 high schools in Howard County enroll 72 percent of the

students participating in the FARM program, while the remaining seven high schools
enroll the remaining 28 percent of students participating in the FARM program;”.

On page 2, in line 11, strike “(95% vs. 78%)" and substitute “(78% vs. 95%)”.

On page 2, in line 12, after “white”, insert “and Asian”.

On page 2, in line 13, strike “(95% vs. 89%)” and substitute “(89% vs. 95%)".

On page 2, in line 14, after “white”, insert “and Asian”.

On page 2, in line 13 and 14, strike “(95% vs. 77%)” and substitute “(77% vs. 95%)".
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Amendment 2 to Council Resolution No. 112

BY: Deb Jung Legislative Day 12

Date: October 7, 2019

Amendment No. 2

(This amendment calls for the establishment of a Task Force to examine demographic and
socioeconomic conditions in the Howard County Public Schools and within Howard County's

Housing Policies and Regulations.)

On the title page, strike the title, in its entirety, and substitute the following:
“A RESOLUTION supporting the establishment of a Task Force comprised of

community stakeholders to examine housing policy and socioeco_nomic factors that

impact student achievement in Howard County Public Schools, and requesting the Task

Force issue policy and funding recommendations to eliminate achievement gaps.”.

On page 1, strike lines 1 20, and substitute the following:

“WHEREAS, the Howard County Office of the Local Children’s Board’s report Access
to Opportunity in Howard County: Making the Case for Equity (Winter 2019) states that

“Howard County is often regarded as one of the best places to raise a family. The county

is affluent. has great schools and programs for voung people, and a high standard of

living. ... The county is home to diverse communities of residents who come from a wide

range of racial, ethnic, and cultural backgrounds—for, example, nearly 40 percent of

residents speak a language other than English and 20 percent of county residents were

1
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born in a country other than the United States: and

WHEREAS, despite the overall affluence and diversity in Howard County, there are

areas of socioeconomic disparities that create challenges and obstacles to equitable

opportunities for students and families; and”.

Strike, beginning with line 26 on page 1 through the remainder of the resolution and substitute

the following:

“WHEREAS, past development patterns in Howard County have lacked a diversity of

housing types and the County is building upon policies to expand housing affordability.,

diversifying housing types and their distribution throughout the county: and

WHEREAS, Howard County is proud of its diversity and inclusion and aims to ensure

equitable opportunities for all its residents, regardless of backeround or socioeconomic

status,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard
County, Marvland, on this day of ., 2019 desires that

educational achicvement gaps and disparities in the schools and neiehborhoods are

addressed in a collaborative and multi-pronged effort that includes land-use and zoning

housing goals, transportation access, school-assignment boundaries, educational policies,

and funding priorities.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard County,

Maryland, calls for the establishment of a Task Force comprised of community

stakeholders and public agencies in an effort to examine achievement gaps and disparities

in Howard County schools, available resources within schools, demographic and

socioeconomic factors surrounding Howard County Public Schools: land-use and zoning,
2
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housing goals, transportation access, school-assignment boundaries, educational policies,

and funding priorities and to recommend policy and funding options to help eliminate

achievement saps and disparities within Howard County.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Council of Howard County,

Marvland, expresses its desire that the establishment of the Task Force ogeur after the

Howard County Board of Education passes its final Redistricting Plan on or about
November 21, 2019.”.
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To: Howard County Council, Howard County Board of EducatEOnTﬂpdl,igyhgn-jnﬁggeﬁge?l |;;:arties
Fr: John and Karleene Washington SRR A

Regarding Topic: News Release on Howard County School System Integration Plan

Topic sounds like the deep south in the early 60s

Integration was never an issue in Columbia. The new city founded by James Rouse was to
insure equality in every area including the schools

There is a heavy influx of urbanized people of color {mainly Blacks and Hispanics} who are not
home grown and coming inte Howard County with weak educational skills from other school
systems and it is very difficult to catch up with these deficiencies. Many of these students have
not gone through the Howard County school system and if they are bused—these students will
be deficient because it takes years to remedy the deficiency.

It appears the Council wants the school system to remedy the situation which is very difficult,

Students will end in the lower tier no matter which school they attend. These students will
bring scores down and be in lower track. Farm students come from dysfunctional families,
These are the same type of students that are in Baltimore City and other urbanized school
systems. Montgomery County schools have addressed the same concerns and dealt within
situation much longer.

Educational focus regardless of income, if parents/caregivers don’t care and don’t value
education, we see what we have today in the title | schools. Children without family support
have lowest scores, discipline problems and last to learn to read and all these black groups will
say its racism that teachers can’t teach when all you have to do is look at Baltimore City with its
billions of dollars in tax payer funds and students stifl have the lowest of lowest scores.

There will never be equity because students come from various family backgrounds. When
Howard County schools was mainly black and white, many complained that blacks were not
learning because of the teachers. But when other students of color from Japan, Korea, China,
India, Pakistan —many of them scored higher than blacks and blacks still have lowest test scores
in county and state so it has nothing to do with color.

Rouse plan was with the schools and parents' involvement. Many children are reading by the
time they are In kindergarten. Parents teach them. Many of these farm children don’t have
the support. Sad is that all these farm kids will go to these schools and teachers will get blamed
for student’s low-test scores when it’s the home environment. 1t's not racism. Blacks need to
understand that it is not that whites and other groups don’t want farm students to attend their
schools—it is the problems that they bring with them. it’s not racism. It's reality. Look at

the stats. '
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

On January 24, the Board of Education directed that HCPSS initiate a systemwide school boundary review, which
could potentially impact any or all of the 74 comprehensive schools in our system beginning in the school year
(5Y) 2020-21, This review is critical due to population growth that has resulted in crowding at many schools while
schools in other areas are underutilized.

The Howard County Public School System's (HCPSS) annual Feasibility Study provides a comprehensive look at

the ten-year K-12 student enrollment projections. The intent of this document is to provide the most updated
student enrollment projection to the Board of Education, staff members and public to inform capital and operating
decisions. This document contains specific information about K-12 student enrollment and projected enrollment
for each school and county-wide. K-12 projections are produced each winter, predicting the number of students for
September 30 for each year.

The projection is used to develop the Superintendent’s Proposed Operating and Capital Budgets for the next fiscal
year and the annual Feasibility Study. The enroliment projections inform long-range facilities planning decisions,
such as the need to relocate regional programs, implement school attendance area adjustments, assign relocatable
classrooms, construct permanent classroom additions to existing schools, and replace or build new schools.

The projected enrollment for school year 2019-20 is 57,346 students, which is a gain of 776 students, and
represents 1.4 percent growth over last year. The Board of Education approved changes in the attendance areas
for the school year 2018-19 on November 17, 2017. The newly developed student enrollment projections take
into account the new boundaries. The projection shows an increase in enrollment of 6,700 students over the

next ten years. Changes in delivery of capacity projects are recommended for the upcoming capital budget and
long-range master plan request and are outlined on page 16 of this document, The 2019 Feasibility Study is a
comprehensive ook at the 10-year student enroliment projections for all schools in the county, and is based on the
most current available data, including population growth based on students yielded from sales of existing housing
and from projected new housing units, as well as participation in the FARM program. The study provides possible
options based on data and available capacity for boundary adjustments. An independent consultant, Cooperative
Strategies, LLC, is verifying all data to ensure data integrity. '

This document contains multiple scenarios for consideration in a comprehensive boundary review. As such, the
boundary review process that follows the delivery of the Feasibility Study is structured differently than in the past,
with process improvements to ensure that feedback is focused on the ideas presented in the Feasibility Study and
provided in a format that staff can use to improve solutions. Every stakeholder will have multiple opportunities to
receive accurate information and provide input, and all voices will be heard and respected.

Per Policy 6010, the Attendance Area Committee (AAC) will advise the Superintendent as he develops his
recommendation from the Board. The AAC will comprise of members representing the diversity of Howard County.
The members represent every planning region in the County, and each has previously served HCPSS in advisory
roles, as a member of an advisory committee, organized community organization or school system partner. Group
members include a former HCPSS administrator and a current student. Two individuals were tapped from one

of the last three AACs to provide historicai perspective. This group will review the feasibility study and provide
feedback directly to me to inform my recommendations. The AAC will not be developing their own plans or
reviewing plans submitted by community members.

Additional information about the process and timeline, a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ), and details about
public input opportunities are available on the HCPSS website at www.hcpss.org.

Executive Summary 2



Section 72

lannine nsiderations

Planning assumptions and considerations regarding enroliment growth and other factors are
addressed in this section. These factors are reviewed and updated on an annual basis.
Implications of the factors discussed in this section include capital planning decisions. This
section presents a discussion of the major components and adjustments included in this year's
planning considerations.




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

The Office of School Planning is pleased to present the 2019 Feasibility Study report for the Howard
County Public School System (HCPSS). The report provides detailed information on the number of
students projected for each school at HCPSS on September 30th of each school year for the period
beginning in school year 2019-20 and ending in school year 2030-31. Projection accuracy is reported
annually to the Board of Education (Board) each January/February. To project future enroliment,
HCPSS uses multiple sets of data, which include the number of births for Howard County, the five-year
history of cohort survival {i.e., ratio of students moving from one grade to the next in the same school),
first-time sales of newly-constructed homes, resales of existing homes, apartment turnaver, and out

of district enrollment at regional programs. Each data point is projected separately based on specific,
appropriate methodologies for each category.

Enrollment projections are a valuable planning tool to help predict the need for new or expanded
schools and determine how many teachers are needed each year in each school and grade.
Enrollment projections are also used for facility planning purposes to estimate the expected number of
students in each school,

Each year, the Board of Education reviews the capital planning options and boundary adjustment
considerations through a feasibility study. The report has four goals:

+ Inform the long-term planning process.

+ Facilitate discussion of decisions that may lay ahead.
+ Provide strategic information to the school system.

+  Prepare for scheduled schoot boundary adjustments.

The Office of School Planning presents the student enrollment projection, projection trends,
comprehensive strategies for the capital improvement program (i.e., additions) and attendance area
adjustments anticipated within the ten-year CIP. Any plans examined in this document may only be
implemented through the Board's approval of the capital budget and/or attendance area changes.
Funding restraints may not allow capital projects recommended in this document to proceed as
recommended.

Additionally, this document contains Council requirements under the Adequate Public Facilities
Ordinance. These items include State and Local Capacities, each school's most recent boundary
changes, factors contributing to growing enrollment, as well as funding and boundary adjustment
assumptions for schools that are projected to be open to new residential development in the testing
year due to a capital project or attendance area adjustments associated with a capital project.

Experience has shown that by presenting this report annually, assumptions and trends can be
evaluated on a regular basis and appropriate adjustments can be made to the capital budget or
attendance area plans. Changes may need to be considered to react to and plan for anticipated
population shifts or new residential development.

Annual enrollment projections are also used in short-term decision-making, such as determining
staffing, school supplies and allocating relocatables.

Planning Considerations 4



2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

HCPSS Current Enrollment
On September 30, 2018, the total K-12 enrollment was 56,570 students. This total includes students
from kindergarten to twelfth grade. Figure 2.1 below is a waterfall chart that illustrates the net change

of student enroliment over the last three years.

Figure 2.1 2016 - 2018 Waterfall Chart

Figure 2.1 illustrates the total "ins and Student Groups Counts
outs” {increase and decrease) over the 2016 Total Enroliment 54,348
last three years. New student§ arrive in 2017 New Students 8705
HCPSS each year, and are mainly from N

new homes, resales, and kindergarten 2017 Exiting Students -7158
students enrolling in HCPSS for the 2017 Total Enroliment 55,485
first time. The exiting student group 2018 New Students 8533
includes graduating twelfth graders 2018 Exiting Students -7448
and families moving out of Howard 2018 Total Enroliment 56,570

County.
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Projection Methodology

HCPSS, as well as many other school districts, uses cohort survival ratio as a student enrollment
projection methodology. For the purposes of the school system, a cohort is a group of students at a
specific grade level.

The cohort survival ratios are calculated based on actual student data and are aggregated by school
attendance area to maintain comparability regardless of any changes in school attendance area
boundaries. Cohort-survival ratios project how many second graders will result from last year's first
graders, how many third graders will result from last year's second graders, and continues until the
number of twelfth graders from last year's eleventh graders is predicted, based on recent historical
student data. This calculation is done for each grade level, at each school, using the most recent
3-5 years of historical data to predict future enrollment. The most recent past is viewed as the best
predictor of the near future.

Figure 2.2 Cohort Survival Ratio
Y Figure 2.2 illustrates a cohort survival ratio. In the

Years —p- example, the rate of 1.15 can be used to predict

Grade 3 4 5 6 how many second graders will result from the
T 144 178 186 previous year's first graders. A cohort survival

rate that is greater than one (1), indicates more
students entered the grade than progressed
from the previous grade. A cohort survival rate
of less than one (1) indicates there are fewer
students moving to the next grade at that school
than the count of students from the previous
grade in the previous year.

141 £
132153 173 15

3 SN ORI

=1.15 Survival Ratio

in addition to cohort survival ratios, HCPSS uses Howard County birth data, student yields from first-
time sales of newly-constructed homes, resales of existing homes, and apartment turnover, as well as
enrollment in regional programs, Table 2.1 below shows the total by-grade projected enrollment for
the HCPSS for school year 2019-20.

Table 2.1 By Grade Enrollment Projection for September 30, 2019

Elementary |Projection Mid_dl_é}?roje_ctlon High§?rojectfon
ook | 3967| |eth | ages| |oth| 4746
st | a138) | 7th | ae15|  ioth| 4,625
cand | 4196 ] | sth | 4538| |uh| 4305

3d | a39f 12th| 4402
st | 4478
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HCPSS Projected Enrollment
HCPSS ten-year K-12 projected enrollment for school year 2019-20 through 2028-29 continues to
show enroliment growth at all levels.

The projection is presented to school year 2030-31 in Section 3 of this document. Certain decisions
such as site acquisition are appropriately informed by the latter part of the projection. Planning issues
may become apparent by comparing the current projection to those made in previous years. The
following charts use a ten-year series and present three consecutive annual projections.

It is anticipated that for school year 2019-20, we will receive a net increase of 776 students for a
systemwide total of 57,346 students. This increase comes from a variety of migration patterns and
includes sales of existing homes and new construction. It is important to know that new construction
is only new construction for one year in the HCPSS projection. After the first year, the new students
generated by homes constructed in previous years are counted through cohort survival or resales.

Figure 2.3 Comparison of Three Enrollment Projections - Elementary
. As shown in Figure 2.3, the 2019
Compa rison of Enrollment elementary projection includes
. : a similar rate of enrollment
Pi’OJeCtlonS - Elementa ry growth in the near-term, while
s 2019 Projection  esses2018 Projection  wess2017 Projection trending towards a slightly lower

: enrollment in the long-term view.
30,000

1 The trend in the 2019 projection

- 29,000 is for elementary enroliment to
28,000 increase by nearly 3,600 students
by 2028,

| 27,000

| 26,000 As a result of this enroliment

! 25,000 growth, the capacity utilization of

: 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2096 2027 2028 all elementary schools combined
will begin to exceed 110 percent
by 2028 if new elementary schools
are not built.
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Figure 2.4 Comparison of Three Enroliment Projections - Middle

. As shown in Figure 2.4, the
Comparison of Enrollment middle school projected
. . . enrollment is expected to increase
PFOJECtIOnS — Middle by nearly 1,600 students by
2028. The 2019 middle school

wmmem 2010 Projection == 2018 Projection  e====22017 Projection
: enrollment growth trend rate

16,000 » is slightly higher than the 2018
| 15,500 - ' . e projection and lower than the
45,000 . _ ) / 2017 projection in long-term
i growth. As a result of this
14,500 enrollment growth, the combined
14,000 capacity utilization of all middle
13500 _ schools will begin to exceed 110
‘ 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2008  Percent beyond 2030. Most of
- the projected growth is in the
East and North, and based on the
long-term growth trends.
Figure 2.5 Comparison of Three Enrollment Projections - High

_ High school enrollment is
Compa rison of Enrollment projected to increase by nearly

. . . 2,500 student by 2028, as shown
P rojections — H igh in Figure 2.5. As a result of this

= 2010 Projection s==e» 2018 Projection  ess=s=2017 Projection grOWth' the combined CapaCity

1 utilization of all high schools will
© 21,000

' osan begin to exceecf 1.16 percent
0000 bt?yond 2022. Similar to the
19’500 middle school growth, high school
191000 growth is in the Eastern portions
' 18500 of the county.
' 18,000

¢ 17,500
‘ 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028
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Projection Growth Factors

The Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance adopted by the County Council in 2018 requires that HCPSS report
factors that contribute to growing enrollment. This chart compares the student enrollment from school year
2018-19 with the updated projection for school year 2019-20, identifying schools with enroliment increase
projected, The section of the chart labeled “Projected 2019 Student Yield"” shows the estimated breakdown
of the contribution of each housing factor on the number of students added to each school for school

year 2019-20. Counted here are students projected to atrive at each school due to turnover of multi-family
housing, resale of existing homes, and new construction. "Other factors” is the sum of all other contributing
factors to change in enrollment between years for each school and includes projected change due to cohort
size rising to next level, changes to cohort survival rates, changes in birth counts from 5 years ago, change
to birth to kindergarten survival rates, adjustments to out of district counts, students who moved into an
attendance area between birth and five years old, and adjustments based on previous projection accuracy.
Tables 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4 below identify which portion of the projected enroliment growth is expected to come
from new housing, resales, and other factors used to project student enrollment.

Table 2.2 Elementary School Student Yield Data

Projected 2019 Student Yield
2??;’ Prgjue 10 ;8d gg:?éﬁcmtzgt Projected 2018 Apt Resale New Cther
Litilization Turnover Construction  Factors
Enroliment Enrolment Change
Atholton ES| 445 450 5 106% 15 11.0 0.0 ~7.5
Bellows Spring ES| 725 731 5] 97% 2.4 74 17.8 217
Boliman Bridge ES 660 676 16 102% 54,9 50 0.4 -44.2)
Bryant Woods ES 419 432 13 120% 19.4 103 0.0 -16.8
Bushy Park ES 593 588 -5 79% 0.0 334 88 -47.3
Centennial Lane ES 734 734 0 113% 2.0 30.0 1.2 - 4341
Clarksville ES 419 392 -27 72% 8.0 208 7.2 -82.8|
Clemens Crossing 8| 491 522 31 100% 0.0 12,9 3.2 14.9
Cradierock ES 462 481 -9 116% 53 15.0 0.0 <213
Dayton Oaks ES 650 651 1 96% 0.0 38.0 7.0 -44.0
Deep Run ES 665 672 7 90% 13.2 1.3 0.4 -7.9
Duckeils Lane ES 563 668 & B2% 22.5 2.5 0,0 -20.0
Elkridge ES 865 866 1 114% 20.0 21.2 6.5 -46.7
Forest Ridge ES B79 675 -4 85% 37 10.3 12,7 -30.7)
Fuiton ES| 918 981 63 119% 5.0 26.1 286.7 5.2
Gorman Crossing £S 810 824 4 112% 3.0 20.9 57 -15.5
Guilford ES 401 381 -20 82% 7.8 10.1 0.6 -38.2
Hammond ES B23 634 1 7% 2.7 18.1 0T -18.5
Hollifield Statlon ES 879 885 16 122% 40.4 223 250 7.7
lichester ES B07 588 -19 101% 2.0 19.0 76 -45.8|
Jeffors Hill ES 403 423 20 100% 8.7 7.7 0.0 27
Laurel Woods ES 568 555 -14 7% 18.2 1.3 1.1 -44.6
Lisben ES 451 483 12 8% 2.0 10.7 6.9 -5.8
Lengfellow ES 420 425 5 83% 17.0 9.0 0.0 -21.0)
New ES #42{HHES) 661 B87 36 93% 7.0 58 68,7 -45.5
Manor Woods £S5 660 632 -8 93% 9.6 31.9 0.0 -59.4
HNorthfield ES 747 753 6 108% 11.8 27.5 0.4 -33.4
Phelps Luck ES 540 553 13 93% 28.0 104 0.4 -25.8
Pointers Run ES 869 884 15 1198% 0.0 39.2 217 -45,9
Rockburn ES 577 588 -9 93% 0.0 10.5 4.0 -23.4
Running Brook ES 452 467 15 81% 42.4 2.2 0.6 -30.3
St Johns Lane ES 728 724 -2 118% 0.4 23.4 1.1 -36.8
Stevens Forest ES 384 403 19 101% 7.0 4.2 0.0 -2.2)
Swansfield ES 574 563 -1 81% 24.0 6.5 0.0 -41.5
Talbott Springs ES 471 465 -6 123% 7.3 1.5 0.0 -14.8
Thunder Hill ES 528 512 -14 101% 3.5 7.3 0.0 -34.8
Triadeiphia Ridge ES 6B3 544 19 94% 0.0 27.2 13.5 -50.8
Velerans ES 863 B44 -19 106% 329 15.1 3.7 ~70.7
Waterloo ES 565 539 -26 81% 13.7 B7 07 -49.1
Waverly ES 8356 B57 22 100% 0.9 3341 12.3 -24.4
West Friendship ES 401 406 5 98% 0.0 24.3 1.8 -20.9
Worthington ES 476 459 -168 89% 1.0 13.5 3.5 -34.0)
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Table 2.3 Middle School Student Yield Data
Projected 2018 Student Yield
Projected Projected  Projecled
Emf)?:ﬁfem 2101 o Encalment ?'ng. AptYield Resale Yield NG Yield F‘;’gt‘;rs
Ensoliment Change iliilization

Bonnie Branch MS[ 751 721 -30 103% 53 14.0 2.7 414
Burleigh Manor MS 808 790 -18 101% -84 13.4 3.2 -25.1
Clarksville MS 666 701 35 109% 0.3 8.2 12.0 13.8

Elkridge Landing MS 745 782 17 98% -1.7 10.4 1.9 6.4
Ellicott Mills MS 868 917 48 131% 2.7 13.7 1.0 36.0
Folly Quarter MS 660 704 44 106% 0.0 13.8 4.1 26.1

Glenwood MS 492 508 16 93% 0.¢c 11.7 3.8 0.5
Hammond MS 572 626 54 104% 2.7 6.4 0.8 49.3
Harpers Cheice MS 505 490 -15 97% -11.0 9.1 0.0 -13.1
Lake Elkhorn MS 580 572 -8 89% 0.7 4.8 0.0 -13.5

Dunloggin MS 661 657 -4 116% -18.6 4.0 0.9 8.7

Lime Kiln M3 632 656 24 94% -0.6 15.6 5.9 31
Mayfield Woods MS 726 795 69 100% -7.0 4.1 35 68.5
Mount View MS 837 849 12 106% 1.8 26.8 8.7 -25.3
Murray Hill MS 720 747 27 113% 0.7 7.2 28 17.6

Oakland Mills MS 518 513 -8 101% -8.0 -1.5 - 0.0 3.5
Patapsco MS 712 745 33 116% -3.0 6.5 10.2 19.3
Patuxent Valley MS 686 703 17 93% -1.7 03 46 13.8
Thomas Viaduct MS 654 714 60 102% 7.7 2.5 19.7 45.5
Wilde Lake MS 632 651 19 86% 2.4 7.5 2.3 i1.5

Table 2.4 High School Student Yield Data

Projected 2019 Student Yield
Offical Projected Projected Projscted Apt New Other
2018 2019 Enrollment 201 9 Turnover Resale Construction Factors
Enrollment Enrollment Change Utlization

Athofton HS 1511 1488 -23 102% -4.7 10.3 2.0 -30.7
Centennial HS 1594 1635 41 120% 0.3 55 0.2 34.9
Glenelg HS 1198 1193 -B 84% 0.0 12.8 3.1 -21.9
Hammond HS 1376 1380 4 113% -11.0 2.0 C.7 12.3
Howard HS 1898 1921 23 135% 4.5 13.9 49 -0.3

Long Reach HS 1566 1658 92 111% -10.1 9.3 21.8 70.9
Marriotts Ridge HS 1422 1477 55 91% -0.5 12.3 8.2 35.0
Mt Hebron HS 1567 1636 69 117% -5.1 10.8 6.8 56.7
Qakland Mills HS 1231 1318 a7 94% -8.5 7.5 0.0 88.0
Reservoir HS 1588 1629 41 105% 0.0 2.5 9.8 28.8
River Hill HS 1387 1402 15 94% -1.C 10.0 6.7 -0.7
Wilde Lake HS 1317 1341 24 94% -10.8 2.0 1.9 30.9
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Figure 2.6 Capital Budget and Boundary Review Flow Chart

Figure 2.6 shows the schoo! boundary adjustment process in the context of the capital budget cycle.
The feasibility study is presented as the capital budget is being prepared. The graphic shows that
while school boundary adjustments may not take place annually, they are given consideration annually
in the feasibility study. There are a number of ways o address enrollment growth. In some cases,

new capacity or a capital project is the best solution. In other cases, school boundary adjustments
consistent with policy may allow better use of existing capacity. Sometimes changes to regional
program locations can open capacity. Relocatable buildings can also be used to temporarily relieve
crowding. The process is ongoing but may be tracked through this document and the capital budget
process.
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The annual capital budget contains a Capital Improvement Plan (5-year plan) and Long-Range Master
Plan {(10-year plan). Table 2.5 is a copy of the FY 2020-2029 Long-Range Master Plan from FY 2020
Board Requested Capital Budget. Capital projects are shown with anticipated funding phased cut
over future fiscal years, The Feasibility Study evaluates enrollment trends and discusses adjustments
and changes that may be reflected in the CIP and Long-Range Master Plan.

The Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance adopted by the County Council in 2018 requires that HCPSS
reports funding and attendance area adjustment assumptions for projects that are open due to a
capital project or attendance area adjustments associated with a capital project. The Board Requested
FY 2020 — 2028 Long Range Master Plan as approved by the Board on February 19, 2019, is below.
The final adoption of the FY 2020 Capital Budget is scheduled for June 6, 2019,

State funding eligibility for new capacity is based on adjacent schools, and may be affected if
available seats at nearby schools are not more fully utilized.

Table 2.5  FY 2020-2029 Board of Education Requested Long Range Master Plan

. RL278 25,187 28,1845 13093
83247 ] Taipas] T3ty | 15959
Y 4000 51,5001 12,500

Board ¢f Education’s Requested February 12, 2049
(h Thousands)
5 U T R ) ) wfo!él Appiop.
County Approved . )

Capaclty Projest ) Frofoat Ocgupanoy Appropriations FY 2028 | FYac2e FY 2027 FY 2028 | FY 2029 plusﬁ:Yqﬁl:sl:YN

$40_ Talolt Springs ES Replacement E1043 | Sepi2072 [ 8,050 $ -8 [ [ iy 41,548
1,650 | NawHS #13 E1D35 | Sept 2023 6,732 . z -
200_|Hammond HS R TiAddiio Eio24 | Sept2023 4.000 -3 - -
600 INewESR43 E1039 | Sept2024 - L : z
97 |Punloggin K8 RentvationtAddti .. Sept 2024 =z el - u =
z 12,500 2810 - -
= 42 439 8,524 - z

froo | sssoo i men | G

12500 5000 4,000 2,060 5,000 B.B66 50007 s@ea| T
250038 250 250 560 56 506 BSET R 5680
locatable Classrooms E1045 180071 500 1,500 1,50 18807 4,500 1,800 18,500
quisit El047 TTR000 {2 oo 2,000 2,001 3,000 2,000 2,000 20,600
) Ei048 8,600 7,500 7,500 7808|7500 7,500 7,500 73,750
ing Lot Expansions E1012 - - - 50 600 500 600 7,200
....\PRanning and Deslgn E1038 L. 400 308 | 308 O ... 300 309 300 3,800
... |Barder Free " Eggag | 200 203 200 X 2001 200 400 200 7,603
YOTALS B8 11E672 1% 195604 1% 190,022} ¢ §126064 1§07 038 18 1062001 8 75,4828 1,908,326
Ter-Yeat Long-Ranga Master Plan = $1,131.615
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Equitable evaluation of the impact of projected enroliment growth requires calculation of school
capacities. Capacities are not necessarily fixed to the capacity designed when a building first opened.
Change in space usage, program location, and building or program specifications can change
capacity. Capacity methodologies have been reviewed at all three levels. The results from the capacity
studies are integrated into any recalculation of capacities due to relocation of regional programs,
additions or renovations. The feasibility study expresses the projected enrollment by level and by
school as a function of capacity utilization. Utilization is the comparison of a facility’s program capacity
and its enrcliment or projected future enrollment. In the Pre-Measure {Section 3) and Post-Measure
Tables {Section 4), the effects of potential capacity projects, or regional program moves on utilization
are depicted.

The example below from the 2015 Feasibility Study, illustrates how capacity is shown in these

tables. Table 2.6 shows the effect of the larger capacity of the Wilde Lake MS replacement school.
The capacity cofumns show the number of seats, which changes from 467 to 760 in 2017 when the
replacement school opened. The corresponding calculation of the percentage utilization also changes,
dropping from 128.3 percent to 85.3 percent in 2017,

Table 2.6 Capacity Chart Example
Post-Measures E l E i ‘ 3 ; E l } !
Aggregate Plan g | i § L 1‘ ; i t | f
Chart reflects May 2015 Projections, Board of Education's FY 2017 Requested capacities and estimate
Capacity 201617 2017-18
Columbia - East 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | Proj |% Util.| Proj | % Util.
Lake Elkhom MS | | 643 | 643 | 643 | 843 | 503 | 782 | | 548 | 85.2
Oakland Mills MS 506 | 506 | 506 | 506 | 434 | 85.8 438 | 866
Reglon MS Totals 1149 | 1149 | 1149 | 1149 | 937 | 815 986 | 85.8
Columbia - West | .
Harpers Choice MS | 506 | 506 | 506 | 506 | 574 | 113.4 | 595 | 117.6 | C |
Wilde Lake MS 'Rl 467 [(760D! 780 | 780 | 599 | 12831 C | 648 |[(B5D
Region MS Totals 973 | 1266 | 1266 | 1266 | 1173 | 120.6 | C | 1243 | 98.2

High school program capacities are a product of either 80 or 85 percent of the total number of
teaching stations multiplied by 25 students. The minimum square footage for a teaching space is 660
square feet at all levels. This calculation excludes special education classrooms and special use rooms.
The varying utilization percentage of 80 percent or 85 percent are applied because not all teaching
stations can be scheduled for every period of the school day and not alt schools meet the general
education specifications for space requirements. Many of these rooms are designed for a specific class
and cannot be adapted for other uses, leaving them unused for a portion of the day.

Middle school program capacities are a product of 95 percent of the total number of teaching stations

multiplied by 20.5 students, exclusive of special education classrooms. Like high schools, not all
teaching stations can be scheduled for use every period of the school day.

Planning Considerations 13 Capacities
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Elementary school program capacities are based on 22 students for each Kindergarten classroom,

19 students for each classroom in Grades 1 and 2, and 25 students for each classroom in Grades

3-5. Not included in the capacities for elementary schools are resource/instructional spaces that are
utilized on a schoolwide basis where no one group of students is assigned exclusively. Some examples
of spaces not included in the capacity are gymnasiums, cafetoriums, art rooms, music rooms, media
centers, gifted and talented rooms, rooms dedicated to Special Education, or regional programs such
as Regional Early Childhood Centers or Pre-K.

Another constraint on facilities is the usage restrictions for schools that are not on public sewer. The
HCPSS currently has on-site waste water treatment systems at Manor Woods ES, Lisbon ES, West
Friendship ES, Glenelg HS, Marriotts Ridge HS/Mount View MS, Glenwood MS/Bushy Park ES, Folly
Quarter MS/Triadelphia Ridge ES, and Dayton Oaks ES.

Schools with Title | status receive additional staffing and administration may need to adjust room
usage to best allocate these additional resources. For school year 2019-2020, schools with Title |
schoolwide program include Bollman Bridge ES, Bryant Woods ES, Cradlerock ES, Deep Run ES,
Ducketts Lane ES, Guilford ES, Laurel Woods , Longfellow ES, Phelps Luck ES, Running Brook ES,
Stevens Forest ES, Swansfield ES, and Talbott Springs ES.

As mentioned previously, capacities can change with the placement of regional programs, renovations
and additions, In many instances local capacities differ from the state rated capacity. Local K-12
program capacity calculations do not include rooms used for prekindergarten programs. For school
year 2019-20, several regional special education and prekindergarten programs were expanded or
added, and completion of key capacity projects occurred. As such, rooms were either added to or
subtracted from the capacity. Specifically, capacity changed at the following schools:

Table 2.7 School Capacity and Reglonal Program Changes for School Year 2019-20

fSchool ~ Change Reasons DAL

Bellows Sprmg ES -25 | Added MINC Preschoo!/Prekmdergarten

Bushy Park ES ~19 | Added MINC-Preschool/Prekindergarten

Dayton Qaks ES 25 Removed Infants and Toddlers Program

Ducketts Lane ES -44 | Added MINC-Preschool/Prekindergarten and Regional Academic Life Skills
Eikridge ES 0 Added Preschool (space already allocated)

Gorman Crossing ES 0 Rermoved MINC-EL (undersized room)

Hanover Hilis ES 0 Added MINC-Preschool/Prekindergarten {space already allocated)
Laurel Woods ES -31 Added MINC-EL and Primary Learner

Manor Woods ES 0 Added Infants and Toddlers Program {relocatable)

Rockburn ES -25 Added MINC-Preschool/Prekindergarten

Runring Brook ES 0 Added Infants and Toddlers Program (relocatable)

Stevens Forest -19 Added Regional Emotional Disabilities

Triadelphia Ridge ES 25 Removed Infants and Toddlers Program

Waterloo ES -60 Added MINC-EL

Lime Kiln MS 20 Removed Regional Academic Life Skills, Added Upper Learner
Wilde Lake MS -39 Removed Upper Learner, Added Academic Life Skills

Planning Considerations
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The Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance adopted by the County Council in 2018 requires that HCPSS
report State and Local Capacities. State rated capacities are caiculated based on a minimum square
footage of 550 square feet per elementary teaching station and 500 square feet per middle or high
school teaching station. Relocatable classrooms are excluded from the calculation. The formula

to calculate state rated capacity is based on the number of the rcoms used for a specific purpose
{PreKindergarten, Kindergarten, Grade 1-5, Special Education, Grade 6-12 [General], Career and
Technology, Alternative Education) multiplied by the number of seats, and then summed:

ES = (# Pre-K x 20) + (# Kindergarten x 22) + (# Grade 1-5 x 23) + (# Special Education x 10}
MS = 85% x (# General x 25) + (# Career x 20) + (# Special Education x 10) + (# Alternative x 15}
HS = 85% x (# General x 25} + (# Carecr x 20) + (# Special Education x 10} + (# Alternative x 15)

Review and update of State Rated Capacities occur individually on an as needed basis (ex. after
additions, new schools). Additionally, the Interagency Commission on School Construction has a
committee reviewing SRCs statewide. The methodology to calculate SRCs and/or the SRCs may be
updated,

Table 2.8 Local Capacity and State Rated Capacity as of June 2019,

Elementary local State Mlddle Local State
Atholton ES 424 419 Bonnie Braach MS 701 732
Bellows Spring ES 726 720 Birlelgh Manor MS 779 795
8ollman Bridge ES 666 694 Clarksville MS 643 619
Bryant Woods ES 361 362 Dunloggin MS 565 619
Bushy Park ES 725 910 Elkridge tanding MS 779 760
Centennial Lane ES 647 544 Eilicott Mills MS 701 816
Clarksvilie ES 543 581 Folly Quarter MS 662 732
Clemens Crossing ES 521 544 Glenwood M5 545 640
Cradlerock ES 398 556 Hammond MS 604 67%
Dayion Oaks £5 700 910 Harpers Choice M3 506 619
Deep Run ES 750 740 Lake Elkhorn hS 643 765
Ducketts Lane ES 650 785 Ume Kiln MS 721 732
Elkridge ES 760 819 Mayfield Woods M5 708 773
Forest Ridge ES 713 660 Mount View M3 798 760
Fulton ES 826 564 Murray Hill MS 662 685
Garman Crossing ES 735 618 Qakland Mills MS 506 598
Guilford £5 465 522 Patapsco MS 643 598
Hammond ES 653 525 Patuxent Valley MS 760 770
Hanover Hills ES 810 TBD Thomas Viaduct 701 754
Hollifield Station ES 732 564 Wilde Lake MS 721 590
lichester £5 584 564

JTeffers Hill ES 421 435

Laurel Weods ES 609 544

Lisbon £S 527 504

Longfellow ES 512 468 High Local  State
Manar Woods ES 681 564 Athclton HS 1460 1543
Northfield ES 700 544 Centenaial HS 1369 1091
Phelps Luck ES 597 578 Glene!g HS 1420 944
Pointers Run ES 744 564 Hammond HS 1220 1434
Raockburn ES 584 847 Howard HS 1420 1051
Running Brook £S £15 471 Long Reach HS 1488 1434
St Johns Lane ES 6§12 619 Marrictts Rldge HS 1615 1434
Stevens Forest ES 380 320 M1 Hebron HS 1400 1408
Swansfleld £S 694 601 Oakland Mills HS 1400 1135
Talbott Springs ES 377 500 Reservoir HS 1551 1339
Thunder Hill ES 502 igs River Hill HS 1488 1483
Triadelphia Ridge ES 606 564 Wilde Lake HS 1424 1434
Veterans ES 79% 922

Waterloo ES 603 126

Waverly ES 788 678

West Friendship ES 414 394

Worthingtor ES 5185 585
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The FY 2021 Capital Budget will include updates to the long-range plan. Figure 2.7 below shows
changes in capacity projects from the 2018 Feasibility Study to the 2019 Feasibility Study. The year
shown represents the school year in which occupancy is proposed.

Figure 2.7 Capacity Projects
2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

2025 2027 2028 2029

Key Bold- New projects or #
of seats changed from

2018 Feasibility Study Opening date is Estimated FY21
changed from 2018  Long-Range Plan
Feasibility Study

* Recommend replacement of Ellicott Mills M$ addition with seats at Oakland Mills
MS in conjunction with the school's planned renovation.
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This document is guided by Board Policy 6010. Projects in the Capital Improvement Program that
increase student capacity can be tested in a feasibility study with an attendance area adjustment plan
consistent with stated policy goals. Plans will be linked within and across organizational levels to form
a short- and long-range attendance area adjustment plan. The Board will review the plan and set
direction, as appropriate, during the attendance area adjustment and/or capital budget presentations
each year. Policy 6010 discusses consideration of boundary adjustments under certain conditions
such as the opening of a school or adjusting to some other change. When school capacity utilization
projections fall outside the target capacity utilization range of 90 — 110 percent over a period of

time, attendance area adjustments may be considered. One January 24, 2019, the Board directed
the Superintendent to provide a comprehensive review of attendance areas in 2019 for school year
2020-21. When boundary line changes are planned, staff will refine the goal-directed short- and
long-range plan in the Feasibility Study based on the most current set of projections that conform

to Policy 6010 Implementation Procedures. The Superintendent will appoint an advisory committee
to provide feedback on the Feasibility Study consistent with the direction set by the Board and the
standards and factors in Policy 6010. Various methods will be used to collect additional input from the
public. A Superintendent’s plan that takes into account the Feasibility Study, as well as committee and
community input, is presented to the Board.

The Board evaluates the Superintendent’s plan according to the standards of Policy 6010, which are
found in Standards Section B in Appendix A. In the Board's deliberations, new scenarios using these
considerations may be reviewed, assessed, and considered. ltis unlikely that one plan can fully satisfy
all considerations.

The Board reviewed and updated Policy 6010 in 2016, 2018 and in 2019. Changes implemented after
the 2017 boundary review included a modified schedule that included the development of a scope
early in the process, shortened AAC deliberation, changed the delivery date of the Superintendent's
Recommendation to the Board, and provided the Board with more time to hold public hearings

and work sessions, as well as adjusted the role of the AAC (review and audit the Feasibility Study
considerations and scenario, but no longer receive public input or develop alternative scenarios), and
added flexibility to adapt with changes in proposed scope during the process. The current version of
the policy can be found in Appendix A (Section 5).

Planning Considerations 17 Policy Guidance
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The Strategic Call to Action, a vision built on
equity, is fueled by the belief that every student
possesses the skills, knowledge and confidence
to lead a successful life and positively influence
the larger community. The anticipation of
growth trends and planning for adequate
permanent or temporary space is needed to
serve student needs. When attendance area
changes are necessary, a student-centered
transition process is provided to welcome the
students to their new school. These efforts

are made to ensure every student achieves
academic excellence in an inspiring, engaging,
and supportive environment.

Crucial decisions about budget and attendance areas must be the result of an open process that
includes many stakeholders. Board decisions need to be informed by both the technical guidance of
staff, and the concemns and desires of families and the community. For this reason, the Office of School
Planning maintains an extensive web presence and supports many meetings of committees, parent-
teacher-associations (PTAs), and other community groups. It is also necessary that the School Planning
serves as a liaison to various county and state agencies to communicate agency direction, These
efforts ensure that families and the community are engaged and supported as partners in education.

Planning Considerations 13 Alignment with Strategic Plan
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The Howard County General Plan, PlanHoward 2030 guides development. This Plan sets forth
priorities for growth and redevelopment for the County. It was adopted by the County Council in July
2012, and took affect in October 2613. The General Plan is further implemented by zoning. Zoning
tells property owners two things 1) what is permissible to build; and 2) the rules to place buildings on
the property.

The General Plan included the adoption of a designated places map. Figure 2.8 depicts the Plan
Howard Designated Places map. Most future development, and anticipated school needs, are planned
where the map shows “Growth and Revitalization” areas in pink. Generaily these are in the eastern
part of the county and Columbia's Village Centers. Projected enrollment growth provided in this
Feasibility Study is associated with the future development. '

Figure 2.8 Plan Howard 2030 Designated Places Map

PlanHoward 2030
Map 6-2
Designated Place Types

Legend

GROWTH & REVITALIZATION
- ESTABLISHED COMMUNITY
D LOW DENSITY DEVELOPMENT -

RURAL RESOURCE -
(i8]
COLUMBIA VILLAGE CENTER REVITALIZATION

PLANNING AREA BOUNDARY
) PLANNING SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY (PSA) _

PRIORITY FUNDING AREA/PSA FOR WATER & SEWER “ : o
WATER SERVICE ONLY ARFA gﬁ —_——d
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The Department of Planning and Zoning provides the Office of School Planning with the number of
existing and projected housing units in the county. Future housing is calculated using a software tool
that simulates the residential build-out of the County’s remaining undeveloped, residentially-zoned
properties under real-world conditions. Constraints imposed by current zoning of properties, the
logistics of residential construction, and the growth limits of the County’s General Plan are included in
the housing projection. The output from this simulation informs the enrollment projection.

The FY 2019-2028 Long-Range Master Plan includes funding requested for new construction of four
elementary schools, one high school, the renovation/addition to a high school, and strategically
placed middle school additions. The timing of residential development depends upon actual land
development applications, which can change. Projections are adjusted yearly to account for phasing of
the new residential development.

Figure 2.9 Residential Development

Oxford Square construction. Verde apartments at Howard Square.

Maple Lawn section shown in 2013 {left) and 2015 (right).
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The HCPSS maintains well over seven million square feet of
school facilities and other buildings in service of delivering
the educational program and for use by the community. This -
document examines utilization of the 74 elementary, middle, -
and high schools, and anticipates future schools,

77._schools i -
'42 elementary schools
'ZO: mlddie schools G
.12 hlgh schools;_.
3 educatlon centers

The HCPSS maintains sites for future school construction,
commonly known as the “Land Bank.” Some properties
are held by other parties and designated on the final
development plan as "school open space" for the future use by the Board for school construction.
When determined that they are needed, the Board may request to purchase these properties. Most
planned schoot sites result from agreements made during Columbia's planning and development.
Howard County has aided the school system in the past through exchanges of county land

where needed. Opportunities for additions to the land bank in eastern Howard County are under
consideration, The HCPSS is working with Howard County Government to acquire fand. Sites in Turf
Valley and Mission Road will be added to the HCPSS Land Bank, once purchase is finalized, through
the County's process. Figure 2.9 shows the inventory of school sites as presented in the annual capital
budget.

Table 2.9 Land Bank
OwnedSites ~ Acreage  Location © . DateAcquired Cost
Sunny Spring Drive 10 Sunny Spring Drive, between 1974 $1.00
(aka Hawthorne Park) Cricket Pass and Golden Hook
Future MS Site 41 2865 Marriottsville Road 2007 $1,700,000
Faulkner Ridge Center |9.01 10598 Marble Faun Lane 1968 $1.00
Clary’s Forest 10 Little Patuxent Parkway, at 2018 $0.00
its intersection with Bright
Passage
Table 2.10 Land Designated as School Open Space Property

Land Des;gnated as. Schoo! Acreage

‘Open Space Property

Dickinson Park* 11 Eden Brook Drive, between Sweet Hours Way and
Weather Worn Way

Huntingten Park* 11 Vollmerhausen Road, between Murray Hill Road and
Polished Stone

*On May 9, 2019, the Board of Education voted to approve the acquisition of both the Dickinson Park
site and Huntington Park site for the land bank.

Planning Considerations 21 HCPSS Facilities and Land Bank




Section 3

leeds and Strateg

The HCPSS Office of School Planning reviews updated enrollment projections and studies

the feasibility of boundary changes, and other means of addressing capacity utilization issues,
each year. In years where boundary changes are anticipated, or when the Superintendent has
provided direction to review boundary change options, this document serves as the report for
the analysis of options.

Projections show that HCPSS could have eleven elementary schools, five middle schools,
and five high schools outside of the target utilization range of 90 - 110 percent in SY 2020-
21. All of these schools have relocatable classrcoms, and many will be receiving additional
relocatable classrooms prior to the start of the SY 2019-20. Eleven out of these schools are
planned for capacity-adding projects, or have a planned new school or project within or
adjacent to the attendance area. Several of these projects will be accompanied by boundary
adjustments to extend relief to nearby schools.

Prior to examining school boundary adjustments, it is necessary to review the implications
of the new projections and identify needs and potential strategies. When school capacity
utilization is outside of the target utilization range per Board Policy, {90 - 110 percent), school
boundary adjustments may be considered. This section of the document has been simplified
to could include a review by level of the seat needs and the multiple strategies that could be
implemented through a long-range plan. implementation strategies could include boundary
studies, capacity projects in conjunction with systemic renovations as well as new schools.

Pre-measures charts are included in this section showing the effect of projected enrollment
without any attendance area adjustments. The pre-measures format also shows FY 2020
capital projects as requested by the Board in March 2019.

23
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Need: In SY 2019-20, many elementary schools will remain within an acceptable target
utilization range per Board Policy 6010 School Attendance Areas; however, there are several
schools that are projected to be above 110 percent capacity utilization throughout the
county, These include Bryant Woods ES, Centennial Lane ES, Cradlerock ES, Elkridge ES,
Fulton ES, Gorman Crossing ES, Hollifield Station ES, Pointers Run ES, St. Johns Lane ES,
and Talbott Springs ES. Residential development in the areas of Turf Valley, Maple Lawn,
Laurel, and Ellicott City has outpaced school capacity in recent years. Capacity projects at
Swansfield ES, Longfellow ES, and Running Brook ES have added needed seats in western
Columbia, while the opening of Ducketts Lane ES and Hanover Hills ES has accommodated
the enrollment growth in the Route 1 area.

In southern/southeastern county schools, which include Forest Ridge ES, Fulton ES, Gorman
ES, and Hammond ES, projections indicate enrollment will exceed capacity by more than
380 students by SY 2024-2025. This indicates the need for additional capacity and boundary
adjustments to maximize the infrastructure gained by adding a new elementary school..

Similarly, elementary schools in the northern regions of the county, which include Centennial
Lane ES, Hollifield Station ES, Northfield ES, St Johns Lane ES, West Friendship ES and
Waverly ES, will require 600-700 additional seats by SY 2024-25. However, with boundary
adjustments, adjacent capacity at Bushy Park ES, and Manor Wooeds ES could offset the need
for additional region-wide seats in SY 2026-27.

In Western Columbia, the need for additional seats is projected to be approximately 100 by
2024,

Needs and Strategies 25 Elementary Schools
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Strategies: Multiple strategies are available at the elementary school level, including to plan
new schools for SY 2024-25 (New ES #43), and SY 2026-27 (New ES #44), and boundary
adjustments for SY 2020-21. See Section 4 Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
Relocatables provide interim capacity to serve current enrollment needs.

+ Capacity exists in Western Columbia elementary schools to balance utilization.

+ Replacement of Talbott Springs ES in SY 2022-23 could provide capacity to balance
utilization in the area.

+ . Continue to plan for New ES #43 at the Mission Road site for SY 2024-25.

+ Some capacity exists in western elementary schools to address crowding.

» Continue to negotiate with the County on acquiring a site at Turf Valley for New ES
#44 for opening in SY 2026-27.

The Feasibility Study typically does not analyze regional program placement for early
childhood programs. Both K- 5 and early childhood enroliment continue to grow and it is
important to discuss these programs in terms of available capacity at the elementary school
level. A comprehensive study for early childhood space needs should occur, separate of this
document, to include the consideration of relocating early childhood programs, including
supports from elementary schools, to regionalized centers in order to regain K-5 capacity
rooms and offer centralized, more efficient early childhood programs. Funding for either

site acquisition or a lease is a limiting factor to this discussion, but nonetheless, it should be
explored to identify a long-range plan.

Needs and Strategies 26 Elementary Schools
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Need: Countywide, middle school utilization is fairly distributed with most schools between
95 percent and 115 percent in SY 2019-20. The exceptions are Lake Elkhorn MS and Ellicott
Mills MS with projected utilization of 89 and 131 percent utilization, respectively. Enrollment
growth continues at several schools including Dunloggin MS, Ellicott Mills MS, Hammond
MS, Murray Hill MS, Patapsco MS, and Thomas Viaduct MS. The most crowded middie school
area is around Ellicott City, and include Dunloggin MS, Ellicott Milis MS, and Patapsco MS. To
bring these schools within target utilization requires approximately 350 seats.

Strategy: The existing and projected enrollment indicates additions as the most efficient
strategy for addressing high utilization, Existing land options to host new a middle school are
minimal. There are existing schools with planned or proposed renovations and adding new
seats to these schools is timely, fiscally prudent and accommodates the projected needs in
the Ellicott City area. The strategy should include additions of 100 seats at Dunloggin MS, 150
seats at Oakland Mills MS and 150 seats at Patapsco MS. These additions and accompanying
boundary review could bring these schools, as wel! as Ellicott Milis MS into target utilization
for the foreseeable future.

In the Laurel area, Murray Hili MS could be relieved using adjacent capacity at Patuxent Valley
MS for SY 2020-21. Some boundary adjustments are proposed for consideration primarily to
align the high school from middle schoo! feeds in the high school boundary options found in
Section 4 of this report.
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MIDDLE SCHOOLS - Data for Demonstrative Purpeses Only
Capacity Utilization Rates with Board of Education's Requested FY 2020 Capital Budget Projects - Not Test for APFO
Chart reflects Maz’ 2019 Projections, Board of Education's FY 2020 Esuested caEaciﬁes, and no boundam adjustments.

Capacity 2079-20 202021 2021=22 202223 2023=24 2024-25 2025-26 2026=27 2027-28 2028-29 2023-30 2030-31
Schoal THi8 2020 2021 2022 2033 | Proj % UL Pro] % USL  Froj % UGL  Pro] % UL PBroj % UGl Pre] % UGL. Proj % UNl, Froj % UEL  Pro] % UMl Proj % UG, Proj % URL  Frej 9 URL
Bonnie Branch MS 701 701 7Bt 7o 701 | 721 1028 691 936 654 933 656 936 S50 929  B93 989 706 1007 740 1056 712 1018 726 1033 7I7 1023 748 1058
Burloigh Manor MS 7S TIS TS 778 778 | 790 104 805 1035 804 1032 BDG 1025 7YE 909 784 1006 788 1018 798 1024 785 1008 778 089  7IT 907 TEE 1012
Clarksville MS 843 643 B43 B43 643 | 701 1080 704 1085 697 1084 673 1047 674 1045 701 1080 705 1086 Ti4 1110 15 1112 721 w21 728 11248 Y2z 1123
Dunloggin MS A 565 565 565 565 565 | BS7 1162 652 1154  BS8 1163 673 1104 671 1386 676 1021 673 1017 68 1043 692 1045 681 1020 677 1023 691 10e4
Elkridge Landing MS T7S TTS T3 TS 778 | V62 478 T47 958 758 GBS 820 1053 857 1100 667 113 850 1103 882 1132 882 1945 604 6D 807 1164 841 4203
Elficott Milis MS A T01 04 701 701 85T | 817 308 940 1208 @12 304 884 164 803 1042 676 1025 866 1011 861 1005 BSD 1004  BS3 1007 880 1004 913 1065
Folly Quarter MS 862 662 B62 662 662 | 704 1063 674 1018 677 1023 664 1003 BGD 907 640 9BD 668 1008 679 1026 70D 1057 692 1045 701 1059 710 1073
Glerwood MS 545 545 545 545 5451 508 9022 532 4T6 527 967 504 025 502 921 498 916 521 956 530 989 553 1015 548 1007 553 1045 557 1022
Kammond MS 604 604 604 6D4 BO04 | 626 1035 702 1962 724 1183 746 4235 737 1220 782 1262 BB 272 B0 1326 809 1238 B9 1372 836 1334 884 1430
Harpers Choice MS S0 506 505 506 506 | 490 962 490 958 485 9053 457 003 439 458 453 535 462 913 477 943 470 928 472 935 463 915 473 :5
Lake Etkhom MS 843 643 B43 643 B43 | 572 850 555 BG5: 503 752 503 782 486 GSG 501 7IL 481 YAS 488 750 479 745 476 740 473 76 482 75D
Lime Kiin MS 701 701 704 701 701 ) 886 938 678 954 675 963  TIB 1024 737 1051 743 1060 751 1071 774 1104 BT 1965 803 1146 825 1977 808 1154
Mayfield Woods MS 758 736 798 798 798 | 795 996 842 1055 639 1057 833 1044 822 1020 650 10BS 866 1088 915 1147 935 1372 93 1172 928 4157 w46 1183
Mount View MS 798 798 798 796 798 | B49 1064 842 1055 805 1127 91 14z  BM 114z 040 TITE 944 1983 968 1212  §72 12183 686 13 670 1216 9T 1217
Murvay Hil MS 662 662 662 662 662 | 747 2@ 799 1207 785 186 795 1171 B0B 1221 847 1275 850 1208 B9 1252 636 1263  B32 IZ5T 843 1273 843 1273
Now MS £21 K0 o e 0 o
Oakland Mills MS 508 506 506 506 506 | 513 1014 500 988 495 984 510 1008 519 1026 516 1020 508 510 1008 491 970 496 576 488 964 507 1002
patapseo NS B43 643 643 643 B43 | 745 1153 775 1205 834 1227 865 1345 879 1367 B85 1376 889 900 1400 803 1404  G02 140.3 885 1392 B9 1357F
Patuxent Valley MS 760 760 760 760 760 | 703 925 715 941 B8 904 695 914 873 855 682 07 679 714 939 723 951 728 951 738 971 786 1005
Thomas Viaduct MS TO1 701 701 YD1 Y01 ) 714 1018 M8 1067 781 1954 Y63 1088 781 114 778 103 798 788 1087 783 117 805 1150 832 TiB7  B43 1203
witde Lake MS 760 780 750 760 760 | 851 857 655 o 860 380 695 914 704 026 730 961 78T 767 1045 833 1104 835 1100 873 145 897 1180
Colntywida Tolls . 12457 13457 13457 13457 13613] 10821 1UZ7 14015 104 14072 1048 14151 1052 14182 1042 14420 1052 14545 106.1 14845 1063 14566 1092 14880 1093 15074 1038 15084 1123

'A' includes additions as refiected in FY 2020 CiP for grades 6-8
‘NS’ New School proposed in FY 2020 Capital Budget
Celor coding has been updated to align with the definition of target utifization (between 80-110% utilization) as outfined in Pelicy 5010, Blue is under target utilization, green is within target utilization and red is over target utilization,
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Need: Countywide, many high schools are projected to be within target utilization in SY 2019-
20. The exceptions are Centennial HS, Hammond HS, Howard HS, Long Reach HS, and Mt.
Hebron HS. Some improvements to utilization can be realized through boundary adjustments;
however, countywide need is projected to begin to exceed 110 percent in SY 2022-23. The
majority of the growth at the high school level is concentrated in Ellicott City as well as the
Route 1 Corridor in Elkridge, Hanover, and Jessup. All high schools are projected to continue
to see growth in the 10-year planning period.

Strategy: Continue to construct the New HS #13 in Jessup and Hammond HS addition

for opening in SY 2023-24. The boundary process to open HS #13 would occur in Summer
2022, for implementation in SY 2023-24. Boundary scenarios for SY 2020-21, included in this
document, considered utilizing available capacity at Glenelg HS, Marriotts Ridge HS, Oakland
Mills HS and River Hill HS. Additionally, consideration is given to how those seats can be
used in the longer term, after the opening of HS #13. Boundaries will be reevaluated for the
opening of HS #13, but attempts to alleviate crowding and small feeds to Long Reach HS
from Elkridge Landing MS are considered for the interim.

Per Policy 6010, rising seniors are not affected by approved boundary changes, and the Board
of Education has the discretion to consider rising 11th graders as exempt from any proposed
changes.

Based on continued growth throughout the long range projections at the high school level,

staff will continue to monitor the projection trends and look for school sites to plan for future
high school additions or new schools.

Needs and Strategies 32 _ High Schools
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Chart reflects May 2019 Projections, Beard of Educﬂun‘s FY 2020

HIGH SCHOOLS - Data for Demonstrative Purposes Only
Capacity Utllization Rates with Bozrd of Education's Requested FY 2020 Capital Budget Projects - Net Test for APFO

sted capacitles, and no boundsary adjustments.

Capacity 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 202223 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 2026=27 2027-28 2528-29 2029-30 2030-31
Schoo) 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 | Proj % Ut Proj % Util. Proj % Ut Proj % Ut Prej % UHL Pro] % Uth. Proj % Ut Proj %Utll.  Proj %Util,  Proj %Utilh  Proj % Utl. Proj % Uil
Atholten HS 1450 1460 1480 1450 1480 | 1488 1018 1482 1015 1481 1001 1478 1012 1528 1047 1537 1053 1587 107.3 1579 1082 1588 10B.5 1840 1123 1667 1142 1690 1158
Centennial HS 4360 1360 1380 1360 1380|1835 1202 1634 1ZD 1841 207 4877 1233 1689 24z 1688 1246 1687 1248 1678 3234 1873 1230 1676 1035 HTD 1931 1668 1030
Glenelg HS 1420 1420 1420 1420 14201 1183 840 1164 £2.0 1186 535 177 829 1183 840 1202 845 1975 BRY 1165 820 1171 223 1185 335 1225 B8 1246 877
Hammond HS 1220 1220 9220 1220 1420 1380 1131 1414 115.9 1448 118.7 1503 1232 1578 1110 1821 1142 1853 1964 1632 17149 1643 1137Y 1884 1172 1676 1430 T4 1207
Howard HS 1420 1420 1420 1420 1420 1821 1353 1826 13545 1088 1336 2006 1413 2021 423 2088 145 2083 445 2067 1456 2128 1468 2145 1511 2163 1525 2189 13R7
Long Reach HS 1488 1488 1488 1488 14387 1858 1114 1681 T13.8 1788 1208 972 4325 2053 12B0 2108 1417 2141 438 2185 1448 2178 1464 2213 1487 2077 1530 2310 1552
Marriotts Ridge HS 1615  1B15 4615 1615 1615 | 1477 915 1530 94.7 1566 87.0 1602 88.2 1620 1003 16881 1028 1706 1856 1887 104.5 1716 1663 1708 1056 1688 1052 1737 1076
Mt Hebron HS 1400 1400 1400 1400 140G | 1636 1159 1644 117.4 1677 119.8 1743 1224 1735 9228 17PM1 1278 1BBO 1328 1877 1341 1806 1357 184 1387 1814 1387 1M13 1365
New HE #13 NG G o 0 0 1858
Noew HS #14 NS o ¢ 0 1] 0
[Cakland Milis HS 1400 1400 1400 14D0 1400 1318 844 1341 858 1386 99.0 1384 236 1357 968 1326 947 1268 927 1286 1.8 1208 826 1287 819 1278 914 1284 802
Feservolr HS 1551 1551 1551 1551 15511629 1050 1688 1095 1737 1120 1818 1473 1884 125 1808 1230 1857 1252 1899 1289 f8BO 1283 2056 1325 2076 1338 2086 1351
River Hil HS 1488 1482 1488 1488 1485 | 1402 942 1462 883 1488 1001 1365 917 1405 944 1358 913 1333 805 1313 8.2 1316 G54 1332 803 1357 912 1384 837
(Wilde Lake HS 1424 1424 1424 1424 1424 | 1341 947 1348 047 1343 942 1344 944 1370 962 1347 845 1348 947 1346 845 1356 852 1381 §7.7 1437 1000 1478 1038
Countywlide Totals 17246 17248 17246 17245 18104/ 18078 1U4.6 18335 G06.2 18698 1084 19050 130> 106432 101.7 1586 102.5 18786 10356 18783 103.6 19863 104.5 20211 86.3 20437 974 20679 286

‘NS New School proposed in FY 2020 Capital Budget
Color coding has been updated to align with the definkion of target utilzation (between 80-110% utlization) as ouilined I Policy 6010.

Blue Is under target utliization, green is within target utilization and red Is over target utllization.
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These reports represent the "base" data, which is based on current school boundaries.

FARM/Test Data FARM/Test Data
School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math School Name FARM  PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES 159% 47% 58% Bonnie Branch MS 32% 49% 49%
Bellows Spring ES 7% 63% 59% 2;?::%312":;’5‘” MS ::1593{, ;i;: ;:Z’Z
Bollman Bridge ES 50% 259% 32% Dunioggn MS To% e Y,
Bryant Woods ES 31% 37% A5% Eikridge Landing M5 21% 57% 44%
Bushy Park &S <=5% 76% 74% Ellicott Mills M5 11% 65% 66%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82% Folly Quarter MS <=59% 69% 76%
Clarksville ES <=5% 83% 89% Glenwood M3 7% 63% 50%
Clemens Crossing ES 13% 66% 63% Hammond M3 19% 62% 55%
Cradlerock ES 55% 35% 26% Harpers Cholce MS 51% 30% 28%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% 59% 77% Lake Efl;horn M5 52% 35% 27%
Deep Run E 54% 7% 0% Lime Kiin MS <=5% F2% 70%
Dackatis Laie ES 53% 1% 40% Mayfield Woods M5 3% 45% 27%
Mount View MS <=5% 76% 7%
Elkridge £5 32% 44% 47% Murray il MS 38% 7% 1%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50% Oakland Milis M5 48% 38% 34%
Fuiton ES <=5% 70% 7% Patapsco MS 16% 57% 54%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 58% Patuxent Valley M$ 37% 44% 37%
Guilford ES 45% 38% 36% Thomas Viaduct M3 45% 38% 29%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60% Wilde Lake MS 47% 44% 35%
Hanover Hilis ES 37% 43% 47%
Hollifield Station ES 20% 54% 56% System-wide total 25% 57% 5%
lichester ES <=5% 84% 1%
leffers Hifl ES 35% 43% 35%
Laure] Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57% FARM/TES? Data
Longfellow ES 49% 50% 50%
Manor Waods ES 8% 68% 72% School Name FARM  PSAT-Read PSAT-Math
Northfield ES 11% 62% 65% Atholton HS 119% 73% 57%
Phelps Luck ES 63% 36% 35% Centennial HS 11% 79% 69%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 72% 82% Glenelg HS <=5% 76% 62%
Rockburn £5 6% 65% 70% Hammaond HS 39% 46% 27%
Running Brook £8 52% 32% 34% Howard HS 14% 67% 47%
St Johns Lane £5 9% 63% 64% Long Reach HS 40% 49% 29%
Stevens Forest £S 65% 33% 30% Marriotts Ridge HS <=5% 81% 69%
Swansfield ES 61% 29% 34y Mt Hebron HS 16% 9% 57%
Talbott Springs ES 49% 5307 46% Oakland Mills HS 48% 47% 26%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 62% 63% Reservolr HS 26% 58% 43%
Triadelphia Ridge ES 5% 71% 80% River Hill HS <=5% 82% 73%
Veterans £S 215 S50 £9% Wilde Lake HS 43% 45% 27%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66% . o o o
Waverly £ Pty 76% o System-wide total 22% 64% 48%
Waest Friendship ES 6% 70% 66%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% 72%
System-wide total 25% 57% 5%%

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.

Needs and Strategies
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Free and Reduced-Priced Meals Program (FARM}:

The data shows the percentage of population participating in the Free and Reduced-Priced Meals Program
(FARM) living in each schools' attendance area before and after the proposed redistricting plan. These
percentages are calculated using official SY 2018-19 envollment data and Official October 2018 FARM
participation reporting data. Geographic assignment is used, and records are aggregated by current and
proposed attendance areas. These numbers are for planning purposes, and may not exactly match other
reported numbers due to differences in timing and methodology. In adherence with the Family Educational
Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), which restricts access to student records, values <=5% have been
replaced with "<=5%" and values >=95% have been replaced with ">=95%",

Testing:

Testing data for Elementary and Middle Schools is comprised of spring 2018 test takers in grades 3-8 with the
Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC) Assessments English or PARCC Math
score. Students were marked proficient based on the criteria below. Testing data for High Schools is comprised
of Fall 2018 test takers in grades 9-11 with a PSAT score. Students were marked proficient based on the criteria
below. These data shown here may not match other reported data due to differences in timing and calculation
methodology. in adherence with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), which restricts
access to student records, values <=5% have been replaced with "<=5%" and values >=95% have been
replaced with ">=95%".

Grade “- English " | English Prof |- .. . Math .| Math Prof

. | ‘Assessment | = Level - “Assessment | Level
58 | PARCCELA | 750 | PARCCMath | 750
10 | PSAT8/9 410 PSATS/9 | 450

11 | PSAT NMSQT 430 PSAT NMSQT 480
12 | PSAT NMSQT 460 ] PSAT NMSQT 510

English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL):

The data shows the percentage of students receiving English Second Language support living in each schools’
attendance area before and after each boundary option. These percentages are calculated from fall 2018 student
data using geographic assignment, aggregated by current and proposed attendance areas. These numbers may
not exactly match other reported numbers due to differences in timing and methodology. In adherence with

the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), which restricts access to student records, values
<=5% have been replaced with "<=5%" and values >=95% have been replaced with ">=95%".

Race:

The data shows the % of students by race/ethnicity living in each schools' attendance area before and after

the each boundary option. These percentages are calculated from fall 2018 student data using geographic
assignment, aggregated by current and proposed attendance areas. These numbers may not exactly match other
reported numbers due to differences in timing and methodology. In adherence with the Family Educational
Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), which restricts access to student records, values <=5% have been
replaced with "<=5%" and values >=95% have been replaced with ">=95%".

Some options may indicate no change of demographic data for one or more of the schools, A school’s

geography may not be impacted by the scenario's boundary changes, or the boundary change minimally
affects the specific measure so the resuiting percentage remains the same.

Needs and Strategies 35




Section 4

Foreseeable Attendance
Area Adjustments

This report includes considerations for review of boundary adjustments for the 2020-21 school
year.

The effacts of the scenarios tested for this report on capacity utilization are depicted in
tabular form on the following pages. The tables are presented for each organizational level
(elementary, middle, and high) using a pre-/post-measures format. The pre-measures charts
are included in the Needs and Strategies Section.

The post-measures format shows the impact of projected enroliment with some capital
plans discussed in this document. The post-measures format includes capital projects
recommended in this document for the FY 2021 Capital Budget. If these projects are not
approved, other plans must be developed.

Following the description and maps of each option are reports displaying the plan's impacts
based on the standards in Policy 6010, Explanation of the data used can be found on page
35.
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As enrollment in Howard county schools continues to increase and as capacity projects come online,
boundary adjustments are a necessary tool in alleviating crowded schools, HCPSS school attendance
areas have been modified in recent years to open Ducketts Lane ES (2013}, Thomas Viaduct MS
(2014}, and Hanover Hills ES {2018). These changes were all triggered by the opening of a new

school, and the need to create an attendance area for the new capital project. In 2013, however,
boundaries were changed in response to existing and projected crowding of elementary schools in the
southeastern portion of the county (Laurel, Maplte Lawn and Fulton). This was the last time boundaries
were adjusted without the opening of a new school. Since not all schools with projected capacity
utilization concerns will be relieved by future capital improvements, and many of the planned projects
are several years away, boundary adjustments can be used to provide immediate relief.

In the 2017 Feasibility Study, a boundary adjustment plan was proposed that would have reassigned
over 8,000 students across all three levels, That proposal was the only option offered by HCPSS staff
to begin the conversation about opening Hanover Hills ES and balancing capacity utilization across
the county. The Board adopted changes to create a boundary for Hanover Hills ES and address a few
feed issues. The Board alsc decided to continue the discussion on boundary changes into the 2018
Feasibility Study process based the advancement of changes for HS #13 and Hammond HS in the
Capital Budget. Additionally, in 2017, the Board also adopted a proposal for JumpStart, giving priority
to Howard HS, Long Reach HS and Centennial HS students to enroli in this dual enrollment program
initiative offered at Oakland Mills HS or River Hill HS.

This section offers a variety of options to relieve school crowding using existing capacity. Some options
require sending and receiving student reassignment to access capacity at schools across the county.
Cther options take advantage of available capacity at adjacent schools, and require little adjustment.

There are nc perfect plans, and while all Policy 6010 factors are considered, there is no one plan can
reconcile each school attendance area adjustment with ali factors. For example, an option that best
balances utilization amongst a group of schools may require extensive student reassignment, longer
transportation routes or a less diverse student body at one or more schools. An option that maintains
the best feed breakdown from level to level may not provide evenly distributed capacity utilization.

The boundary options that follow are focused on alleviating crowding in the most crowded areas

of the county using capacity at schools with low capacity utilization. Some schools projected to be
crowded are not included in these options because other strategies (capital projects) are in process

to provide relief. This report does not, and could not, contain all of the possible options for balancing
capacity utilization in a particular area or school level, These options represent the initial stage in

the requested comprehensive boundary review. Additionally, they are presented so that community
members can choose to combine or modify ideas to develop suggestions for the Superintendent prior
to the next stage of the boundary review process; the Superintendent's recommendation to the Board.
These are options that offer a desirable balance in capacity utilization, with manageable compromises
to other Policy 6010 criteria such as neighborhood continuity, and demographics. These ideas will

be explored and analyzed by the Superintendent’s Advisory Group, and additional options and
alternatives wili be developed and analyzed by a boundary review consultant, staff and the Board.

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 38
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High School Boundary Review

The high school options center around accessing available capacity at Glenelg HS, Marriotts Ridge HS,
Wilde Lake HS, and River Hill HS to relieve schools above target utilization in the northern and eastern
portions of the county. In order to access this capacity, three major concessions will be considered.
First, some neighborhoods that have traditionally attended their nearest school may be assigned to

a schoo! outside of their immediate area. For instance, in order to utilize seats at Marriotts Ridge HS,
neighborhoods close to Centennial HS or Mt. Hebron HS could be reassigned to Marriotts Ridge HS.
Boundaries for schools in the central and western regions of the county need to extend east to relieve
the crowded schools of that region. Secondly, many of the schools in these areas need to send and
receive students to access available western capacity. Some schools between the crowded schools
and those with available capacity must function as "pass throughs" to use available capacity. Thirdly,
without additional high school capacity, it will be necessary to utilize most schools above the Policy-
defined target utilization range of 90 to 110 percent.

With HS #13 scheduled to open in SY 2023-24, in the areas to be relieved by these plan options,
consideration should be given to the frequency of reassignment in these areas over the four year
period. Deliberations for the HS #13 boundary review will begin in the Spring of 2022 A sample plan
for HS #13 is located at the end of this section.

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 39
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High School Option #1

This option has the benefit of bringing all schools under 120% through SY 2022-23. This plan
requires re-assigning approximately 2,500 projected (SY 2020-21) high school students. This option
makes adjustments to the all of the high school boundaries. Seven schools both serd and receive
students. This option uses all high schools to access capacity, starting with Howard HS sending to
Long Reach HS, and Long Reach HS sending to Oakland Mills HS. Wilde Lake HS and Atholton HS
then receive students from Qakland Mills HS, while sending students to River Hill HS. in the Ellicott
City area, Mt. Hebron HS sends students to Centennial HS, which has capacity available due to
sending neighborhoods to Marriotts Ridge HS and Wilde Lake HS. Finally, capacity at Glenelg HS
is used to balance River Hill HS and Marriotts Ridge HS. The most impacted schools in this option
are Long Reach HS, Wilde Lake HS, and Oakland Mills HS, each with boundary changes impacting
approximately 800 projected students. This option does include corresponding moves at the middle
schooi Eevei encompassing apprommately 300 pro;ected students in SY 2020 21

Niount View MS ZGIenwood MS L 46 231 232 1231
xentValleyMs | 78 | 121,1121

Pa

. § :

_ |Wilde LakeMs 56, 1056, 2056, 3056
ii—larper s CthCE MS _

Atholfon HS ... (RiverHill HS — 98 i 11, 190”1190
Centenmal HS‘_ Marrlotts Rldge HS . 246 97 154 214 1154 2154_ B
Centenma] HS  |WidelakeHs | 120 150,219, 1150, 4150 R
Hammond HS __|atholtonHs 1 4 ___57 270, 273, 1057, 2057
38, 39 42, 124 300 1038 1042 1124
H d HS R 359
o longReach s | 13002038, 2042, 3042
33 35 81, 266, 1033, 1085 1081
Long R k 512
ongReach s |oakdand M'"S_ P 1 1266,2035,2081,3035,4035
Marriotts Ridge HS _G'e“e'gHS 82 1o 231,232,1231
MtHebronHS  ICentennialHs | 176 106, 308, 1106, 2308
] 51 52, 54, 56, 58, 279, 1051, 1054
Dakland Mills HS Wilde Lake HS 383 1056, 1058, 2051, 2054, 2056, 3056, |
114, 122, 125, 1114 1115 1125,
R ir HS s 87
1 83,
River Hill HS Glenelg HS 144 82 1180 1182 11 2182 2183
53, 66, 134 135 1066 1134 1135
Wilde Lake HS 5 163
iide Lake Atholton H ; 2053, 2134, 2135
| 140,141, 142, 175,177, 1141, 1143,
' HHS
Wilde Lake Hs _R"’erH' B s s

ETotaI _ et :
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2019 Feasibility Study

High Schoo! Suiftimiar

Current

Howard County Public School System

Years betweean 90-110%

Proximily to school

Small HS from MS Feeds
(under 15%)}

Double Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Students moved within 5 yrs
of last ES move

Students Moved

# of Schoals Strengthened
# of Schools Weakened
Mean

# of Schoals Strengthened
# of Schools Weakened
Mean

NA
NA
11852

{smaller # = closer set of polygons)

# of Small Feeds

# of Double Small Feeds

Number of "Islands"

Number
% of Enrollment

Number moved In
Nurmber moved out

8

NA

NA
NA

Aggreaate Plan
2

STRENGTH

3
WEAKNESS

0
NEGLIGIBLE

0.0%

2497
2497

Strepgth

Midd

Negligible

Current

Years between 90-110%

Proximity to school

Small MS from ES Feeds
{under 15%)

Dotble Smalf Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Students moved within 5 yrs
of last ES move

Students Moved

# of Schools Strengthened
# of Schools Weakened
Mean

# of Schoeols Strengthened
# of Schools Weakened
Mean

NA
NA
6.7

NA
NA
8322

(smailer # = closer set of polygons)

# of Small Feeds

# of Double Small Feeds

Number of "Islands”

Number
% of Enrollment

Number moved in
Number moved out

17

NA
NA

NA

Aggregate Plan
2

3
6.6
NEGLIGIBLE

3
4
8332
NEGLIGIBLE

MWEAKNESS

NEGLIGIBLE

0.0%

308
308

Strength

Negligible

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 of more =

WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =

STRENGTH, increased by 100 or more

WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count tower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "Afler” higher =
WEAKNESS,; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into acceunt the correlation

the outcomes of other sfandards

maintained.

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =

WEAKNESS, otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligiblie

"After” count lower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; ctherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNKESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Bofore" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take Into account the correlation

the cutcomes of other standards

maintained.

STRENGTH,; reduced by 1.0 or more =

between the number of students moved,

achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of tme those results are expected to be

STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or mora =

STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more =

between the number of students moved,

achieved in Section 1V.B. and the length
of time those results are expected to be



2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public School System

Before Adter Before After
Middle Schoot Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed Middie Scheol Feeding Schools Fead Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnie Branch MS  lichester ES % ikchester ES 7%} {lake Bikhom M8 Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES
Jeffers Hill ES % Jeffers HIlES Y| Guilford ES 26.5%  Guilford ES
Phelps Luck ES 45,8%  Phelps Luck ES 45.9% Jeffers Hill ES 241%  Joffers B ES
Rockburn ES 9k Rockburn ES [ Talbolt Springs ES  £/B:3%! Taiboll Springs ES
Walerloo ES .0%  Walerloo ES

Burlelgh Manor MS  CenlennlelLane ES  58.3%  Centennigl Lane ES  56.3%)] {Lime Kiln MS Dayton Qaks ES 27.8% Dayton Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.1% Fulton ES 58.6% Fullon ES 58.6%
Northfisld ES 15.4%  Northfield ES 15.4% Pointers Run £8 113.6% Pointers Run £8 13.6%
Triatelphla Ridge ES [ Triadelphla Ridge ES 1545
Clarksville MS Clarkswvilla ES 46,2%  Clarksville ES 46.2%} |Mayfield Woods MS Bellows Spring ES 28.5%  Beilows Spring ES 20.5%
Polnters Run ES 53.8% Pointers Run ES 53,8% Deep Run ES 42.4% Deep Run £5 42,4%
Jeffers HY ES 10,0% Jeffers Hil ES 10,0%
Waterloo ES 18.1%  Watesloo ES 18.1%
Dunloggin MS Hollifield Stalion ES Hollifield Staillon ES TOhE [Mount View 1S Manror Woods £8 22.3%  Manor Woods ES 23.5%
Northfield ES Northfield £5 Waverly ES 46.8%  Wavery ES 49.3%
51 .Johns Lane ES St Johns Lane ES Wast Friendship £3 309%  West Friendship ES 27.2%
Thunder Hlll ES i Thunder Hill ES
Veterans ES Veterans ES
ERidge Landing MS  Elkridge ES 65.8%  Elkidge ES B5.8%]} [Murray Hil MS Gorman Crossing ES 54.4%  Gorman Crossing ES $0.8%
Rockburn ES 34.2%  Rockburn ES 34.2% {ausel Woods £ES 456%  lLaurel Woods ES 38.2%
ERicolt Milis MS Thunder HIlES 20.7%  Thunder HIl ES 20.7%] [Cakiand Mills MS Alhclion ES 254 Stevens Forest ES 45,2%
Veterzns ES 26.9%  Velerans ES 26.9%; Slevens Forest ES 41.0%  Talbolt Springs ES 3B8.6%
Walerloo ES 17.9%  Waleroo ES 17.9% TalocH Springs ES 351%  Thunder Hll ES 16.1%
Worthington ES 34.5%  Worthington ES 34.5% Thunder Hili £8 L14,8%:
Folly Quarier MS Bushy Park ES %  Bushy Park £S5 %) [Patapsco MS Hofifield Station ES 48.1%  Holiifield Stallon ES 48.1%
Clarksvilla ES {0:4% Clarksville ES % 5t Johns Lane E5 40,6%  StJohns Lane ES 40.6%
Daylon Oaks ES 30.8% Daylon Oaks ES 30.9% Waverly ES A41:8%  Waverly ES +41.3%)
Triadelphia Ridge ES 50.1%  Triadelphia Ridge ES  £0,1%
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48,2%  Bushy Park ES 44 .4%| [Paluxent Valley MS Boliman Bridge ES 49.3%  Boliman Bridge ES
Lisben ES 51.8% Lisben ES 4 Foresi Ridge ES 50.7%  Forest Ridge ES
West Friendship ES Laurel Woods ES
Hammond M8 Atholton ES 26.8%  Athoffon ES 25.8%| [Thomas Viaduct M8 Bellows Sering ES $40.6%  Bellows Spring ES
Fulton £S 16.0% Fulton ES 16.0%, Ducketts Lane ES 35.9%  Duckells Lane ES
Guilford ES 0.0%  Guilford ES 0.0% Gullford ES y Guilford ES
Hammeond ES £8.2% Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES Hanover Hills ES
Harpers Cholce MS  Longfellow ES 39.9%  Bryanl Woods ES 1 14.4%]| [Wilda Lake MS Bryant Woods ES 34.6%  Atholton ES
Swansfield £S 80.1%  Longfellow ES 42.2% Clemens Crossing ES  28.4%  Bryanl Woods ES
Swansfield ES 43.7% Running Brook ES 36.0%  Clemens Crossing ES 26.3%
Running Brook ES 32.2%
Swansfield ES 13.2%
45

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments




2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public School System

Before After Before After
Hlgh School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schools Feed High School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Atholton HS Clarksville MS 340%  Clarksville MS 24.5%] [Marriotts Ridge HS  Burleligh Manor MS 18.2% Burisigh Manor MS 30.9%
Hammond M5 {13.0%  Hammond MS 15.3% Mount View MS 81.8%  Mount View MS £9.1%
Marray Hill M3 21.1%  Murray Hill M3 19.1%
Wiide Lake MS 31.8%  Wilde Lake M3 41,1%
Centennial HS Burlelgh Manor MS ~ 51.3%  Burielgh Maner MS  41.7%] [Mt Hebron HS Dunloggin MS 17.2%  Dusnloggin MS
Dunloggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggia M3 29.8% Ellicott Mills MS 21,6%  Ellicott Mills MS
Ellicott dills M5 26.3%  Ellicolt Mills MS 28.7% Patapsco M5 61.2% Patapsco MS
Glenelg HS Folly Quarter MS 38.8%  Foliy Quarter MS 42.0%] [Oakland Miis HS Lake Elkhom M3 46.7%  Lake Elkhem MS 20.4%
Glenwood MS 61.4% Glenwood M3 58.0% Oakland Miils MS 53.3%  Mayfisld Woods MS 15.4%
Oakland Mills MS 40,9%
Thomas Viaduct MS 23.3%
Hammond HS Hammond MS 266%  Hammond MS 23.7%]| [Reservoir HS Hammond M5 +41.5%. Hammond MS H12.2%
Lake Elkhorn M3 i11.9% Lake Elkhom MS 12.4% Lime Kiln M3 33.0% Lime Kiln MS 28.7%
Paluxent Valley M5 44.8%  Paluxent Valley M5 46.56% Murray Hill MS 41.9%  Murray Hill MS 37.2%
Thomas Viaduct MS  16.¢y%  Thomas Viaduci MS  17.3% Patuxent Valley MS  ©13.7%  Paluxent Valley MS 21.9%
Howard HS Bonnle Branch MS 35.2%  Bonnle Branch M3 43.9%] [River HiE MS Clarksville MS 46.0%  Clarksvite MS
Eikridge Landlng MS  457%  Elkridge Landing MS  32.2% Folly Quarter MS 32.9%  Folly Quarer MS
Ellicott Mills MS 18.7%  Ellicoit Mills MS 23.3% Lime Kiin MS 21.1%  Harpers Cholce MS
Mayfield Woods MS 4% Mayfield Woods MS £ 0:6%1 Lime Kiin MS
Long Raach HS Bonnle Branch MS ¢ Bonnle Branch MS  1:12.2%] [Wilde Lake HS Guploggin MS +11.0% Dualoggin MS 17.4%
Elkridge Landing MS § Elkridge Landing MS  32.2% Harpers Choice M3 51.1% Harpers Choice MS 36.3%
Maylield Woods M5 ) Mayfield Woods MS ~ 41.6% Wilde Lake MS 37.8%  Lake Elkhom MS 17.2%
Thomas Viaduct MS  30.0%  Thomas Viaduct MS | 14.0%) Wilde Lake MS 29.1%
Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 46
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Howard County Public Schoo! System

!.
Atholton HS
Centennial HS
Gleneig HS
Hammond HS
Howard HS

Long Reach HS
Marriotts Ridge HS
Mt Hebron HS
Gakland Miils HS
Reservoir HS

River Hill HS

Wilde Lake HS

Countywlde Average -

i

Bonnie Branch MS
Burlelgh Manor MS
Clarksville MS
Dunioggin MS
Elkridge Landing MS
Ellicott Mills MS
Folly Quanter MS
Glenwood M5
Hammond M5
Harpers Choice M3
Lake Elkhorn MS
Lime Kiln MS
Mayfield Woods MS
Mount View M5
Murray Hill MS
Cakland Mills M5
Patapsco M5
Patuxent Valley MS
Thomas Viaduct MS
Wilde Lake MS

Countywide Average -

Ameelcan Indlan or

Black or African

Ratlve BawaBan of Other Pacific

Alaska Native Aslan Amerlcan Klinder Hispanic Two or more White

Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed| Base Proposed] Base  Proposed Base  Proposed
<=5% <=5% 20% 18% 24% 27% <=5% <=5% 8% 9% 6% 6% 42% 40%
<=5% <=b% 40% 39% 5% 1i% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 6% 40% 37%
<=5% <=5% 11% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 76% 75%
<=5% <=5% 10% 10% 42% 43% <=59% <=5% 5% 16% 7% 6% 26% 24%
<=5% <=5% 17% 17% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% % % 47% 48%
<=5% <=5% 14% 15% 35% 31% <=5% <=5% 20% 15% 6% 7% 24% 32%
<=5% <=5% 35% 38% 10% 11% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 48% 43%
<=5% <=5% 31% 30% 15% 12% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% <=5% <=5% 42% 45%
«<=5% <=5% 7% i0% 46% 429% <=5% <=5% 20% 24% 8% 7% 20% 16%
<=5% <=5% 16% 6% 32% 34% <=5% <=5% 15% 16% 1% 7% 28% 27%
<=5% <=5% 4% 1% 7% 9% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 8% 48% 47%
<=5% <=5% 7% 7% 45% A44% <=b% <=5% 13% 4% 7% 7% 26% 28%

Cg=Bgg T 0% IR b VA0 U e T 308 ;
Am;:::: ::;::3: or Aslan maz::{ﬁ::an FlatvsHawaltas os Other Pt Hlspanle Two or mose White
Base Proposed Base Propased Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed| Base Proposed| Base  Proposed Base  Proposed
<=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% «=5% 15% 15% % 7% 35% 35%
<=5% <=5% 48% 48% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 25% 29%
<=5% <=5% 40% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 45% 45%
<=5% <=5% 33% 33% 16% 16% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% <=5% «=5% 35% 39%
<=5% <=5% 17% 17% 23% 23% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 6% 6% 46% 46%
<=5% <=5% 32% 32% 14% 14% <=5% <=5% 6% 5% <=5% <=5} 43% 43%
<=5% <=5% 27% 2T% 6% 5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 57% 57%
<=G% <=5% BY 5% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 1% 8% <=5% <=5% 75% 73%
<=5% <=5% 12% 12% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 8% 8% 45% 45%
<=5% <=5% B% B% 50% A49% <=h% <=5% 16% 17% 8% BY% 18% 16%
<=55% <=b% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 7% % 14% 4%
<=5% <=5% 8% 28% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 50% 50%
<=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
<=5% <=5% 36% 36% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% <=h% 49% 49%
<=5% <=5% 17% 18% 45% 43% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 14%
<=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 37% 39% <=5% <=5% 21% 23% 10% 9% 27% 24%
<=5% <=53% 33% 33% 11% 11% <=5% <=5% 9% 9% <=5% <=6% 43% 43%
<=5% <=5% 7% 16% 38% 41% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 21% 19%
<=5% <=5% 14% 14% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% <=5% <=5% 18% 18%
<=5% <=5% 8% 8% 47% 44% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 9% 8% 25% 29%
ERERCR <=5% " R 1 S T ST 25% RS : <=5% LN A% R L g Re

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.
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2019 Feasibility Stud Howard County Public School System
4 Y Y Y

% ESOL Participation
Base Proposed

9

Atholton HS <=5% <=5%
Centennial HS «<=5% <=5%
Glenelg HS <=5% <=5%
Hammond HS <=5% <=5%
Howard HS <=5% <=5%
Long Reach HS 6% <=5%
Marriotts Ridge HS <=5% <=5%
Mt Hebron HS <=5% <=5%
Oakland Mills HS <=5% 6%
Reservoir HS <=5% <=5%
River Hill HS <=5% <=5%
Wilde Lake HS <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average . <=5% . -

% ESOL Participation

b = “wﬁ”’f” mz Base Proposed
Bonnie Branch MS 6% 6%
Burieigh Manor MS <=5% <=5%
Clarksville MS <=5% <=5%
Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5%
Ellicott Mills MS <=59% <=5%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5%
Hammond M5 <=5% <=5%
Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5%
Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5%
Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Mount View MS <=5% <=5%
Murray Hill MS <=5% <=5%
Oakland Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Patapsco MS <=5% <=5%
Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5%
Thomas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Wilde Lake MS <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average . o <=5% i

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 48
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FARM/Test Data """ High Scheol 1
School Name FARM  PSAT-Read _PSAT-Math.
Centenmialtis | 13% | 76% 67%
GlenelgHS <=5% 7% | 63% |
Hammond HS 40% 44% 26%
Howard HS Tow | Tew | i
longReachHS 33% 53% 31%
MarriottsRidge HS |~ 8% | 80% | 68%
Mt Hebron HS 12% | 7% | 60%
Oakland Mills HS 49% 45% 25%
Reservoir HS ' 27% 57% 43%
River Hill HS <=5% 78% 68%
Wilde Lake HS 43% 46% 29%
System-wide total . U 022% U 64% U 4B%. -
FARM/Test Data " “High School1
School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Bonnie Branch M5 32% 49% 49%
Burleigh Manor MS o 11% 76% 74%
Clarksville MS <=5% 84% | 84%
Dunloggin MS ) 19% 63% 59%
Elkridge Landing MS 21% 57% 44%
Ellicott Mills MS 11% 65% | 66%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% 69% 76%
Glenwood MS_ 7% 64 | 6%
Hammond MS o o 19% 62% 55%
Harpers Choice MS 53% 30% 27%
Lake Elkhorn MS 52% 35% 27%
Lime Kiln MS L <=5% 2% 70%
Mayfield Woods MS _ A3% | 43% 37%
Mount View M3 <=5% 76% 7%
Murray Hill MS 36% 49% 42%
Oakland Mills MS 51% 7 35% 31%
Patapsco MS 6% | s7% | eanw
Patuxent ValleyMs 40% 43% 36%
Thomas Viaduct MS 45% | 38% 29%
Wilde Lake MS 43% O 45% 37%
System-wide total 25% 57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports,

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 49
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High School Option 2:

Similar to High School Option #1, this plan contains concessions regarding neighborhoods traditionally
assigned to the nearest school and without additional high school capacity, it will be necessary to
utilize most schools above the Policy-defined target range of 90% to 110%. This reassignment options
does reduce capacity utilization at some of the higher utilized schools. This option proposes to move
approximately 1,600 projected students in SY 2020-21 at the high school and middle school levels.
This plan reassigns fewer students in SY 2020-21 and leaves high schools in the eastern part of the
county at a higher capacity utilization, with the intent of reassigning fewer students in the combined SY
2020-21 and SY 2023-24 boundary changes.

Dunloggln MS - _”iOakIand Mtils MS
HammondMS  \WildelakeMs |
Mayﬁeld Woods MS - __u_éEllicott MIHS MS -

‘Mount ViEW MS ___éGIenwood M -
ankland Mills

56, 1056, 2056, 3056

CentennialHS  MarriottsRidge HS | 246 | 97,154,214,1154,2154
HammondHS  AtholonHs | 64 | 57,270,273,1057,2057
44 86, 87, 299 1086 1087 1299
L 230
HowardHs — jlomgReachhs | 230 " 2087,3087, 4087
33 35 255 1033, 1035, 1082 1266
l i
longReach s O"'k'a“dM"_.s HS 7 2035,3035,4035
Marriotts Ridge HS  (Glenelghs & | 231,233,131
MtHebronHS  ICentenmialHS . 117 | 308,1308,2308
Oakiand Mi”s HS o Atholton HS o i 75 ) o 56 1056 2056 3056
OakEand MI”S HS - Wllde Lake HS - _103 ; 151 1151 2151
. . . 114 122 125 1114 1115 1125
ReservolrHS ~ [RiverHilhs | & | 2114, 3115
River HilHS ~ Glenelg S 121 | 180,182, 1180, 1182, 2182, 3182

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 50
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Post-Measures HIGH SCHOOLS - Data for Demenstrative Purposes Only
High School Option 2 Capacity Utilization Rates with Proposed FY 2021 Capital Budget Projects - Not Test for APFO
Chart re_ﬂems May 2018 Projections, polential FY 2021 requested capacities and boundary adjustments. e
|___ _Capacity 2020-21 2021-22 302223 2023-24 202425 202526 2026-27 2027-28 2028-23 202950 2030-31
Scnool T030 50512023 2023 | Bro] % UL Proj % Ut Pro] W ULL  Proj % Ut Pro] e URL  Proj] % Utl,  Proj % UL  Proj % Utl.  Proj % Ut Proj % Ut Proj % LAl
Atholton HS 1460 1450 1460 14501 1523 1043 4506 4032 1528 1047 1580 1082 1582 1080 1624 1112 1836 12T 1648 1129 1698 1184 1728 1184 1755 102
Centennial HS 1350 4360 1360 13507 1505 1407 1518 <117 1856 1144 1571 1155 1586 1186 1500 1168 1576 1959 4573 187 157B 974 1572 @0 1572 90
Glenelg HS 1420 1420 1420 1420 | 1347 $49 1379 971 1381 9585 138z 973 1380 979 1364 957 1343 950 1350 957 1373 967 1417 998 1441 101D
[Hammond HS to00 1220 1220 1420 | 1350 4407 1380 1135 1428 1977 1486 1054 1586 1062 1584 1101 1542 1086 1550 1092 1566 1104 1576 1105 1610 1134
Howard HS 1420 1420 1420 1420 | 1696 1194 1733 120 1765 143 1775 125.0 1776 1264 1785 1264 1808 l@v>2  1BSe 1308 1872 1318 1885 1328 1802 1337
Long Reach HS TA58 1485 1405 TABB | 1624 1091 1714 1152 1858 1244 1948 129.6 1976 1328 2010 1sb.t 2008 o4 2083 1566 2084 3BT 2121 1425 2146 1442
Marriotts Ridge HS 1615 1615 1615 1615|1714 1061 1750 1084 1750 1108 1808 112G 1846 1743 1880 1170 1885 1157 1895 1 1885 1187 1876 1162 1910 1183
Mt Hebron HS 1400 1400 1400 1400|1527 1084 18850 1107 4578 12E 1597 114 1847 16 TI00 1221 1725 12z AT 4756 1256 1758 1255 1750 1286
New HS #13 NS g o u 1858
Oaklznd Mills HE 1400 1400 1400 1400 1460 1043 152t 108£ 1558 1113 1641 1101 1525 1089 1504 1074 1485 1068 1509 07.8 1506 1075 1508 107.7 1505 1075
Reservoir HS TEeT 551 1551 1551 1611 1059 1857 1064 1731 1116 1794 1167 1817 115z AB6S 1202  1€0B as.0 1899 sZzd 1962 1265 1982 i27s 2001 1280
River Hll HS 1488 1483 1488 1488 | 1526 1026 1544 1038 1435 964 1476 002 1433 963 411 848 1305 935 1398 940 1419 054 1442 969 1479 994
Wiide Lake HS 1404 1424 1424 1424 | 1452 1020 1452 1020 1459 1025 1484 1042 1461 1026 1461 1026  145% 1025 1471 1033 1507 1058 1551 1088 1581 1117
Countywide Totals e Ta48 17246 10904] 18335 106,85  JBE0 10BA 19050 1105 49432 101. 10685 1025 19788 1055 19764 1025 19344 1044 20192 1043 20418 1054 20650 109.7

‘NS’ New School proposed for Y 2027 Capital Budget
Color coding has been updated to align with the definition of target utiization {between 90-110% utilization} as outlined In Policy 6010. Blue is under target utiization, green is within target utilization and red Is over target utilization.

Post-Measures MIDDLE SCHOOLS - Data for Demonstrative Purposes Only

High Schoof Option 2 Capacity Utllization Rates with Proposed FY 2021 Capital Budget Projects - Not Test for APFO

Chart refiects May 2019 Projeclions, polential FY 2021 requested capacities and boundary adjustments. — -

T Capacity 2020-21 2021-22 ELTRE 202324 202425 2025-26 2025-27 Z027-26_ 2028-29 2029-30 7030-21
[Schoot 2020 2021 2022 2023 | Proj % UM, Prog % UL Proj % UGl Pro] % UL Proj % UCfl, Pro] % b6l Proj % Ot Proj %tk Proj % UL Proj % Utl  Proj % Util
Bonnie Branch MS 01 7o1 701 701 | 891 988 854 933 856 93.8 651  §2.9 593 08.9 706 1007 740 1055 Tz 1016 724 1023 717 1023 748 106.8
Burlelgh Manor MS 778 7Ie 79 779 806 1035 B4 1032 806 103.5 75 999 784 1006 793 1018 798 1024 785 1008 778 999 7T 997 788 1012
Clarksville M5 843  B43  B43 643 ] TD4 1095 B97 1084 513 104.7 674 1048 704 1080 705 1086 714 1110 715 1112 721 1121 723 T1a4 722 1123
Dunloggin MS A 565 565 565 565 | 627 1110 634 1122 548 1149 548 1147 654 98.8 851 983 567 100.8 670 1012 859 995 655 98.9 662 1011
Elkrdge Landing MS T8 779 778 TT9 ] VAT 959 7658 986 B20  105.3 857 1100 867 1113 859 1403 882  13.2 892 1145 904 1%6.0 907 1154 841 320.8
Elficett Mills MS Y01 701 701 701 | 917 1308 19 1311 BET 1251 30 1284 B85 1ib.e  BI3 1245 868 1238 867 1287 BYO0 1241 857 1237 920 131%
Folly Quarter MS 66z 662 662 652 | 674 1018 877 10232 664 1003 660 997 549 SBD 868 100.9 679 1028 700 1057 692 1045 791 10589 o 107.3
Glenwood MS 545 545 545 545 | 578 1081 576 1057 555 1018 553 1015 552 1013 576 1057 565 1092 610 119 B06 112 812 1123 816 1730
Hammond MS B04 BO4 BO4  GO4 | 651 1578 872 1113 B9z 1146 584 1132 08 1172 714 1182 745 1232 753 147 773 1280 780 129.9 sus 13338
Harpers Choice MS. 506 506 505 506 | 490 958 485 457 80.3 439 868 455 855 462 913 4779432 470 929 473 933 4563 915 473 835
Lake Elkhem MS B43  G43  Gid  BA43 | 555 LS 503 503 782 386 756 301 i@ 481 43 489 75.0 474 TAS 476 a0 473 TIB 482 5.0
Lime Kiln MS 21 72t 721 721 | 676 938 675 718 B9.6 737 1022 745 1031 751 1042 Tr4 1074 BT 1133 80z 1114 825 1144 808 1122
Mayfield Woods MS 708 798 798 7OB | B35 1045B 832 826 1035 815 102.1 843 1058 881 1079 908 1138 928 1153 928 1164 916 1148 938 1977
Mount View MS 798 798 798 798 | 796 997 845 860 107.8 860 107.8 87 1112 8ey 1114 912 1143 915 1147 911 1142 911 114.2 91z 1143
[Murray Hil MS B62  BG2 652 662 | 799 1207 705 775 14T 808 1221 847 1279 850 1298 825 1252 836 1263 832 1257 B43 1273 843 1273
Dakiand Mils MS A B0B 506 506 506 | 478 945 475 488 96.0 483 §/4 BT 966 482 953 483 0.0 466 7G4 459 LB 484 7.1 481 7
Patapsco MS A 643 B43  B43 543 | TT5 1205 834 865 1345 8re 1357 B85 1376 880 13832 900 1400 903 404 HIZ 1130 Bgs iz 8§82 M3
Patuxent Valley MS 760 780 780 TBG | 715 941 4687 004 695 914 BY3 436 582 887 579 503 714 939 723 951 723 951 738 971 766 1008
Thomas Viaduct MS 701 701 701 701 | 748 1067 781 1114 763 1088 781 1114 773 1103 778 1110 763 108.7 783 117 806 1150 B3z 1187 843 1202
Wilde Lake MS 721 721 721 721 | 753 1044 768 106.5 797 1105 BU6 77118 533 114.6 870 1207 802 125.1 G4z 1907 939 1302 975 1352 1001 138.8

Countywide Totals 13435 13438 13438 13438} 14015 104.3 14078 104.7 14151 1053 14182 1055 14426 1086 14545 107.5 T4B4E_0B4 14966 1055 14980 1083 15074 108.8 15364 111.0
A incluties addiions as proposed for FY 2021 CIP for grades 6-8
Color coding has been cpdated to align with the definiion of target wtiization (between 20-110% ufilization) as sullined in Policy 6010. Blue is under target utilization, green is within target utlization and red is over target uiilization.
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Howard County Public School System

High Schoot Stimmary

Years hetween $0-110%

Proximity to schoo!

Small HS from MS Feeds
{under 15%)

Double Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Aroas

Students moved within 5 yrs
of last ES move

Students Moved

Strength

{smaller # = closer set of polygons)
# of Small Feeds 8

# of Double Small Feeds 1

Number of "Islands" 0

Number  NA

% of Enrollment  NA
Number moved in ~ NA
Number moved cut NA

i Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 4
# of Schools Weakened  NA 4
Mean 64 4.9
#of Schools Strengthened  NA 5
# of Schools Weakened NA 7
' Mean 11852

NEGLIGIBLE

0.0%

1600
1500

Negligible

Years between 90-110%

Proximity to school

Small MS from ES Feets
(under 15%)

Double Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Students moved within 5 yrs
of last ES move

Students Moved

Strength

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schoels Strenglhened  NA 2
# of Schools Weakened  NA 2
Mean 6.7 6.4
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 2
#of Schools Weakened  NA 5
Moan 8322 B384
(smaller # = closer sef of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE
#of Small Feeds 47 16
STRENGTH
# of Double Small Feeds 1 _ 3
| WEAKNE
Number of "islands” 0 o}
NEGLIGIBLE
Number NA ¥
% of Enrollment  NA 0.0%
0
Numtbermoved in -~ NA 176
Number moved cut  NA 176

Neglgible

54

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH,; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS, otherwise Negligible

"After” count iower than "Before" =
STRENGTH,; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before™ =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before™ =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achleved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expected to be
maintained.

Assessment Criteria

Mean Increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH,; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 160 or more =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"Afier" count lower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "After higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before™ =
STRENGTH,; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negilgible

Take inio account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the ocutcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expected to be
maintained.



Howard County Public School System

Before After Before After
Middle Schooi Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schoels Feed Middle Scheel feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnle Branch MS llchester ES 47.7%  iHchesler ES Lake Elkhorn M8 Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES 41.1%
Jeffers Hit ES i Jeffers Hill ES | Guiiford ES Gullford ES 26.5%
Phelps Luck ES Phelps Luck ES Jeffers Hill ES Jeffers Hill ES 2
Rockbum ES 3! Rockbum ES Telbolt Springs ES TalboH Springs ES B
Waterloo ES 0.0% Waterloo ES
Burlelgh Manor M5 Centennial Lane ES  56.3%  Cenlennlei Lane ES  58.3%] |Lime Klin MS Daylon Oaks ES 27.8%  Dayton Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES Fulton ES 58,6%  Fulton ES  5BS%
Northfield £ES %  Northfield ES Pelnters Run ES 13.8% Pointers Run ES +43.5%
Triadelphia Ridge ES ‘Triadeiphia Ridge ES |
Clarksville MS Clarksville ES 46,2%  Glarksville £S 46.2%} [Mayfield Woods M3 Belicws Spring ES 20.5%  Belows Spring ES 29.8%
Pointers Run £8 63.8%  Polnters Run £8 53.8% Deep Run B3 424%  Deep Run ES 42.8%
Jeffers Hill ES E0,0%  Jeffers Hill ES 0%
Waterloe £S5 18.4%  Waterdoos ES 17.3%
Duntogain MS Hollifield Station ES 7%] Hollifield Slalion ES %] {Mount View MS Manor Woods ES 22.3%  Manor Woods ES 23.5%
Naribfield ES 44.7%  Northfield ES Waverly ES 46,8% Waverly ES 49,3%
StJohns Lane ES 16% StJobhns Lane ES Wesl Friendship ES 30.9%  West Friendship ES 27.2%
Thunder Hil ES % Veterans ES
Velerans ES 8%
Elkridge Landing MS  Elkncge ES 6528% Elkrdge ES 85.9%} {Murray Hiif MS Goman Crossing ES  54.4%  Gomman Crossing ES 54.4%
Rockbum ES 34.2% Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woods ES 4£5.8%  Laurel Woods ES 45.6%,|
Ellicoll Mills MS Thunder Hill ES 20.7%  Thunder Hl ES 20.5%1 [Oakland Milis MS Adholton ES 2% Sievens Forest ES 42.27h'|
Velerans ES 26.9% Veterans ES 26.7% Sievens Forest ES 441.0%  Talbolt Springs ES 36.0%
Waterico ES 17.8%  Walerdoo ES 18.6% Talbott Springs ES ~ 35.1%  Thunder HIl ES 21.8%
Worthington ES 34.5%  Worlhinglen ES 34.2% Thunder Hilt ES “A46%
Foily Guarier M3 Bushy Park ES Bushy Pak ES Patapsco MS Heliifield Stadion ES 48,1%  Holiifield Station ES 48.1%
Clarksville ES Clatksville ES St Johns Lane ES 40.6%  StJohns Lane ES A0.6%
Dayton Ogks ES 8%  Daylon Qaks ES Waveriy ES 11:3% Wavery ES 11:3%
Triadelphia Ridge ES  50.1%  Triadelphia Ridge £S
Glenwood MS Bushy Park £5 48,2%  Bushy Park ES Fatuxent Valtey M3 Boliman Bridge ES 49.3%  Boliman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisbon ES 51.8% Lisbon ES Fores{ Ridge ES 50.7%  Foresl Ridge £5 50.7%
Weast Friendship ES
Hammond MS Atholton ES 258%  Alhclton ES 19,8%]| [Thomas Viaduct MS Belows Spring ES Bellows Spring ES 10.6%
Fullon ES 16.0%  Fullon ES 17.3% Ducketts Lane ES Duckells Lane ES 35.9%
Guliford ES 0.0%  Guilford ES 0.0% Guilford £S Guilford £8 Ea0%
Hammond ES 58.2% Hammond ES 62.9% Hanover Hills ES Rancver Hills ES 44.5%
Harpers Choice MS  Longfellow ES 30.9%  Longfellow ES 39.9%| [Wiide Lake MS Bryant Woods ES 34.6%  Atholtorn ES 12.6%
Swansfield ES 60.1% Swansfield ES 80.1% Clemens Crossing ES  29.4%  Bryant Woods ES 30.3%
Runzing Brook ES 36.0% Clemens Crossing ES ~ 25.7%
Running Breok ES 31.6%
Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 55
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Howard County Public School System

Before After Before After
High School Feeding Schools  Feed Feading Schools Feed High School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Atholton HS Clarksvile MS 34.0%  Clarksville MS . 26,4%] [Marriolts Ridge HS  Burleigh Manor MS 18.2%  Burdeigh Manor MS 30.9%
Rammong MS £43.0% Hammond MS HA32% Mount View MS 81.8%  Mount View M3 69.1%
Murray Hill MS 21.1%  Muray Hill M3 20,6%
Wilde Lake MS 31.9%  Wilde Lake MS 39.7%
Centennial HS Burleigh Manor MS 51.3%  Bulelgh Manor MS 40.5%| [Mf Hebron HS Dunloggin MS 17.2%  Dunloggin MS 1:12.6%|
Dunleggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggin MS 31.7% Eilicott Mills MS 21.6%  Ellicott Mills MS 22.8%
Ellicott Mills MS 25.3%  Ellicott Mills MS 27.9% Patapsco MS 61.2% Patapsco MS 64.6%
Gienelg HS Fally Quarter MS 38.6%  Folly Quarer MS 41.2%| |Gakland Mills HS Lake Elkhora MS 46.7%  Lake Elkhorn MS 41.0%
Glenwoeod MS 61.4%  Glenwood MS 58.8% Oakland Mills MS 53.3%  Oakland Mills MS 35.6%
Thomas Viaduct MS 23.4%
Hammond HS Hammond MS 26.6%  Hammond MS 23.7%[ [Reservoir HS Hammond MS FHES% Hammond MS 112.2%
Lake Elkhorn MS F11.9%:  Lake Eikhorn MS 12:4% Lime Kile MS 33.0%  Lime Kiln MS 28.7%
Patuxent Valley MS  44.8%  Paluxent Valley MS  46.6% Murray Hill MS A41.9%  Murray Hill MS 44.6%
Thomas Viaduct MS  16.7%  Thomas ViaduciMS  17.3% Patuxent Valley M5 113.7%  Fatuxent Valley M3 1 14:5%
Howard HS Bonnie Branch MS 36.2%  Bonnie Branch MS 40.1%] |River Hilt HS Clarksville M5 46.0%  Clarksville MS 49.9%
Elkridge Landing MS  45.7%  Elkridge Landing MS  38.1% Folly Quarter M3 32.9%  Folly Quarler MS 23.2%
Ellicott Mills MS Ellicott Mills MS 21.8% Lime Kiln MS 21.1%  Lime Kiln MS 26.9%
Mayfield Woods MS
Long Reach HS Bonnie Branch MS 11.3%: Bonnle BranchMS  1'11.8%| {Wilde Lake HS Dunloggin MS t11:0%  Dunloggin MS
Elkridge Landing MS % Elkridge Landing M5  22.8% Harpers Cholce MS 51.1%  Harpers Cholea M3
Mayfield Woods MS % Mayfield Woods MS 61.9% Wilde Lake M5 37.9%  Oaktand Mills MS
Thomas Viaduet M5 30.0%  Thomas Viaduct MS  113.5% Wilde Lake MS 36.0%
Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 56
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Am::;::: II\Iﬂadl::: o Aslan Bfas:;rifar;can Hatléefimz Tan o hes Packte Hispanlc Two or more White

Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed
Atholton H3 <=5% <=5% 20% 19% 24% 24% <=5% <=5% 8% 9% 6% 6% 42% 42%
Centennial HS <=5% <=5% 46% 36% 9% 10% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 6% 40% 41%
Glenelg HS <=5% <=5% 11% 12% <=5% <=5% <=h% <=5% <=5% <=5% «=5% <=5% 76% 75%
Hammond HS <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 42% 43% <=5% <=5% 16% 16% % 5% 26% 24%
Howard HS <=5% <=5% 17% 18% 2% 23% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 7% 7% 7% 44%
tong Reach HS <=5% <=5% 14% 13% 5% 28% <=5% =5% 20% 15% 6% 7% 4% 33%
Marriotts Ridge HS <=5% <=5% 35% 38% 10% 1% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 48% 43%
Mt Hebron HS <=5% <=5% 3% 31% 15% 13% <=5% <=5% 8% 7% <=5% <=5% A2% 44%
Oakiand MHis HS <=5% <=5% 7% 10% 46% B0% <=5% <=5 20% 19% 8% 7% 20% i4%
Raservoir HS <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 329% 34% <=5% <=5% 15% 16% 1% 7% 28% 7%
Aiver HIIi HS <=5% <=5% 34% 33% 7% 7% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 48% 45%
Wilde take HS <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 7% 7% 26% 27%
Count\(wideAverage""' T emB 0, LA T g T g LIRIgeg e I T30 L

Am;;lsc:: Ln;:::g or Aslan Bla::::r;'::an Rative "m:,:':,::fm" pechc Hispantc Two or more White
I} Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed Base  Proposed Base  Proposed Base Proposed
Bonnie Branch MS <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 15% 15% 7% 1% 35% 35%
Burleigh Manor M5 «=5% <=5% 48% 48% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 29% 29%
Clarksville M5 <«=5% <=5% 0% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% a45% 45%
Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5% 33% 4% 16% 15% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% <=5% <=5% 39% 38%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 23% 23% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 6% 6% 465% 46%
Ellicott Mills MS <=5% <=5% 2% 32% 4% 15% <=5% <=5% 5% 6% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% «=5% 27% 27% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 57% 57%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5% 8% 9% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 7% 8% <=5% <=5% 75% 73%
Hammaond M5 <=5% <=5% 12% 13% 26% 27% <=5% <=5% B% 8% 8% 8% 45% 43%
Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 50% E0% <=5% <=5% 16% 18% 8% 8% 1B% 18%
Lake Etkhorn MS <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% V% % 14% 14%
gme Kiln M5 <=h% <=5% 28% 28% 129 12% <=5% <=5% «=5% <=5% 6% 6% 50% 50%
Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
Mount View MS <=5% <=5% 36% 36% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=b% 6% <=5% 49% 49%
Murray Hill M3 <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 45% A5% <=h% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 13%
Qakland Miils MS <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 37% 38% <=5% <=5% 21% 2i% 10% 9% 2T% 26%
Patapsco MS <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 11% 11% <=5% <=5% 9% 9% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Patuxent Vailey M5 <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 2i% 21%
Thomas Viaduct M5 <=5%% <=5% 14% 14% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% <=5% <=5% 18% 8%
Witde Lake MS <=5% <=5% B% 7% 47% 42% <=5% <=5% 1% 11% 9% 9% 25% 30%
CountywideAverage R Y R L age Q=5uh il 12% - % T ages

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 57




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

% ESOL Participation

E Proposed
Atholton HS <=5% <=5%
Centennial HS <=5% <=5%
Glenelg HS <=5% <=5%
Hammond HS <=5% <=5%
Howard HS <=5% <=5%
Long Reach HS 6% 6%
Marriotts Ridge HS <=5% <=5%
Mt Hebron HS <=5% <=5%
Oakiand Mills HS «=5% <=5%
Reservoir HS <=5% <=5%
River Hill HS <=5% <=5%
Wilde Lake HS <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average =~ - <=5%

% ESOL Participation

Séfw’f;; = W%m  |Base Proposed
Bonnie Branch MS ) 6% 6%
Burleigh Manor MS <=5% <=5%
Clarksville MS <=5% <=5%
Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5%
Ellicott Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5%
Hammond MS <=5% <=5%
Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5%
Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5%
Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Mount View MS <=5% <=5%
Murray Hill MS <=5% <=5%
Oakland Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Patapsco MS <=5% <=5%
Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5%
Thomas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Wilde Lake MS <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average " .o <=5% 0

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.
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FARM/TestData ©~ ~High Schooi 2

SchoolName ~~~ ~~ FARM  PSAT-Read PSAT-Math_

13% | 72% 55%
Hammond HS 40% 4% | 26%
Howard HS poase ] esw | as%
longReachHS | 36% 53% 33%
Marriotts Ridge HS 8% - 80% 68%
Mt Hebron HS 7 | 13% 7% | 60%
Oakland Mills HS 48% 45% 24%
Reservoir HS o 27% 571% o 43%
River Hill HS <=5% 80% |  71%
Wilde Lake HS ) A2% 46% 29%
System-wide total ... T 22% o o U6A% - 48%
FARM/Test Data " High School 2
School Name FARM PARCC-Read  PARCC-Math
Bonnie Branch MS 32% a9% | 4%
Burleigh Manor MS 11% - T76% 74%
Clarksville MS <=5% 84% 84%
Dunloggin MS % | 63% 59%
Elkridge LandingMS 21% | 57% 44%
Ellicott Mills MS ' 11% 64% 66%
Folly Quarter MS B <=5% | 69% . 76%
Glenwood MS 7% 64% 61%
HammondMS 21% | 61%  54%
Harpers Choice MS 51% 30% | 28%
Lake Elkhorn MS - 52% 35% 27%
Lime Kiln MS  <=5% | 7% 70%
Mayfield Woods MS _ 43% 43% 37%
Mount View MS <=5% 76% | TI%
Murray Hill MS 38% 47% 41%
Oakland Mills MS 48% 36% 32%
Patapsco MS . 16% 57% o 64%
PatuxentValleyMs |~ 37% [ 44% | 37%
Thomas ViaductMs | 45% | 38% 29%
Wilde Lake MS 42% 47% 39%
System-wide total 25% 57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in these reports.
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Elementary School Boundary Review

Over the past 15 years, one of the strategies in the discussions on boundary options has been to
relieve elementary schools using western capacity. In 2012, the southeastern county was relieved using
capacity at Dayton Oaks ES and Fuiton ES. In 2017, similar options of utilizing western capacities were
proposed to relieve Manor Woods ES, St. Johns Lane ES, and Peinters Run ES. Since then, demand
for early childhood regional programs has increased, and, absent a long-range facility plan for these
programs or any certainty on future school boundaries, capacity at several elementary schools are
being used for early childhood regional programs. Early childhood program expansion has occurred
at Dayton Oaks ES, reducing K-5 capacity from 788 to 675. Additionally, a regional ALS program was
located at Clarksville ES reducing the capacity from 612 to 543. The regional program expansion
leaves approximately 150 seats available at Bushy Park ES, and 100 seats at Clarksville ES, which

in turn, could allow for boundary changes to relieve Pointers Run ES, Waverly ES, West Friendship

ES, and potentially St. John's Lane ES. In the interim, boundaries should be adjusted to best utilize
existing seats. Utilizing western capacities offers a delay in need for ES #44 in the Turf Valley portion,
and fully utilizes existing capacities until the anticipated school opens in SY 2026-27.
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Turf Valley and Western-area Elementary schools

In SY 2018-19, the boundaries of Triadelphia Ridge ES, Waverly ES, and West Friendship ES were
adjusted to provide crowding relief for Manor Woods ES. The crowding at Manor Woods ES was
primarily due to the residential development in the Turf Valley community. Projections indicate more
adjustments are necessary in SY 2020-21, Adjacent capacity at Bushy Park ES is available to balance
the demands of existing and projected student enroliment.

Western ES Option 1:

Given existing student population growth and anticipated growth in Turf Valley, considerations must
be given to provide relief to West Friendship ES. West Friendship ES is the oldest elementary school
within Howard County, and it lacks spaces for the anticipated growth (absent a boundary adjustment)
and smaller spaces needed for the current program delivery model. Given the possible location of
New ES #44, this option could provide the least disruption when boundaries are studied for this new
project. The option presented below brings Bushy Park ES, St. John's Lane ES and West Friendship ES
within target utilization until SY 2024-25, fully utilizing available capacity at Bushy Park ES.  This plan
does reassign an area that was moved for SY 2018-19.This option creates a non-contiguous boundary
at Bushy Park ES and an initial small feed at Mount View MS. It is anticipated that the neighborhoods
within this area could be greater than 15 percent feed by SY 2023-24.

Middle school reassignment may be desired from Mount View MS to Glenwood MS to eliminate an
additional small feed created under this option. Waverly ES remains between 112% and 116% through
SY 2625, which would be an improvement over the current projections for the school.

endshipES | Waverly ES 226,1226,2226,3226

|West Bushy Park ES |54 232
i

!ﬁlest Fri
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2019 Feasibility Study Boundary Review Shewing proposed boundaries and
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[Etementary School Summary

Years between 90-110%

Proximity to school

Small MS from ES Feeds
(under 15%)

Doubie Small Feed

Non-cohtiguous Attendance
Areas

Estimated Students moved
within 5 yrs of last ES move

Students Moved

Strength

Current
# of Schools Strengthened  NA
# of Schools Weakened NA
Mean 4.2
# of Schools Strengthened  NA
# of Schools Weakaned  NA
Mean 5789
{smaller # = closer set of polygons)
# of Small Feeds 17
# of Double Small Feeds 1
Number of "lslands" 5
Number NA
% of Enrollment  NA
Number movedin  NA
Number moved out  NA

0
4.7
NEGLIGIBLE

2
2
5819
NEGLIGIBLE

17
NEGLIGIBLE

1
NEGLIGIBLE

75
0.3%

355
355

Aggregate Plan
4

Negligible

REVISED

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

&4

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH; increasad by 100 or morg =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH, "ARter" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

“After” count lower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; ctherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH,; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expected to be
maintained.
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Bafore Aftar Before Aflar
Middie School Feading Schools Feed Faeding Schools Feed Middia School Faeding Schools Feed Fesding Schoofs
Bonnle Brancn MS  lichesler ES 47.7%  llchester E§ 47.?%_] Lake Elkhom MS Cradiorock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES
Jeffers Hill ES Haen  Jeffers Hill ES [ % Gulfford ES 26.5%  Guilferd ES
Phalps Luck ES Phelps Luck ES Jeffers HH ES Jeffers Hiil ES
Rockbumn ES Rockiburn ES & Talbott Springs ES Talbott Springs ES
Walerloo ES ‘Watarloo £6

Burleigh Manor 148 Cenlennial Lane ES  56.3%  Centennial Lane E§  56.3%| [Lime Kiln MS Dayton Caks ES 27.8% Daylen Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.1% Fulton ES 58.6%  Fulton ES 58.6%
Northfieid ES 164%  Norlhfield ES . Polnters Run ES 143.6%: Pointers Run ES +13.5%
Triadelphia Ridge ES {:1:4%:; Triadelphia Ridge ES i
Clarksyille MS Clarksville £5 462%  Clarksville ES 46,05 [Mayfisld Woods MS Bsliows Spring ES 29.5% Bellbws Spring ES 29.5%
Peintors Run ES 53.8%  Polntars Run £8 63.8% Daep Run £ES 42.4%  Dsep Run ES 42.4%
Jeffers Hill ES 40.0%  Jefiers HIl ES +10.0%
Waleriop £S 18.1%  Waterloo ES 18.1%
OCunioggin MS Hollifield Sialicn ES Hollifield Station £8 6! Mount View ME Manor Woods ES 22.3%  Bushy Park ES |
Norlhfieid ES Northfiald ES Wavarly ES 46.8%  Manor Woods ES 223%
StJohns Lane ES 81 Johns Lane ES West Friendship ES 30.9% Waverdy ES 44.9%
Thunder Hil! £S e Thunder Hill ES Woesi Frisndship ES 24.2%
Veterans ES Velerans ES
£ikridge Landing MS  Elkridge ES 65.8%  Elkridge ES 65.8%} {Murray Rili MS Goman Crossing ES  54.4%  Gorman Crossing ES 54.4%
Rockburn ES 34.2%  Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woeds ES 45.6%  Laurel Woods ES 45.6%
Efficot! Mitis MS Thunder Hili ES 20.7%  Thunder Hill ES 20.7%| |Oakland Mifls MS Afholton £8 Athoilon ES
Velerans £5 26.8%  Veterans ES 26.9% Stavens Forest ES Sievens Forest ES
Waterloo ES 17.8%  Walerloo ES 17.9%| Taiboll Springs ES 35.1%  Talboll Springs ES .
Worthington ES 34.5%  Worthingion ES 34.5%) Thunder Hill ES 44:6%  Thunder Hill ES A48%
Folly (Guarter M8 Bushy Park ES % ‘ Bushy Park ES Patapsco MS Hetlifigld Slatlon £ES 48,1%  Holiifield Slatien ES 48.1%
Clarksvills ES A% Clarksvilis ES St Johns Lans ES 40.6%  Si Johns Lane ES 31.3%
Daylon Oaks ES .8%  Daylon OCaks ES . Waverly ES “413%. Waverly ES 20.8%
Triadelphia Ridge ES 50.1%  Triadelphla Rldga ES  50.1%
Gleawood M5 Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 4B.2%| [Paluxent Valley MS Bollman Bridge ES 40.3%  Bellman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisbon ES 51.8%  Lisbon ES 51.8% Forest Ridge ES 50.7%  Forest Ridge ES 50.7%
Hammond M3 Athoiton ES 258%  Alholton ES 26,8%| [Thomas Viaduct M3 Bellows Spring ES Bellows Spring ES 210,6%
Fulton ES 16.0%  Fullon ES 16.0%; Ducketts Lane ES Duckells Lane ES
Gullford ES 0.0%  Guliford ES 0.0% Gulilford ES Guitford ES
Hammond ES 58.2%  Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES Hanover Hills £8
Harpers Choice MS  Longfeliow ES 359% Longfellow ES 39.9%| fWiide Lake MS Bryant Woods ES 34.6%  Bryent Woods ES 34.6%
Swansfiald ES 801% Swansfield ES 60,1%,| Clemens Crossing ES  28.4%  Clemens Crossing ES 29.4%
Running Brook ES 36.0%  Running Brook ES 36.0%
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[
Atholion ES
Bellows Spring ES
Bollman Bridge ES
Bryant Woeds ES
Bushy Park ES
Centennial Lana ES
Clarksviile ES
Clemens Crossing ES
Cradlerock ES
Dayton Oaks ES
Deep Run ES
Ducketts Lane ES
Elkridge ES

Forest Ridge ES
Fulton ES

Gorman Crossing ES
Guiiford ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills ES
Hollifield Station ES
tichester ES

Jeffars Hill ES
taurel Woods ES
tishon ES
tongfeilow ES
Manor Woaods ES
Northfield £S
Phelps Luck ES
Pointers Run ES
Rockburn ES
Running Brook ES
St Johns Lane ES
Stavens Forest ES
Swansfield ES
Talbott Springs ES
Thunder Hil{ £5
Triadelphla Ridge ES
Veterans £S
Waterloo ES
Waverly ES

West Friendship ES
Worthington ES

‘Countywide Average .

American Indian or

Alaska Native

Base

Proposed

<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=0% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
(:5%. <=5%
RIS Ll SR

Aslan
Base Propused
8% 2%
30% 30%
B3 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 25%
S0% 50%
56% 56%
15% 15%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
18% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
29% 29%
16% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
A5% A5%
27% 27%
129 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% A7%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 33%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 36%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
19% 18%
259% 29%
52% 52%
23% 23%
45% 42%
22% 18%
39% 39%

Black or African

American
Base Propesed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 55%

<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
8% 8%
i7% 17%
48% A8%
10% 10%
15% 15%
39% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
4% 14%
33% 33%
47% AT%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% 15%
6% 6%
38% 38%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 33%
9% 9%
9% 9%
38% 38%
0% 9%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
40% 40%
55% 55%
40% A0%
27% 27%
B% 8%
14% 14%
29% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
% 7%
25% -

SR, SRR

Hative Hawalfan or Gther

Patific Istander

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=580
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

- <=5%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Hispanic
Base Proposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
9% 9%
16% 6%
<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
8% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
12% 12%
12% 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 23%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 29%
18% 18%
25% 25%
B% 8%
7% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

CA2%

Two or more
Base Proposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 9%

<=5% <=5%

7% 7%

<=5% <=5%
11% 11%

8% 8%

6% 5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
B% 8%

<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

6% 5%
9% 9%
0% 5%
7% 7%
11% 11%

<=5% <=5%

9% 9%
9% 9%

<=5% <=5%

7% 7%
8% 8%

<=5% <=5%
10% 10%

7% 7%
7% 7%
9% %
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% G%
6% 6%

White
Baze Propased
- 52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
0% 20%
T2% 62%
33% 33%
27% 27%
48% 48%
21% 21%
59% 59%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% A1%
20% 20%
15% 9%
37% 37%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%
79% 79%
23% 23%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
49% 49%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 41%
14% 14%
15% 15%
24% 24%
37% 37%
47% 47%
25% 25%
36% 36%
37% 43%
b5% 70%
44% 44%
RRIRET TR
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% ESOL Participation

. Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Boliman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5%
Cradierock ES 8% 8%
Dayton Caks ES <=5% <=5%
Deep Run £S 23% 23%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16%
Elkridge ES 6% 6%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9%
Fulton ES 6% 6%
Gorman Crossing £S 7% 7%
Guilford ES 7% 7%
Hamimond ES 6% 6%
Hanover Hills ES 11% 11%
Hollifield Station £S 13% 13%
llchester ES <=5% <=5%
Jeffers Hill ES 9% 9%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13%
Lisbon ES <=5% <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 8%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5%
Phelps Luck ES 17% 17%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% <=5%
Running Brook ES 6% 6%
St Johns Lane ES <=5% <=5%
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20%
Swansfield ES 8% 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12%
Thunder Hill ES 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterloo ES 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average . 7%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Western 1

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES 15% 47% 58%
Bellows Spring ES 17% 63% 59%
Bollman Bridge ES 50% 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 51% 37% 45%
Bushy Park ES <=5% 77% 75%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82%
Clarksville ES <=5% 83%  89%
Clemens Crossing ES 13% 66% 63%
Cradlerock ES 55% 35% 26%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% 69% 77%
Deep Run ES 54% 37% 40%
Ducketts Lane ES 53% 41% 40%
Elkridge ES 32% 44% 47%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50%
Fulton ES <=5% 70% 7%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 59%
Guilford £5 45% 38% 36%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60%
Hanover Hills ES 37% 43% 47%
Hollifteld Station ES 24% 54% 56%
lichester ES <=5% 84% 77%
leffers Hill ES 35% 43% 35%
Laurel Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 49% 50% 50%
Manor Woods ES 8% 68% 72%
Northfield ES 11% 62% 65%
Phelps Luck ES 63% 36% 35%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 72% 82%
Rockburn ES _ ] 65% 70%
Running Brook ES 52% 32% 34%
St Johns Lane ES 10% 61% 61%
Stevens Forest ES 65% 33% 30%
Swansfield ES 61% 29% | 3%
Talbott Springs ES _ 49% 53% 46%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 62% 63%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% 71% 80%
Veterans ES 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66%
Waverly ES <=5% 75% 7%
West Friendship ES 6% 70% 66%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% 72%
System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Western Option #2:

This option provides an alternative avenue for utilizing available capacity at Bushy Park ES,

and includes corresponding moves at the middle school level to address new small feeds. The
compromises of this option are that it does reassign areas affected by elementary school reassignment
for SY 2018-192; however, in the longer-term, all schools remain within target utilization through

SY 2026-27. Waverly ES remains above target utilization, however, this opticn improves capacity
utilization between three and six percent in the five-year projection.

gnm
Manor WoodsES ~~ {Triadelphia RidgeES | 68 /157,1157

Manor Woods ES ~  (WaverlyES . A304
St.John'sLaneES iManor Woods ES o o 1591159
Triadelphia Ridge ES  jBushy ParkES | 118 | 209,210,1210, 1218, 1222,2210 |
WaverlyES ~ |WestFriendshipES | 53 | 16611662166
West FriendshipES ~~ |BushyParkéS 8 | ~~~~ 231,232,1231
West Friendship ES Triadelphia Ridge ES 66 171,178, 179, 1178,1179

* Values fewer than 10 are not included in the table, including the total,

Glenwoo

Burlelgh Ma nor MS

E
iPatapsco MS
i
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|[Elgivientary Sehao] Simman Current  Aggregate Plan

# of Schools Strengthened NA 3]

# of Schools Weakened NA 4]

- 0,
Years hetween 90-110% Mean 4.2 5.2
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Strengthened NA 2
oot # of Schools Weakened NA 4
Proximity to school Mean 6789 593{?

Small MS from ES Feeds
{under 15%)

Double Small Fead

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Estimated Students moved
within 5 yrs of last ES move

Students Moved

Strength

(smaller # = closer set of polygons)

Years botween 90-110%

Proximity te school

Small MS from ES Feeds
(under 15%)

Double Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Estimated Students moved
within 2 yrs of last MS mave

Students Moved

Strength

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

# of Double Small Feeds 1 1
NEGLIGIBLE
MNumber of "islands” 5 4
STRENGTH
Number NA 48
% of Enroliment  NA 0.2%
Number moved in NA 512
Number moved out NA 512
Negligible s
Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schools Strengthened NA 2
# of Schools Weakened  NA 2
Mean  B.7 6.3
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 1
# of Schools Weakened  NA 3
Mean 8322 8341
(smaller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE

# of Small Feeds 47

# of Double Small Feeds 1

Number of "Islands” 4]
Number  NA
% of Enrollment  NA
Number moved in NA
Number moved out  NA

NEGLIGIBLE

0
NEGLIGIBLE

0.0%

892
92

Negligible W

REVISED

74

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 ar more =
STRENGTH,; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or mare =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Feed information in middle and high
school sections.

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH,; “After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible
"After” count lower than "Before" =

STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section [V.B. and the [engih
of time those results are expected o be
maintatned.

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH, reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH, increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before™ =
STRENGTH,; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take info account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those resuits are expected to be
maintained.
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Before Adter Before Afler
Migdle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed diddte Schooi Feeding Schoois Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnle Branch MS  llchester ES lichester ES  47.7%] |Lake Elkhorn MS Gradlerock ES 411%  Cradlerock ES 41.1%
Jeffers Hill ES Jeflers Hill ES ol Guliferd ES Gulllferd ES 26.5%
Phelps Luck ES 2 Phelps Luck ES Jeffers Hill ES Jeffers HIl ES 24,1%
Rockibum ES [ ¥%.3% Rockburn ES Talbott Springs £S Tall:ott Springs £S FBR%
Waterloo ES 0.0% Waterdoo ES
Burtelgh Manor MS  Centenndal Lane ES  56.3%  Centennlal Lane ES  52.3%] [Lime Kiin MS Dayton Oaks ES 27.8%  Dayten Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods £3 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 28.1% Fulton ES 58.6%  Fulton ES 58,6%
Northfield ES 5.4%  Norlbfieid ES “14.3% Pointers Run E5 13.5%  Pointers Run ES HA3.5%
Triadelphla Ridge ES [ 44%] Tradelphia Ridge ES {:5:3%]
Clarksville MS Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksvilie ES 46.2%] [Mayfield Woods MS Bellows Spring ES 29.5%  Bellows Spring ES 20.5%
Polnters Run ES 63,0%  Pointers Run ES 53.8% Deep Run 8 42,4%  Deep Run ES 42.4%
Jelfers Hit ES 0,0%  Joffers HIIES 240.0%
Waterloo ES 18.1% Waleroo ES 18.1%
Dunloggin MS Hollifleid Station ES  136:7%:;  Hollifleld Siation ES Mount View 45 Manor Woods ES 22.3% Manor Woods ES
Morthfield ES 4.7%  Northfield ES Waverly ES 46.8%  Triadeiphia Ridge £S
StJdohns Lane ES  © St Johns Lane ES Waest Friendship ES 309%  Waverly ES
Thunder Hill ES : % Thunder HILES West Friendship £S
Velerans ES 31.8% Velerans ES
Elkridge Landing MS  Elkridge ES 85.8%  Eikridge ES 85.8%] [Murray Hig MS Goman Crossing £E8  54.4%  Goman Crossing ES 54.4%
Rockburn £S 34.2%  Rockburn ES 342% Laurel Woeds ES 46,8%  Laurel Woods ES 45.6%
Elicott Milis MS Thunder Hiil ES 20.7%  Thunder Hill ES 20.7%] [Oakland Mills S Alhollon £5 9:2% Atholion ES
Velerans ES 269% Velerans ES 26.9% Slevens Forest ES 41.05%  Slevens Foresi ES
Waterioc ES 7.8%  Waleroo E8 17.9% Talbolt Springs ES 351%  Talbolt Springs ES 351%
Worthingten ES 345%  Worthinglon ES 34.5% Thunder Hill ES 1416%: Thunder Hill ES 1114,6%
Folly Quarter MS Bushy Park ES 8%  Bushy Park ES %] [Palapsco MS Hollifield Station ES 48.1%  Hollifield Station ES 52.7%
Clarksville ES 1%:  Clarksville £S E 3 5l Johns Lane £5 405%  5lJohns Lane E5 0%
Dayton Oaks £S5 30.9% Dayton Oaks ES 30.9% Waverly ES <15.3% Waverly ES $12.3%
Triadelphia Ridge ES  50.1%  Tradelphia Ridge ES  39.0%
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 52.2%] [Patuxent Valley MS Bollman Bridge ES 49.3% Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisbon ES 51.8% LisbonES 47.8% Forest Ridge ES 50.7% Forest Ridge ES 50.7%
Hammond M5 Athollor: ES 25.8%  Afhclton ES 25.8%] Thomas Viaducl MS Beliows Spring S Bellows Spring ES 110.6%
Fuiton ES 16.0%  Fullon ES 16.0% Ducketis Lane ES Duckells Lane ES
Guilford ES 0.0% Guilford ES 0.0% Guliford ES Guliford ES
Hammond ES 58.2%  Hammond ES 58.2% Hangover Hills ES Hanover Hills ES
Harpers Cholce MS  Longfeliow ES 39.9% Longfellow ES 39.9%| fWide Lake MS Bryan! Woods ES 34.6%  Bryant Woods ES 34.8%
Swansfield ES 60.1%  Swansfield ES 60.1% Clemens Crossing ES  29.4%  Clemens Crossing ES 28.4%
Running Brook ES 36.0%  Running Brook ES 36.0%
75
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Before After Before After
High Schoel Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed High Schocl Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed

Atholton HS Clarksville MS 34.0%  Clarksville MS  34,0%| [Marrotts Ridge HS  Bureigh Manor MS 18.2%  Burleigh Manor MS 18.2%
Hammond MS 143.0% Hammond MS 113.0% Mount View MS 81.8%  Glenwood MS i
Murray Hill MS 21.4%  Murray Hill MS 21.1% Mount View MS
Wiide Lake MS 31.6%  Wilde Lake MS 31.9%

Centennial HS Burieich ManorMS  51.3%  Burleigh Manor MS 51.3%| [Ml Hebron HS Dunloggin MS 17.2%  Burleigh Manor MS
Cunloggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggin MS 23.4% Ellicott Mills MS 21.6%  Dunloggin MS
Ellicott Mitls MS 25.3%  Eilicott Mills MS 25,3% Patapsco MS 61.2%  Ellicott Mills MS

Patapsco MS

Glenelg HS Folly Quarter MS 38.6%  Folly Quarter MS 38.6%| [Oakiand Mills HS Lake Elkhorn MS 46.7%  Lake Elkhaorn MS 48.7%
Glenwood MS 61.4%  Glenwood MS 61.4% Oakland Mills MS 53.3%  Oakiand Mills MS 53.3%

Hammond HS Hammond MS 26.6%  Hammond MS _ 26.6%| [Reservoir HS Hammond MS £11.5%; Hammond MS FH5%
Lake Elkhorn MS  #11.9%  Lake Elkhom MS  111.9% Lime Kiln MS 33.0% Lime Kiln MS 33.0%
Patuxent Valley MS  44.8B%  Paluxent Valley M8  44.8% Murray Hili MS 41.9%  Muray Hill MS - A41.9%
Thomas Viaduct MS  16.7%  Thomas Viaduct MS  16.7% Patuxent Valley MS  113.7%. Patuxent Valley MS L 13T7%)

Howard HS Bonnie Branch MS 35.2%  Bonnie Branch MS 36.2%)| [River Hill HS Clarksvilla MS 46.0%  Clarksville MS 46,0%
Elkridge Landing MS 457%  Eikridge Landing MS . Folly Quarter MS 32.9%  Folly Quarter MS 32.9%
Ellicot! Mifls MS 7%  Etlicott Mills MS Lime Kiln MS 211%  Lime Kin MS 21.1%
Mayfield Woods MS Mayfield Woods MS

Long Reach HS Bonnie Branch M5 Bonnie Branch MS Wilde Lake HS Dunloggin MS £11.0% Dunloggin M3 H15.0%
Elkridge Landing MS ; Elkridge Landing MS Harpers Cholce MS 51.1% Harpers Choice MS 51.1%
Maylield Woods M8 49.7%  Mayfield Woods MS Wilde Lake MS 37.9%  Wilde Lake MS 37.9%

Thomas Viaduci M3 30.0%

Thomas Viaduct MS

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
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_Atholton ES
Bellows Spring ES
Botiman Bridge £S
Bryant Woods £5
Bushy Park ES
Centennial Lane ES
Clarksvilie £S
Clemens Crossing £$
Cradierock £5
Dayten Caks ES
Deep Run ES
Ducketts Lane ES
Elkridge ES
Forest Ridge ES
Fulicn ES
Gorman Crossing ES
Gullford ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills £S
Hellifield Station ES
ilchester ES
Teffers Hili ES

- Laure! Woods ES
Lishen ES
Longfeilow £5
Maner Woods ES
Northfield ES
Phelps Luck ES
Pointers Run ES
Rockburn ES
Running Brock ES
St Johns Lane ES
Stevens Forest ES
Swansfield ES
Talbott Springs ES
Thunder Hill ES
Trladelphia Ridge ES
Veterans ES

. Waterloo ES
Waverly ES
Waest Friendship ES
Worthington £5

Countywide Average -~

Amerlean Indlan or

Afaska Native
Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=0%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=0%
<=5% <=5%
<=5%

Asian
Aase Froposed
B% 9%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 17%
50% 50%
56% 56%
15% 15%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
1B% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
29% 29%
16% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
45% 45%
27% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% 41%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 33%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 40%
6% 6%
<=59% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
18% 19%
25% 31%
52% 52%
23% 23%
49% 50%
22% 21%
3%% 39%
22%

Black or African

American
Base Proposed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 55%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
BY% 8%
17% 17%
48% 48%
10% 10%
15% 15%
39% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
33% 33%
47% 41%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% 5%
6% 6%
3B8% 38%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 33%
9% B%
9% 9%
3B% 38%
9% 0%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 14%
40% 40%
55% 55%
A0% A0%
27% 27%

8% 9%
14% 14%
25% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
R 25% !

Native Hawalian or Dther

Pacific lslander

Base Proposed
<=hH% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
(25% N -

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Hispanlc
Base Proposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=50%
<=5% <=5%
9% 9%
16% 16%
<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
B% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
12% 12%
12% 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 23%

<=5% 6%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 25%
18% 18%
25% 25%
8% 8%
7% 6%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

e 12%

Two or mere
Base Proposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 9%

<=5% 6%
% 7%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
8% 8%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 0%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
9% 9%
6% 6%
7% 7%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
9% %
9% 9%
«=5% <=5%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=h% <=5%
0% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
% 9%
9% 8%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=59% <=5%
6% 7%
6% 6%
L T

White
Base Proposed
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 20%
72% 69%
33% 3%
27% 27%
48% 48%
21% 21%
59% 59%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% 41%
20% 20%
19% 19%
37% 37%
16% i6%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%
79% 79%
23% 23%
35% 41%
48% 48%
17% 17%
49% 49%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 38%
14% 14%
15% 15%
24% 24%
7% 37%
47% 45%
25% 25%
36% 36%
37% 36%
65% 63%
44% 44%

R YT R




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public Schoo! System

Am ;r;::: ::1;3: or Aslan Bla;l;‘oerr.::farll‘can Hative Ham:;: :; Other PacHic Hispantc Two or more White
Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed Base Proposed

Bonnie Branch MS <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% <=5,% 15% 15% 7% 7% 35% 35%
Burteigh Manor MS <=5% <=5% 48% 46% 2% 11% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 29% 33%
Clarksville a5 <=5% <=5% 40% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 45% 45%
Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 16% 16% <=5% <=5% 5% 8% <=5% <=5% 39% 39%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 23% 23% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 6% 6% 46% 46%
Ellicott Milis MS <=5% <=h% 32% 3% 4% 14% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Foily Quarter M5 <=5% <=5% 27% 27% 6% 6% <=5% «<=5% <=5% <=5% =59 <=53% 57% 57%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5% 8% 9% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 7% 8% <=5% «=5% 75% 73%
Rammond M5 <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% B% 8% 8% 8% 45% A5%
Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 0% 50% <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 8% 8% 18% 18%
Lake Etkhorn MS <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 7% 7% 14% 14%
time Kiln S <=5% <=5% 28% 28% 12% 12% <=5% «=5% <=5% <=5% 6% b% 50% 50%
Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
Mount View M3 <=5% <=55 36% 36% <=h% <=5% =59 <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% <=5% 49% 45%
Murray Hili MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 45% A5% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 13%
Oakland aviills S <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 37% 37% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% 10% 0% 27% 27%
Patapsco MS <=5% <=5% 33% 35% 11% 12% <=5% <=5% 9% 10% <=5% <=5% 43% 40%
Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=58 17% 175 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 21% 21%
Thomas Viadugt M5 <=5% <=5% 14% 14% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% <=5% <=5%§ 18% 18%
Wilde Lake M5 <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 47% 47% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 9% 9% 25% 25%
Countywlde Average .- . <=5%. oo 2R%e e B8% e RSB 1% e B% e 36%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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% ESOL Participation

Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5% % ESOL Participation
Cradlerock ES 8% 8% 5| _ = Base Proposed
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5% Bonnie Branch MS 6% 6%
Deep Run ES 23% 23% Burleigh Manor MS <=5% <=5%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16% Clarksville MS <=5% <=5%
Elkridge ES 6% 6% Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9% Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5%
Fuiton ES 6% 6% Ellicott Mills MS <=5%  <=5%
Gorman Crossing ES 7% 7% Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%
Guilford ES % 7% Glenwood MS <=5%  <=5%
Hammond ES 6% 6% Hammond MS <=5% <=5%
Hanover Hills ES 11% 11% Harpers Choice M5 <=5% <=5%
Hollifield Station ES 13% 13% Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5%
lichester ES =% <% Lime Kiln MS <=5%  <=5%
Jeffers Hill ES 3% 9% Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13% Mount View MS <=5% <=5%
Lisbon ES <=5%  <=3% Murray Hifl MS <=5%  <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5%  <=5% | oakland Mills MS <=5%  <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 8% Patapsco MS <=5% <=5%
Northfieid ES <=5% <=5% Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5%
Phelps tuck ES 17% 17% Thomas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Pointers Run ES 5% <% 1 wilde Lake MS <=5%  <=5%
Rockburn ES =5% <=5% Countywide Average ~ = . <=5%. -
Running Brook ES 6% 6%
St Johns Lane ES <=5% <=5% See page 35 for information about the data
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20% used in these reports.
Swansfield ES 8% 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12%
Thunder Hill ES 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterloo £S 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%,
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average . 7%
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FARM/Test Data Western 2

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES 15% 47% 58%
Bellows Spring ES _ 17% 63% 59%
Boliman Bridge ES 50% 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES | s1% 37% 45%
Bushy Park ES <=5% 75% 74%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82%
Clarksville ES <=5% 83% 89%
Clemens Crossing ES 13% 66% 63%
Cradlerock ES 55% 35% 26%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% 69% 77%
Deep Run ES 54% 37% 40%
Ducketts Lane ES 53% 41% 40%
Elkridge ES 32% 44% 47%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50%
Fulton ES <=5% 70% 77%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 558%
Guilford ES 45% 38% 36%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60%
Hanover Hills ES 37% 43% 47%
Hollifield Station ES 24% 54% 56%
Hchester ES <=5% 84% 77%
leffers Hill £S 35% 43% 35%
Laurel Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 48% 50% 50%
Manor Woods ES 8% 68% 72%
Northfield ES 11% 62% 65%
Phelps Luck ES 63% 36% 35%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 72% 82%
Rockburn ES 6% 65% 70%
Running Brook ES 52% 3% 34%
StJohns Lane ES _10% 61% 62%
Stevens Forest ES 65% 33% _ 30%
Swansfield ES 1 61% 29% 34%
Talbott Springs ES 49% 53% 46%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 62% ©63%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% 70% 77%
Veterans ES 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66%
Waverly ES <=5% 77% | 80%
West Friendship ES 6% 72% 69%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% | 72%
System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data =~~~ “Western 2

School Name ....[ARM _ PARCC-Read PARCC-Math

Tam | aw | as%
Burleigh Manor MS | 11% 75% 74% |
Duloggintas | x| em | sw
Elkridge Landing MS 21% . 57% 44%
Ellicott Mills MS 1% | 65% 66%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% 69% 76%
Glenwood MS 7% oa% | . 6%
Hammond MS 19% 62% 55%
Harpers Choice MS 51% 30% 28%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% 72% 70%
Mayfield Woods MS | 43% 43% - 37%
Mount View M5 LL5=5% 6% TR
Murray Hill MS 38% 47% 41%
Oakland Mills MS . As% | 38% 3% .
Patapsco M5 18% 57% 63%
Patuxent Valley MS 37% 44% 37%
Thomas Viaduct MS A5% 38% - 29%
Wilde Lake MS 47% 44% 35%
System-wide total 25% 57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Foliowing the boundary changes approved in November 2017, Pointer's Run ES has seen increased
enrollment and capacity utilization. Options to provide relief include limited available capacity at
Clarksville ES and Bushy Park ES. Availability of capacity at Bushy Park ES is dependent on how it is
utilized in relief of Waverly ES and West Friendship ES. In order to remain in target utilization through
SY 2024, approximately 240 projected Pointers Run ES students would need to be reassigned.
Reassigning these polygons has the benefit of addressing SY 2020-21 crowding at Pointer Run ES

by reassigning existing students, while also impacting projected future crowding due to potential
residential development.

Southwestern Option 1:

This option reassigns approximately 150 students projected in SY 2020-21 from Pointer's Run

ES to Clarksville ES. This option brings Pointers Run ES to within target utilization until SY 2022-
2023. Clarksville ES is projected to be within target utilization through SY 2024-2025, however, the
deficiencies in the school's floor plan restrict its ability to function at the higher end of utilization
range.

ing
g'_l.?qinters Run ES

Total

iClarksville ES
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Post-Measures ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS - Data for Demonstrative Purposes Only
Southwestern Option 1 Capacity Utilization Rates with Propased FYY 2021 Capital Budget Projects - Not Test for APFO
Chart reflects May 2019 Project £ fal FY 2021 r d tties and boundary adjustments.
Tapacity ZUZ0-ZT 2 U223 Z023-2% pLiyz miy V25265 piipiery TUZI-28 paiydimv) Y2550 203031

School Bray % OBl Prog G Ual Fre; % Ut ©eo] L LoL  Pro] Ot Proy OBl oo UL Proj % Ul Pro; % UHlL Proj % Gl Fro] % Gl
Athoiton ES 424 424 424 424 | 481 1087 457 10T.8 448 1059 442 1042 444 1D4AT 444 1047 443 1045 442 1042 441 1040 441 104,0 442 104.2
Bellows Spring ES 726 76 ¥26 V26 | 787 1058 808 1113 26 1138 843 1161 B57 1194 889 125 386 1218 880 1212 884 218 §76 1207 §53 1175
Bollman Bridge ES 666 B66 656 666 | 683 1028 B35 1044 706 1060 754 1132 785 1949 7RO 1141 747 1122 739 1110 787 9107 722 1084 737 1107
Bryant Woods ES 381 361 361 881 | 481 1249 465 1208 4756 1316 478 1324 4BO 1355 485 4870 500 1385 508 1407 S18 1435 528 1463 534 1479
Bushy Park ES 725 Y25 Yab 725 | 597 svs 563 TV.T 565 via 544 758 530 7I.t 621 715 536 758 534 737 567 82 588 210 583 804
Centennial Lane ES 647 647 G4/ G47 | 7156 1105 718 111.0 796 1188 727 1124 741 1145 757 11..0 /68 11B.7 786 1218 788 1z18 BO1  123.8 803 124.1
Clarksville ES 543 543 543 543 | 537 989 566 1042 582 107.2 586 107.9 583 1074 BY7 1099 592 1000 587 1081 509 1103 593 1082 592 109.0
Clemens Crossing ES 521 521 521 521 | 548 1052 595 1142 591 1134 805 1161 620 1190 633 20,5 660 126.7  BY0 1288 683 1330 715 1372 27 1385
Cradlerock ES 368 398 398 398 | 460 1158 475 1198 470 1184 473 1188 473 1188 473 1188 474 119 472 1186 472 1186 476 1138 475 1193
Davyton Qaks ES 700 700 700 700 | 657 953 708 1011 7171024 752 1074 7B 127 BOY 1153 818 1165 815 1164 B37 1196 BS54 1220 875 925.0
Detp Run ES 750 750 750 750 | 682 909 713 851 FESI A e T8TI04E B0 107.6 620 109.3 843 1124  BBB 1155 BSZ 1169 505 1207
Ducketts Lane ES 650 B30 650 BS0 | 569 573 580 BS.2 589 906 603 928 600 §2.3 802 926 614 945 514 945 609 937 6807 934 504 92,9
Ellridge ES 760 760 780 760 | 893 11T 808 119.5 808 4196 906 1%z 926 1218 965 1270 886 287 1057 1384 1116 1468 1144 1iod 1137 1436
Forest Ridge ES AL 1 715 713 | 678 951 ggz 971t g4 973 713 100.8 740 1028 798 1iME 844 1184 x 419 1285 942 13823 956 134.1
Fulton ES B26 826 826 826 | 1008 222 1041 1260 1038 1257 1072 i28.8 1070 1295 1087 1292 1048 126.8 1025 1241 1008 1218 1008 122.0
Gorman Crossing £o T35 Ta5 a5 735 | 828 11%A BEO 1170 78 1158.5 B0 14 BB 1T A BEE 215.5 BB3 1174 BBE197.7 B5D 1155 B
Guliford ES 465 465 465 465 | 367 V8.9 360  Tr.4 346 T4 351 T 364 7RO 398 488 407 675 2.7 430 925 436 938 433 93.1
Hammond £S B53 653 653 653 | 618 948 B14 94.0 626 959 658 100.8 896 1066 728 iiL5 752 152 . B2Y 1258 B53  130.5 BG5S 1328
Hanover Hills ES NS BI0 810 810 810 | 728 883 705 870 713 580 706 672 697 &6 697 850 694 357 k 752 928 747 922 737 910
Hollifield Station ES 732 732 732 732 | 923 261 806 1¥38  Ba4 1206 BBR  147.8 87D 1185 8BS 1156 86O 187 BS54 1180 0 882 1178 858 1i7.2 868 1185
lichester ES 584 584  5B4 584 | 508 0Z4 582 99.7 808 1041 B25 107.0 8471 1008 704 1205 725 141 753 1263 780 10546  BO5 1478 B15  159.6
Jeffers Hill ES 421 421 421 421 | 413 981 408 96.9 387 919 395 936 388 524 390 926 398 948 407 867 416 988 426 1012 431 1024
Laurel Woods ES 502 BO9 509 509 556 912 563 924 56t 92,1 546 297 550 0.2 548 557 555 814 554 810 855 9141 556 913 580 852
Lisbon ES 527 527 527 527 | 484 918 505 958 510 968 519 985 523 692 517 98.1 533 101.1 562 1085 580 1120 594 92,7 597 1122
Longfellow ES 512 512 512 512 | 438 BS.E doz 483 468 914 470 918 474 926 480 957 498 975 507 99.0 520 1016 528 1033 535 104.5
Waner Wonts £S5 861 681 BB1 681 | 624 9186 630 925 611 ous 638 93.7 BG7 B4t 87 977 613 900 537 651 615 909 621 912 624 91.6
Rlew £S 343 NS D o] 0 {
New B #44 NS O o 0 0
Mew ES 245 N8 O o] 0 Q2
Northfield ES 700 700 T00 700 | 759 10B4 776 1108 72 4103 796 1137 824 1177 842 203 876 1254 939 1341 960 137.1 062 137.4
Phelps Luck ES 587 597 597 597 | 586 948 583 917 583 97.7 506 9.8 584 678 304 095 583 9.3 B13 1027 623 1044 630 1055
Pointers Run ES 744 TA4 744 T44 | TBE 1034 796 10T.0 813 1093 830 112.8 841 71130 838 1126 823 1106 773 1039 747 1004 723 972
Rockbum ES 584 584 584 584 | 583 1015 611 1046 611 1046 627 1074  H38 109.2 @34 1120  B76 1150 578 1151 6731152 663 118.5
Running Brock £5 545 B4 515 515 | 468 803 471 915 500 971 581 107.0 583 1132 810 1184 G644 1250 712 1383 724 405 7497 14535
StJohns Lane ES 812 812 612 612 | 726 1188 735 12001 750 1225 Y88 1255 787 1286 805 1315 806 1317 795 1299 788 128.3 785 1283
Stevens Forest ES 380 380 380 380 414 1083 420 110.5 427 1124 440 1158 435 1145 434 1142 435 1145 439 1155 438 1153 439 1155
Swansfield ES A 694 634 694 604 | 547 TES 538 V7a 536 V72 538 7T 538 V7.1 542 78 545 T8 572 #ra 582 213 591 652
Talbott Springs ES 377 377 540 540 | 465 1233 442 1172 426 739 406 75.2 408 757 422 781 425 787 458 848 ATT 883 487 Q0.2
Thunder R %s B0B 508 509 509 | 508 998 487 95.7 485 953 467 91.7 466 916 468 919 467 917 489 980 51T 1004 516 1014
Trindelphia Ridge ES B05 606 BO6 606 | 542 %9s 541 o 551 90.9 554 914 552 911 566 934 565 93.2 558 92.1 542 894 528 &7
\Veterans ES ve¢  vem  ye9 79 | B2z 123 BOS 10711 788 1000 794 994 a1 1003 BOD 1001 830 103.9 B57 1085  86B 1086 864 108.1
Waterloo ES 603 B03 BO3 603 | 548 90.9 525 B [T 486 205 508 §4.2 518 6.1 526 g72 557 924 568 944 573 850
Wavery ES A 788 788 788 788 | BBB 4124 890 1129 @84 1135 899 1141 9181165 @12 1157 898 1140 807 151 898 114.0 882z 1118
West Friendship £S 414 414 414 414 | 426 1029 450 1087  4bz 111.6 487 117.8  Baz 1285 561 1obb 801 1909 601 145 513 146.1 617  148.0
Worthington ES sis 515 515 515 | 488 280 457 BT 459 B3 469 911 492 955 515 1000 531 1031 860 1252 651 1283 641 1248

Countywide Totals 25576 25576 25739 25730 | 26784 1008 28009 102.0 26250 1020 26606 103.4 27000 1025 27481 1045 27855 103.4 28011 107.3 29135 108.2 29224 108.5

‘A’ inciudes additions as proposed for &Y 20271 CIP for grades
NS’ New School proposed for FY 2021 Caplial Budget

'R' Replacement Schoo! prapased for FY 2021 Capital Budget
Color coding has been updated {o align with the definition of farget utilization {between 90-110% utilization) as cutlined in Policy 5010, Blue is under target utilization, green is within target utilization and red is over target utilization.
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2019 Feasibility Study

Elementary School Summary

Howard County Public Schoot System

Years between 90-110%

Proximity to school

Small MS frem ES Feeds
{under 15%)}

Double Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Students moved within 5 yrs of
last ES move

Students Moved

Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schools Sirengthened NA 2
# of Schools Weakened NA 0
Mean 4.2 4.7
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 0
# of Schools Weakened NA 2
Mean 5789 5821
. (smalier # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE
# of Small Feeds 17 17
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Doubie Smali Feeds 1 1
NEGLIGIBLE
Number of "Islands” 5 5
NEGLIGIBLE
Number NA 0
% of Enroliment  NA 0.0%
0
Number moved in NA 156
Number moved out  NA 156

Strength

Negllgible

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 85

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH); Increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Feed infermation in middle and high
school sections.

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
hetween the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expecled to be
maintained.




2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Pub

lic School System

Before After Before After
Middle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schaols Feed Middle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnie Branch MS lichester ES 47.7%  llchester ES Lake Elkhorn MS Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES
Jeffers Hill ES S Jeffers Hilt ES Gullford ES 26.5%  Guilford ES
Phelps Lick ES Phelps Luck ES Jetfers HE ES 241%  Jeffers HIll ES
Rockbumn ES Rockbum ES Talbolt Spiings £S F#8:3% Talboll Springs ES
Waterloo ES Watesioo ES
Burleigh Manor M8 Centennlal Lane 5 56.3%  Centennlal Lane £ES  56.3%} {Lime Kiin MS Daylon Oaks ES 27.8%  Daylon Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.1% Fulton ES _688% FullonES 58.6%
Northfield ES } Northfield ES ] Pointers Run ES 113.5%  Polnters Run ES P 13.6%
Triadelphla Ridge ES & Triadelphla Ridge ES &
Clarksvilie MS Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksvilla ES 55.6%| {Mayfield Woods MS Beliows Spring ES 28.5%  Bellows Spring ES 28.5%
Pointers Run £S 53.8% Pointers Run ES 44.4% Deep Run ES 42.4% Deep Run ES A24%
Jeffers HIll ES +10.0%  Jeffers HII ES 2 10.0%
Waterloo ES i8,1%  Waterloo ES i8.1%
Dunloggin MS Hollifield Statton ES Hollifield Stalion ES & Mount View M3 Manor Woods ES 22.3%  Manor Woods ES 22.3%
Norlhfield ES Northfield ES 7 Waverly ES 46.8%  Waverly ES 46.8%
StJohns Lane ES StJeohns Lane ES 11.6% West Friendship £5 30.9%  Wesl Friendship ES 30.8%
Thunder Hill ES Thunder Hli ES 25,09
Veterans ES Velerans ES 31.8%
Elkridge Landing M3 Elkridge ES 65.8%  Elkrddge ES 65.8%/| [Murray HIEMS Gorman Crossing ES  54.4%  Gorman Crossing ES 54,4%
Rockbum ES 34.2%  Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woods ES 458%  Laurei Woods ES 45 6%
Eilicolt Mills M3 Thunder Hili £5 206, 7%  Thunder Hill ES 20.7%| [Qakiand pMills MS Alholton ES [.°82% Atholton ES %
Velerans ES 26.9%  Velerans ES 26.9% Stevens Forest ES 41.0%  Stevens Forest ES 41.0%
Walerco ES 17.8%  Waterloo ES 17.9% Talbett Springs ES 35.1%  Talbott Springs ES C35.1%
Worthington £S 34.5%  Worlhington ES 34.5% Thunder Hill ES 14.6%  Thunder Hill ES i 14.6%
Folly Quarter MS Bushy Park ES 18.9%  Bushy Park ES 18.9%| |Patapsco MS Hellifield Station ES 48.1%  Hollifield Station ES 48.1%
Clarksvilla ES E04%  Clarksvills ES % StJohns Lane ES 406%  StJohns Lans ES _406%
Daytor Oaks ES 30.8%  Dayton Caks ES 9% Wavarly ES P11.3%  Waverly ES i 15:3%
Triadelphla Ridge ES  £0.1%  Triadelphla Ridge ES8  50.1%
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 48.2%] {Paluxent Vailey MS Botlman Bridge ES 48,3% Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisbon ES 51.8%  Llsbon ES 51.8% Forest Ridge ES 50,7%  ForestRidge ES 50.7%
Hammaond MS Atholton ES 25.8%  Alholton ES 25.8%| [Thomas Vigauci MS Beliows Spring ES :10.6%  Bellows Spring ES FIe%
Fulton ES 16.0%  Fulion B8 16.0% Ducketis Lane ES 35.9% Ducketls Lana ES 35,8%
Guliford ES 00%  Guilford £ES 0.0% Guiiferd ES Lg% Gullford ES i ’
Hammond ES 58.2%  Hammond ES £8.2% Harover Hills ES 44,6%  Hanovar Hills ES
Harpers Choice M8 Longfellow ES 38.8%  Longfellow ES 39.0%| [Wilde Lake M3 Bryant Woods ES 34.6% Bryan! Woods ES A4.6%
Swansfield ES 60.1%  Swansfield ES 60.5% Clemens Crossing ES  29.4%  Clemens Crossing ES 29.4%
Ruaning Brook ES 36.0%  Running Brook ES 36.0%

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
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2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public School System

Atholton ES
Bellows Spring ES
Boliman Bridge ES
Bryant Woods ES
Bushy Park €S
Centennial Lane ES
Clarksville ES
Clemens Crossing ES
Cradlerock ES
Dayton Qaks ES
Deep Run ES
Ducketts Lane ES
Elkridge ES

Forest Ridge ES
Fulton ES

Gorman Crossing FS
Guliford £5
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills ES
Holilfiefd Station ES
lichester £5

Jeffers HIll ES

Laurel Woods ES
Lisbon ES
Longfellow ES
Manor Woods ES
Northfield £S5
Phelps Luck ES
Polnters Run ES
Rockburn £5
Running Brook ES
St Johns Lane ES
Stevens Forest ES
Swansfleld ES
Talbott Springs ES
Thunder HIll ES
Triadelphia Ridge ES
Veterans ES
Waterloo €S
Waverly ES

West Friendship ES
Worthington ES
Countywide Average

American Indlan or
Alaska Native

Base Propused
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=h% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
T

Astan
Base Proposed
8% 8%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 14%
50% 50%
56% 49%
i5% 15%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
18% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
29% 29%
16% 6%
13% 13%
25% 25%
45% 45%
27% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% 47%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 34%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 35%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
19% 19%
29% 29%
52% 52%
23% 23%
49% 49%
22% 22%
39% 39%

ERRERIS 75 RHE

Black or African

Amerlcan
Base Proposed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 55%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

8% 8%
17% 17%
48% 48%
10% 10%
15% 15%
38% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
33% 33%
47% 47%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% 15%
6% 6%
38% 318%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 3%
9% %
9% 9%
38% 38%
9% 10%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
40% 40%
55% 55%
40% 40%
27% 27%
8% 8%
14% 14%
29% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
s TrvaseE

iativa Hawaflan or Other
Pacific fslander

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% «<=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=0%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=55% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
P gmbgh

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report,

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
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Hispanic
Base Froposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
5% 9%
16% 16%
<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
8% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 1i%
12% 12%
12% 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% =59
0% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 23%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 259%
18% 18%
25% 25%
8% 8%
% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=h% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

A

Two or more
Base Proposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
8% 8%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=£% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
9% 9%
6% 6%
7% 7%
11% 11%
<=5% =5%
9% 5%
9% 5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
B% 8%
<=5% <=5%
10% 0%
7% 7%
7% 7%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% <=B5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
6% 6%

R 7%

White
Base Proposed
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 20%
2% 72%
33% 33%
27% 36%
48% 48%
21% 21%
59% 5%%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% 41%
20% 20%
18% 9%
37% 37%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%
79% 79%
23% 23%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
49% 46%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 13%
14% 14%
15% 15%
24% 24%
37% 37%
47% 47%
5% 25%
36% 36%
37% 37%
65% 65%
44% 44%




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School Systemn

% ESOL Participation

!S Base Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5%
Cradlerock ES 8% 8%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5%
Deep Run ES 23% 23%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16%
Elkridge ES 6% 6%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 5%
Fulton ES 6% 6%
Gorman Crossing ES 7% 7%
Guilford ES 7% 7%
Hammond ES &% 6%
Hanover Hills ES 11% 11%
Hollifield Station ES 13% 13%
fichester ES <=5% <=5%
Jeffers Hill ES 9% 9%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13%
Lishon ES <=5% <=59%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 8%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5%
Phelps Luck ES 17% 17%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% <=5%
Running Brook ES 6% 6%
5t Johns Lane ES <=5% <=5%
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20%
Swansfield ES 8% 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12%
Thunder Hill ES 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterloo ES 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES «<=5% <=5%
Countywide Average . . . 7% o

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data o “southwestern 1

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Bolimangridge£s | . S0% | 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 51% 3% | 5%
BushyParkes | <=s% | 7e% | 7
Centennial LaneES 6% 75% |
Clarksville £5 N <=5% . 82%

Clemens CrossingeS 13% 66%

Cradlerock ES 55% ~ 35%
DaytonOakses | <=S% | 69%

DeepRunES | 54 |  37%

Ducketts Lane ES B 53% 41%

Elkridge ES ” 32% | a4%

ForestRidge ES 33% 53%

Fulton ES <=5% 70%

‘Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53%

Guilford ES 45% . 38%

Hammond ES . O ——— 24% - 52%

Hanover Hills ES w 37% 43%

Hollifield Station ES 24% 7 54%

lichester £5 <=5% 84%

Jeffers HUll ES - ~ 35% 43%

Laurel Woods ES 6i% .. 37%

Lisbon ES C12% 67%

Longfellow ES B, 9% . 50%

Manecr WoodsES ' 8% | 68%

Northfield ES , 11% 62%

Phelps. Luck ES , 63% | . 36%

Pointers Run ES <=5% 70%

RockburnES 6%  65%
RunningBrook€s | sa% | 3% |

StJohns laneES 5 9% |} 63%

Stevens Forest ES 65% 33%

Swansfield ES _ L Bl% 29%

Talbott Springs€S .. A% 53% _
ThunderHillEs | 21% | &%
Ikrj)gg‘elp'ﬁia Ridge ES <=5% 1 71%

Veterans £S5 o 23i% | 55%

Waterloo ES L a% T 65%

Waverly ES oL ves | 7%
West Friendship ES e 8% T0%
Worthington ES <=5% 68%

System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 89




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

Southwestern Option 2:

This option utilizes Clarksville ES, Dayton ES and Bushy Park ES. All schools in this option remain
within target utilization through SY 2024. Clarksvilie ES reaches a peak in SY 2025 with 102% capacity
utilization, and Dayton Oak will exceed target utilization in SY 2024-25, This option also includes a
roiddle school reassignment to avoid a small feed. A consideration is that this plan would impact the
ability to use available capacity at Bushy Park ES to relieve schools in the western parts of the county.

Pointers Run ES |ClarksvilleES 1113 |

[Payton Oaks ES

1205,1207,2205

g_é!e_}_rlg_sville MS
Total

Lime Kiln MS

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 90
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2019 Feasibility Study

[Elenientary S¢hdol Summary

Howard County Public School System

Years hetween 90-116%

Proximity to school

Small MS from ES Feeds
{under 15%)

Double Smali Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Areas

Students moved within 5 yrs of
last ES move

Students Moved

Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schoois Strengthened  NA 4
# of Schools Weakenad  NA 0
Mean 4.2 5.0
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schoois Strengthened  NA 0
# of Schocls Weakened  NA 4
Mean 5789 5859
(smailer # = closer sat of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE
# of Double Smail Feeds 1 1
NEGLIGIBLE
Number of "Islands"” 5 8
Numbar  NA 0
% of Enroliment  NA 0.0%
4
Number moved in ~ NA 296
Number moved cut  NA 296

Strength Negllgible
{Middie Schobl: Current Aggregate Plan
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 1
# of Schools Weakened NA 1
= pi)
Years between 80-110% Mean 6.7 6.9
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 9
oo # of Schools Weakened  NA 2
Proximity to school Mean 8322 8329
(smaller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE
Small MS from ES Feeds #of Small Feeds 17 \E Gljé!BLE
{under 15%)
# of Double Small Feeds 1 1
Double Smatl Feed NEGLIGIBLE
. Number of "Islands” 0 0
Non-contigitous Attendance NEGLIGIBLE
Areas
Number NA 0
Students moved within § yrs % of Enrollment  NA 0.0%
of last ES move 1]
Number movedin ~ NA 20
Number moved out  NA 20

Students Moved

Strength

Negllgible

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

Assessment Griterla

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Feed information: in middle and high
schoo! sections.

"After" count lower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; “After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take Inlo account the corrslation
between the number of siudenis movad,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expecied to be
maintained.

Assessment Criterla

Mean Increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH, reduced by 1.0 or more
WEAKNESS; otherwlse Negligible

1

Mean reduced by 108 or more =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; ofherwise Negiigible

"After" count lower than "Bafore® =
STRENGTH,; “After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH, "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After count lower than "Before” =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B, and the length
of time those resuits are expected (o be
mainiained.




2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public Schoot System

Before After Before After
Middie Schoe! Feedirg Schools  Feed Feeding Schoois Feed Middle School Feeading Schools Feeding Schools
Bonnle Branch MS  lichester ES llchester ES _47.7%] [Lake Elkhom M3 Cradlerock ES Cradlesock ES
Jeffers Hill ES Jeffers Hill ES 1% Guiiford ES Guilford ES
Phelps Luck ES Phelps Luck ES Jeffers HIll ES Jeffers HIl ES
Rockburn £5 Rockbum ES £ o5 Taiboti Springs ES Talbott Springs ES
Waterloo ES Walerloo ES 0.0%
Bureigh Manor M8 Centennial Lane ES  58.3%  Centennial Lane ES  56.3%) [Lime Kiln MS Dayton Oaks ES 27.8% Dayton Oaks ES 31.3%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27,1%, Fulten ES 586%  FullonES 88.0%
Norihfeld F3 _184%  Northfield FS %, Pointers Run ES 118.5%  Polnters Run ES 110.7%
Triadetphia Ridge ES § ¢ Triadelphia Ridge ES 86
Clarksville MS Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksville ES 52.6%| [Mayfeld Woods MS Bellews Spring ES 28.5%  Bellows Spring ES 20.5%
Pointers Run ES 53.8%  Pointers Run ES 47.4% Deep Run ES 42.4% DeepRunES 42.4%
Jeffers Hiit ES +10.0%  Jeffers Hill ES 1:10.0%
Waterloo ES 18.1% Waleroo ES 18.1%
Dunloagin MS Hollifield Station ES Hollifield Station ES %) [Mount Views MS Manor Woods ES 22.3%  Mancr Woods ES 22.3%
Northield ES Northfield ES Waverly ES 46.8% Waverly ES 48.8%
St Johns Lans ES St Johns Lane ES West Friendship ES 30,9%  West Friendship ES 30.9%
Thunder Hili ES i v Thunder Hill ES
Veterans ES 31.8% Veterans ES
Elkridge Landing M5  Elkridge ES $5.8%  Elkridge ES 65.8%]| [Murray Bl MS Gomnan Crossing ES 54.4%  Soman Crossing ES 54.4%
Rockbum ES 34.2%  Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woods ES 45.6% Laurel Woods ES 45.8%
Eilicoll Mills MS Thunder Hill ES 20.7%  Thunder Hil ES 20.7%] [Oakland Mills WS Alholton ES FgiEee  Atholten ES
Veterans ES 26.9% Velerans ES 26.9% Stevens Forest ES 41.0%  Stevens Forest ES
Waltedoo ES 17.9% Walardoo ES 17.9% Talbott Springs £S 35,1%  Talboll Springs ES 35.1%
Worthinglon ES 34.5%  Worhinglon ES 34.6% Thunder Hill ES i14.6%  Thunder Hif ES L14.6%
Folly Quarter MS Bushy Park ES Bushy Park ES 5%]| [Palapsco MS Hollifield Stalion ES 48.1%  Hollifield Station ES 48.1%
Clarksville ES Clarksvills ES . % StJohns Lane ES 40,6% St Johns Lane ES 40.6%
Daylon Qaks ES Dayton Caks ES 21.3% Waverly ES 111.3% Wavery £S E11.3%)
Tradelphia Ridge ES 50.1%  Tradelphta Ridge ES  50.1% :
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48,2%  Bushy Park ES 48,2%] |Paluxent Valley MS Bollman Bridge ES 49,3%  Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisban ES 51.8% Llsbon ES 51.8% Forest Rldge ES 50.7% ForestRidge ES 50.7%
Hammond 143 Athclton ES 258%  Athollon ES 25,8%( [Thormas Viaduct MS Beflows Spang ES Bellows Spring ES 1 10.6%|
Fullen £S 16.0%  Fulton ES 168.0% Ducketls Lane ES Duckeits Lane ES %
Gullford ES 0.0%  Guilford ES 0.0%! Gullford ES Gullford £S
Hammond ES 58.2% Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES Hanover Hills £S
Harpers Cholce MS  Longfellow ES 39.9%  Longfellow ES 39.8%) [Wilde Lake M3 Bryant Woods ES 34.6%  Bryant Woods ES 34,6%
Swansfield £S5 60,1%  Swansfield ES 60.1% Clemens Crossing ES  284%  Clemens Crossing ES ~ 20.4%
Running Brook ES 36.0%  Running Brook ES 36.0%

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
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2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public Schoot System

Belore Afler Before Afler
High School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schools Feed High School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed

Athoiton HS Clarksville MS 34.0%  Clarksville M5 34,0%]) (Marriofts Ridge HS  Burleigh Manor MS 18.2%  Burlelgh Manor MS 18.2%
Hammond MS 13.0% Hammond MS L3.0% Mount View MS 81.8%  Mount View MS 81.8%
Murray Hill MS 21.1%  Murray Hill MS 21.1%
Wilde Lake M5 31.9%  Wide Lake MS 31.9%

Centennlal HS Burleigh Manor MS  51.3%  Burlelgh Manor MS 51.3%] [Mt Hebron HS Dunloggin MS 17.2%  Dunloggin MS 17.2%
Dusloggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggin MS 23.4% Ellicott Mills MS 21.6%  Ellicolt Mills MS 21.6%
Ellicott Milis MS 25.3%  Ellicot! Mills M5 25.3% Patapsco MS £§1.2%  Palapsco MS 61.2%

Glenseig HS Folly Quarter MS 38.6%  Folly Quarter MS 38.6%)| [Oakland Milis HS Lake Elxhorn M3 46.7%  Lake Elkhorn MS 46.7%
Glenwood MS 61.4%  Glenwood MS 61.4% Oakland Mills MS 53.3%  Oakland Mills MS 53.3%

Hammond HS Hammond MS 26.6%  Hammond MS 26.6%| [Reservoir HS Hammond MS #41.:6%:  Hammond MS EERTA
Lake Elkhomn MS 11.9% Lake Eikhom MS 14.8% Lime Kiin MS 33.0% Lime Kiln MS 33.0%
Paluxent Valley MS  44.8%  Patuxent Valley MS  44.8% Murray Hiik MS 41.9%  Murray Hill MS 41.9%
Thomas Viaduct MS  16.7%  Thomas Viaduct MS  18.7% Patuxent Valley MS 3 7%  Patuxent Valley MS 13.%)

Roward HS Bonnle Branch MS 35.2%  Bonnie Branch MS River Hill HS Clarksvile MS 46.0%  Clarksville MS 45.7%
Elkridge Landing M& 45.7%  Elkridge Landing MS Folly Quarler MS 32.9%  Folly Quarter M5 32.9%
Elllcoll Mills MS 18.7%  Eillicott Mills MS Lime Kiin MS 21.1%  Lime Kiln M3 21.4%
Mayfield Woods MS (4R Mayfield Woods MS .

Long Reach HS Bonnle Branch MS  11.3%  Bonnle Branch M5 11.3%)| [Wide Lake HS Dunlcggin MS #44.0%: Dunloggin MS 0%,
Elkridge Landing MS 0:0%  Elkridge Landing MS 2 80% Hargers Choice MS 51.1% Harpers Choice MS 51.1%
Mayfleld Woods MS  49.7%  Mayfield Woods M5 49.7% Wilde Lake MS 37.9%  Wilde Lake M5 37.9%
Thornas Viaduct M5 30.0%  Thomas Viaduct MS  30.0%

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 97
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Howard County Public School System

Atholton ES
Bellows Spring ES
Boliman Bridge ES
Bryant Woods ES
Bushy Park ES
Centennfal Lane ES
Clarksville ES
Clemens Crossing €S
Cradlerock ES
Dayton Oaks ES
Deep Run ES
Ducketts Lane ES
Elkridge ES

Forast Ridge ES
Fulton ES

Gorman Crossing ES
Guilford ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills ES
Hellifield Station £S
lichester £S

Jeffers Hill ES
Laurel Woods ES
Lishon ES
Longfeliow ES
Manor Woods ES
Northfield ES
Phelps Luck ES
Polnters Run ES
Rockburr ES
Running Brook £5
St Johns Lane ES
Stevens Forest ES
Swansiield €5
Talbott Springs ES
Thender Hill ES
Triagelphia Ridge ES
Veterans ES
Waterloo ES
Waverly ES

West Friendship ES
Worthington ES
Countywide Average

American Indian or

Alaska Native

Base Propased
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%

=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=0% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=h% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=0% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
T RO

Astan
Base Propased
8% 8%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 15%
50% 50%
56% 51%
15% 15%
7% 7%
20% 23%
14% 14%
13% 13%
i8% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
29% 209
i6% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
A5% A5%
27% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
«=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% 47%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 32%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 35%
6% 6%
<=9 <=9
<=5% <=5%
19% 19%
28% 29%
52% 52%
23% 23%
48% 49%
22% 22%
39% 39%
22%

Black or African
American
Base Propesed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 55%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
8% 9%
17% 17%
48% 48%
10% 11%
15% 15%
39% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
33% 33%
47% A7%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% i5%
6% 6%
38% 38%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 33%
9% 9%
9% 9%
38% 38%
9% 9%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
40% A40%
55% 55%
40% 40%
27% 27%
8% 8%
14% 14%
29% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
L 25%:

Hative Hawallan or Other

Pacific slender

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=59% <=5%
<=5% <=h%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Hispanic
Base Proposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
9% 9%
16% 16%

<=5% 6%
40% 40%
21% 21%

8% 8%
148 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
124 12%
12% 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 23%
<=5% =5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=R%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 29%
18% 18%
25% 25%
8% 8%
7% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% «=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12%

TWO or more
Base Froposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
8% 8%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% B%
<=5% <=5%
<=5 <=5%
6% 6%
9% 9%
6% 6%
7% 7%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
9% 8%
9% 9%
<=5% 6%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
9% 9%
9% 8%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
6% 6%
7%

White

Base Froposed
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 20%
72% 72%
33% 33%
27% 33%
A8% A8%
21% 21%
59% 54%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% 4i%
20% 20%
19% 19%
37% 37%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%

79% 79%
23% 23%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
45% 49%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 43%
14% 14%
15% 15%
24% 24%
37% 37%
A7% 47%
25% 25%
36% 36%
37% 37%
65% 65%
44% 44%

- 34%
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Am:l:::: ll\?a ‘::3: or Aslan BIa;I::rﬁ::lcan Hatlee "'“‘:;':‘;:flhe'?"mc Hispanlc ‘Two or more White
Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed] Base  Propused| Base  Proposed
Bonnie Branch MS <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 15% 15% 7% 7% 35% 35%
Burleigh Manor MS <=5% <=5% 48% 48% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 29% 29%
Clarksvilie MS <=5% <=5% 0% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% A5% 45%
Dunloggin M5 <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 16% 16% <=5% <=5% B% 8% <=5% <=5% 30% 39%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5% 17% 7% 3% 23% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 6% 6% 46% 46%
Elficett Mills MS <=5% <=5% 3% 32% 14% 4% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5% 27% 27% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 57% 57%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5% &% 8% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 7% T% <=5% <=5% 75% 75%
Hammaond MS <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 8% 8% 45% A5%
Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 50% 50% <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 8% 8% 18% 18%
Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=h% 18% 18% 7% % 14% 14%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5% 28% 28% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 53 50% 49%
Mayfield Woads MS <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
Mount View M5 <=5% <=5% 36% 36% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 49% 49%
Murray Hill MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 45% 45% <=5% <=5h% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 3%
Dakiand Mills MS <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 37% 37% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% 10% 10% 2% 27%
Patapsco M3 <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 11% 11% <=5% <=5% 9% 9% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 21% 21%
Thomas Viaduct MS <=5% <=5% 14% 14% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 18% iB% <=5% <=5% 18% 18%
Wilde Lake M5 <=5% <=5% B% 8% 47% 47% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 9% 8% 25% 25%
Couhtywldeﬁverage"'-- S B e R L g T gm0 T Q0 T e e :

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report,
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Proposed:

Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Beliows Spring ES 5% 9%
Boliman Bridge £S 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES 5% | <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksulle 5~ 6% o% % ESOL Participation
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% 1 <=5% Base Proposed

800 800 Gzt “ AR, REEE
D'eep' RUNES % | 7% Burlelgﬁ Manor MS <=5% <=5%
Ducketts Lane £S 16% | 16% Clarksville MS =% <=5%
Elkrl dée s 6% 6% Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9% Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5%
Fulton ES 6% 6% Ellicott Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Gorman Cr‘oési'ng ES % 1% Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%
Guilford ES % | 7% Glenwood MS <=3% <=3
Hammond ES 6% 6% Hammond MS <=5% <=5%
Hanaver Hilts £S 1% 1% Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5%
Hollifield Station £ | 13% | 13% Lake Elkhorn MS <=5%  <=5%
fichester ES <=5% | <=5% Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5%
Jeffers Hill ES 9% 9% Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Laurel Woods ES 13% | 13% Mount View MS =% <=%
Lishon ES <=5%' ] <=5% Murray Hill MS <=5% <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5% Oakland Mitls MS <=5% <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 8% Patapsco MS <=5% <=5%
Northfield ES <=5% ] <=5% Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5%
Phelps tuck ES 17% 17% Thomas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Pointers Run ES <=5% | <=5% Wilde Lake MS <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% 4‘ <=5% jCountywide Average: - oo <=5%
Running Brook ES 6% { 6%
St Johns Lane ES <% | <% See page 35 for information about the data
Stevens Forest ES 0% | 20% used in this report.
Swansfield ES 8% | 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% | 12%
ThunderHillEs | 6% | 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% ] <=5%
Veterans ES 0% | 10%
Waterloo £S 8% 1 8%
‘Waverly ES <=5% | <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% J <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% 3 <=5%
‘Countywide Average” ..o 7%
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FARM/Test Data “Southwestern 2
SchoolName  FARM PARCCRead PARCC-Math
AtholtonES Joooase | arw | se%
|Bellowsspringes | 7% | e3% |  59%
Bollman BridgeES | 30% 20% | 3w
Bushy Park ES  <=5% 78% 77%
Centennial Lane ES _ 5% 5% | 82%
Clarksville ES  <=5% 83% 89%
Clemens Crossing ES o 13% 66% - 63%
Cradlerock€S | . 5% .}, .35 |  26%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% 65% 74%
Deep Run €S DA% 3R A0%
Ducketts Lane ES ' 53% | 41% A%
Elkridge€S 1 32% LM AT
ForestRidgeES |~ 33% | s3% |  so0%
Fuiton ES  <=5% 70% 77%
Gorman Crossing ES 8% 4 53% | 59%
Guilford £S 45% 38% 36%
HammondES 24% | 5%  60%
Hanover Hills ES - 37% 43% 47% |
Hollifield Station ES 24% | 54% | 56% |
Hichester ES =% | B4% %
Jeffers Hill ES 35% 43% 35%
Laure! Woods ES ‘ 61% 37% 1 37%
Lisbon ES B 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 49% 50% 50%
[Manor Woods ES 8% | e | 7%
Northfield ES 11% 62% 65%
Phelps Luck ES  63% - 35%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 71% 80%
Rockburngs 6% 65% 70%
Running BrookES | 52% 32% . ol...38%
St Johns Lane ES 9% 63% 64%
Swansfield ES ' 61% 29% 34%
Talbott SpringsES ao% L s ] ae%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 62%  83%
TriadelphiaRidgeES | <=5% 71% 80%
Veterans ES 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES ...24% 65% .1 . 56%
Wavery &5 s 7
West FriendshipES | 6% boooe | ee%
Worthington ES ] <=s% 68% 72%
System-wide total ' 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Southwestern 2

School Name FARM MSA-Read MSA-Math
Bonnie Branch MS 32% 49% 49%
Burleigh Manor M3 11% 76% 74%
Clarksville MS  <=5% 83% 84%
Dunloggin MS 19% 63% 59%
Etkridge Landing MS 21% 57% 44%
Ellicott Mills MS 11% 65% 66%
Folly Quarter MS | <=5% 69% 76%
Glenwood MS 7% 63% 60%
Hammond MS 19% 62% 55%
Harpers Choice MS 51% 30% 28%
Lake Elkhorn MS 52% 35% 27%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% 73% 70%
Mayfield Woods M5 43% 43% 37%
Meount View MS <=5% 76% 77%
Murray Hill MS 38% 47% O 41%
Cakland Mills MS 48% 38% 34%
Patapsco MS - 16% - 57% 64%
Patuxent Valley MS 37% 44% 37%
Thomas Viaduct MS 45% 38% 29%
Wilde Lake MS 47% 44% 35%
System-wide total 25% 57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Southwestern Option #3:

The smallest of the southwestern options reassigns 86 projected SY 2020-2021 students. The
reassigned polygon is projected to grow to approximately 145 projected students by SY 2024-2025
due to new construction. Considerations include the creation of an non-contiguous boundary for

Clarksville ES and Pointers Run ES would remain over target utilization through SY 2024, There are no
small feeds with this option.

Clarksville £5
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SII.UGLU}SI’}_IPV Baly soueplslly 9|qesssalo

S0

Apms Apigises 410z

Post-Measures ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS - Data for Demonstrative Purposes Only
Seuthwestem Option 3 Capacity Litilization Rates with Proposed FY 2021 Capital Budget Projects - Not Test for APFQ
Chart refiects May 2018 Project jal FY 2021 reg d capacities and boundary adjustments.
pivyi Ly 02223 Z023-24 02425 Z025-25 202527 202728 2026-25 202330 Z030-31
Fi Ut Pro] % Gal. . Pro] %Ull . Pro; % Ul Pro] % Ut Pro] %Utl.  Proj % Ul Proj % Ul Fro] % Ual. Pro] % Wil Pro] % Ul
5 457 10T.B 449 1058 M7 1042 444 04T 444 1047 443 1045 442 1042 441 1040 441 104D 442 10432
BOB 1913 826 1138 B43  1i6d 867 484 888 x2S 8BS 121$ 880 1212 8B4 1218 BT 1207 853 1175
695 1044 706 1060 ¥54 1132 785 1149 B0 134T T4 112% ¥3@ 10 YAy 1107 72z 1084 737 1107
Bryant Woods ES 361 361 361 381 | 451 1248 465 1258 475 1316 478 1224 488 1355 485 1871 500 1355 508 WOT 518 1435 528 1463 534 1473
Bushy Park ES 725 725 725 725 | 597 823 563 7T 555  TI.9 544 750 530 75.1 521 719 536 759 534 737 567 752 589 512 583 504
Centennial Lane £5 B47 647 647 647 | 715 1105 716 1110 736 11m5 121 124 741 1145 757 1170 768 1167 788 1215 788 1215 801 1iaB B3 1251
Clarksville 5 543 543 543 543 | 467 860 485 912 516 835 513 944 508 837 522 96.1 520 58 517 952 531 978 527 974 529 974
Clemens Crossing ES 521 521 521 521 548 1052 595  114.2 591 1134 B80S 116 820 115.0 633 1215 660 1287 670 1285 93 1330 715 1872 727 1335
Cradlerock £S5 395 388 398 398 | 460 155 476 1188 470 1181 473 1185 473 MBS 473 185 474 1184 472 HIBS 472 1185 478 198 475 1193
Dayton Daks ES 700 700 700 700 | €67 953 0B 101.1 717 1024 782 1074  7BS 7127 807 1953 818 1159  Bi3 1164 83T 1188 854 1220 875 1250
Beep Hun ES TR0 ie 0 | BeR | 0.8 FEEETN T3S 783005 786 1045 808 107.5  B20 1085 843 544 866 1155 882 {154 ERL
Duicketls Lane ES 650 650 650 650 | S8 7S 580  G3.% 588 50.6 603 928 BOD 923 502 825 514 945 814 845 509 937 607 834 604 928
Ehkridge ES 760 750 760 750 | 893 1175 908 113.5 809 4156 508 1192 26 1218 985 1270 986 297 1057 1381 1116 458 1144 1505 1137 149.6
Forest Ridge ES 713 73 713 713 | 678 951 592 974 884 972 743 1000 740 1038 796 1115 844 1134 BBZ 1238 19 1280 842 122 956 134,1
Fullon ES B26  BD6  BU6  B26 | 1008 3227 1041 1260 1038 257 {072 3268 1070 1205 1067 1282 104 1265 1019 1234 1025 1241 1006 1218 1008 12200
Sorman Grossing ES 3 3 3 36 | 826 TI4% 850 117.0 BB 918%  BG6S 1162 861 1171 B52 1159  BGa 1174 Byl 1165 BBE 1177 BE0 1155 556 1165
Guitford ES 465 465 455 455 | 367 Ta% 3O T 346 T4 ast  7as B4 753 388 555 407 &7.5 417 9.7 430 925 436 938 433 831
Harmmend ES 653 653 G653 653 | 618 845 814 940 528 955 858 1008 896 1065 728 1145 752 4152 BO2 1228 827 1265 853 1304 866 1325
Hanover Hills 5 NS 810 810 810 810 | va@ =83 08 BT 713 2RO 706 BT2 887 £6.0 697 SEC 884 557 729 800 152 w28 747 822 137 918
Holifield Station ES 732 732 732 73z | @ 4wed 906 1zab  BB4 1208 BE2 TS 870 14t 868 1155 889 1187 BE4 1RO 82 4178 858 1172 858 1188
Jiichester ES 584 584 B4 584 | 598 1024 582  99.7 508 1041 825 T0(0 G4 095 704 1205 725 24 753 1268 760 1006 B80S 1978 BERRER
Jeffers Hill ES 421 421 421 421 | 413 981 408 959 357 .9 ags 928 LI 380 926 398 948 407 967 416 938 426 1012 431 w24
Laurel Weods ES B9 609 609 B0S 556 913 563 924 561 821 546 887 550 903 546 B2G7 555 91 554 910 555 911 556 913 580 952
Lisbon ES 527 527 527 527 | 484 918 505 958 510 96.8 518 985 523 98z 317 961 533 1011 562 1066 580 1120 584 1127 597 1933
Longfellow ES 512 512 512 517 | 438 855 452 383 458 9.4 470 918 474 926 480 957 493 975 507 9o.0 520 10156 529 1033 535 1045
Mahor Woods ES 51 681 681 B8] | B4 916 B30 925 811 Ga.r B38 957 €07 e a7 BT.7 613 900 BO7 o 615 905 821 912 €34 918
New E5 #43 NS O o o o]
New E5 #44 (] o o 4
HNow £S5 243 NS O o] o] o]
Northfield ES yoo yoe voo  vOoR 1 759 10B.4 778 772 1402 786 1137 B24 1IN B42 1203 B7S 125 889 1284 538 1340 950 1371 962 13TA
Phelps Luck ES 587 597 597 597 | 566 948 583 583 977 595 99.3 584 578 594 99.5 503 993 591 99.0 613 1027 623 1044 B30 1055
Pointers Rua ES Y44 TA4 744 TA4 | B39 1123 857 885 1150 @2 126 915 1230 §13 1327 B9S 103 B2 11TZ 841 IR0 B13 1093 785 1055
Rockbum ES 584 S84 S84 Spd | 593 1015 611 511 1046 627 1074 B3B8 10827 BS54 1120 BV 1158 &7 1159  BYS 1163 673 1152 663 1135
Running Brook ES EIE | &I5 515 G156 | 468 90.9 w71 500 971 551 107.0  EB3 114 610 1164 | Ba4 420 673 1307 T1Z 158. 724 1405 THS 408
St Johns Lane ES 612 B2 612  B12 | 726 1185 735 750 1225 768 1255 78T 1285 805 1315 B0 1317 804 1314 785 12985 TEB  ims 785 1283
Stevens Forest ES 380 330 3\0  3\0 | 414 1088 420 427 1124 44D 1158 435 1145 434 1142 435 145 439 1155 439 1155 438 1953 433 1155
Swansfield ES A B84 B84 BU4  BU4 | 547 Tab 538 53 772 538 778 B35 7.1 542 781 545 TR.5 555 00 572 824 582 830 591 8532
Talbott Springs ES 377377 540 540 | 465 1233 442 426 THS 405 752 408 757 422 781 425 7ET 439 813 458 543 477 853 487 0.2
Thunder Hill £5 505 A0S 50§ 509 | 0B 996 487 485 953 A&7 917 366 516 468 519 367 917 89 961 4S8 960 T 1004 576 1014
Triadelphia Ridge ES 506 506 506 506 | 542 B3 541 551 90.9 554 914 552 §1.1 565 34 565 932 562 927 558 921 542 334 529 V.3
Veterans ES 798 79% 798 798 | 822 1029 808 799 1000 784 994 831 1003 800 10O, 830 1039 857 1085 867 10BS  BBE 1086 864 1081
Waterioo £S5 603 603 603 603 | 548 309 525 521 &6a 486 808 508 8a2 51 861 526 572 531 88 557 924 569 ©dd 573 950
\Vaverty ES A _7BB 7B 7B  7EB | BEE 1124 890 594 113.5 899 114 918 1765 912 1157 898 1140 908 3150 907 1154 B9S 1140 882 1719
Wesl Frendship £5 TS T C T S P 50 B2 .G ABI  iTG | BaZ 1285 BBL Ashh | Sf1 1374 BBl i4na 507 145 613 3461 517 1490
\Worthington ES 515 515 515 515 | 458 .2 457 459 k9. 468 91.9 492 955 515 1000 531 1031 607 17.5 550 1282 661 1283 541 1245
Countywide Totals 26576 25576 25730 5730 | 26784 10G.6 26099 TUZ0 26260 102U 26606 1034 27000 1025 27481 10AL  27ESb 1054  Desab 1050 28911 1077 20135 1080 20094 1065

‘A’ ncludes additions as proposed for FY 2021 CIP for grades K-5

NS’ New School propesed for FY 2021 Capital Budget

'R’ Replacernent School proposed for FY 2021 Capital Budget

Coler coding has been updated to align with the definition of target utilization (between 80-110% utilization) as outlined in Policy 8010, Blue is under target ulilization, green is within target utilization and red is over target utilization.
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

[Elamentary Schgol Summary Current  Aggregate Plan Assessment Criteria
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 2 Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
Years between 90-110% # of Schoots Weak;:Zi Tg 406 STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
: NEGLE-GIBLE WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
# O; i?gﬁtﬁ;rﬁgig:‘zg :ﬁ g Mean reduced by 100 or more =
Proximity to school Mean 5789 5805 STRENGTH,; increased by 100 or more =

WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
{smaller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE g

# of Smalt Feeds 17 17 "After" count iower than "Before" =

Small '(‘fjsnj:;";sfjs)}:ee‘is NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH; "After" higher =
° WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
# of Double Small Feeds 1 1 "After" count lower than "Before" =

Double Small Feed NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Number of "Islands" 5 6 ' "After" count lower than "Before" =

Non-contiguous Attendance STRENGTH: "After” higher =

Areas WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
Number NA 0
Students moved within 5 yrs of % of Enrollment  NA 0.0%
last ES move 0
Number moved in NA 86 Take into account the correfation
Number moved out NA - g6 hetween the number of siudents moved,

the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those results are expected io be
maintained,

Students Moved

Strength Neglligible

Foresceable Attendance Area Adjustments 106



2019 Feasibility Study

Howard County Public School System

Bafare Afler Before Aller
Midgle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed Middle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnie Branch MS  lichester ES 47,7%  lichester ES 47.7%| |Lake Elkhom MS Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradierock ES 41.1%,
Jeffers Hill E5 Lot Jeffers Hit ES % Guilford ES 26.5%  Gullford ES 26.6%
Phelps Luck £8 45,9%  Pheips Luck £8 45,9%) Jeffers Hill ES 24.1%  Jeffers HIll 23 24,1%
Rockburn ES i Rockburn ES %, Talbost Springs ES %! Talboll Springs ES %)
Walerloo ES Walerloo ES 0%

Burleigh Manor M8 Cenlennlal Lane ES 58,3%  Centenniai Lane ES  58.3%| [Uime Kiln MS Dayton Ozks ES 21.8% Daylon Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.4% Fulion ES £8.6% Fuilon ES 58.6%
Nerihfield ES Northfleld 28 15.4% Polnters Run £3 13.5%: Polnters Run ES 13.5%
Triadelphia Ridge ES Tradelphla Ridge E5 %
Clarksville MS Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksville ES 49.3%| |Mayfield Woods MS Bellows Spring ES 29,5%  Bellows Spring £5 29.6%
Pointers Run ES 53.8%  Polnters Run £5 50.7% Deep Run ES 42.4% DeegpRun ES 42.4%
Jefers Hitl ES ©10.0%  Jeffers HIl £S S0.0%
Waterloo ES 18.1%  Walsereo E8 18.1%
Bundoggin M3 Helliftetd Station ES Hollifield Station: ES Mount View MS Manor Woads ES 22.3%  Manor Woods £S5 22,3%
Nerthfield £3 Northfield £5 Waverly ES 46.8%  Waverdy ES A6.8%
St Johins Lane E5 St Johns Lane ES Wast Friendship E£5 30.8% Wesl Friendship ES 30.9%
Trander Hi#l ES Thunder Hill ES
Veterans £S Velerans ES
Elksddge LandingMS  Elksidge ES 65.8%  Elkridge ES £5.8%]| {Murray Bil M5 Gorman Crossing ES  54.4%  Gorman Crossing £S 54.4%
Rockburn ES 34.2%  Rockburn ES 34.2% Laurel Woods ES 45.6%  Laurel Woods £§ 46.6%
Elffcott Mills M5 Trunder Hill ES 20.7%  Thunder HIIES 20.7%] [Cakland Mills MS Afhcltor ES 2% Atholton ES i
Veterans ES 26,8%  Velerans ES 26.9% Stevens Forest ES 410%  Stevens Forest ES 41.0%
Waterloo ES 17.9%  Waterloo ES i7.9% Taloolt Springs ES 35.1%  Talboll Springs ES 35.1%
Worthington ES 34.5%  Worthington ES 34.5% Thunder Hill ES “14:6%: Thunder Hill ES VA48%
Folly Quarier MS Bushy Park ES 18.9%  Bushy Park ES Patapsco M5 Hollfleld Station ES 48.1%  Hoilifield Station £3 48,1%
Clarksville ES FOAY%  Clarksville ES i StJohns Lana ES 40,5%  StJohns Lane ES 40.6%
Dayton Oaks ES 0.89%  Daylon Qaks ES 9% Waverly ES 11.3%  Waverly ES 11.3%
Triadelphia Rldge ES  §0.1%  Triadelphla Rldge ES  50.1%
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 48.2%| [Patuxent Valley MS Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%  Bollman Bridge ES 49,3%
Lishon ES 51.8%  Liston ES 51.8% Fores! Ridge ES8 EC.7% Forest Ridge ES 50.7%
Hammond M8 Atholten ES 25.8%  Atholton ES 25.8%/| [Thomas Viaduct MS Bellows Spring ES 10.6%: Bellows Spring £5 10.6%
Fulion ES 160%  Fullon ES 16.0% Ducketls Lane ES 359%  Duckelts Lane ES 35.8%
Gullford 23 00%  Guilford ES 0.0% Guilford S LB0% Gullford£8 9.0%
Hammond ES §8.2%  Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills £ES 44.5%  Hanover Hills ES 44.6%
Harmpers Cholee M8 Longfellow ES 39.9%  Longfeliow ES 38.8%| fWiide Lake MS Bryan{ Woods ES 34.8%  Bryant Woods ES 34.6%
Swansfield ES 60.1%  Swansfield ES 650.1% Clemens Crossing ES  29.4%  Clemens Crossing ES 29.4%
Ruanlag Brook ES 36.0%  Running Brook ES 36.0%
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Atholton ES
Beltows Spring ES
Bollman Bridge ES
Bryant Woods ES
Bushy Park ES
Centennial Lane ES
Clarksville ES
Clernens Crossing ES
Cradlerock E5
Dayton Qaks ES
Deep Run £S
Ducketts Lane ES
Elksidge ES

Forest Ridge ES
Fuiton ES

Gorman Crossing ES
Guilford ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hiils ES
Hollifield Station ES
lichester ES

Jeffers HUlES .
Laurel Woods ES
Lishon ES
Longfellow ES
Maner Woods ES
Nerthfleld ES
Phelps Luck ES
Pointers Run ES
Rockburn ES
Running Brook ES
St lohns Lane ES
Stavens Forest ES
Swansfleld ES
Talbott Springs €S
Thunder Hijt £5
Triadelphia Ridge ES
Veterans £S
Waterloo ES
Waverly ES

West Friendship £S
Worthington £5

Coumntywide Average . '+~

Ametican Indian or

Alaska Native

Base Propoied
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=h%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

1 <=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% «<=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5%.

Aslan
Base Proposed
8% 8%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 14%
50% 50%
56% 53%
15% 15%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
18% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
29% 29%
16% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
45% 45%
27% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% 47%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 33%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 35%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
19% 19%
29% 29%
52% 52%
23% 23%
49% 49%
22% 22%
35% 39%
- 22%

Black er African
American
Base Proposed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 55%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
8% 8%
17% 17%
48% 48%
0% 10%
5% 15%
39% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
33% 33%
47% 47%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% 15%
6% 6%
38% 3B%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 33%
9% 9%
9% 5%
38% 38%
9% 9%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
40% 40%
55% 55%
40% 40%
27% 27%
8% 8%
14% 149%
29% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%

L 25% ..

Hative Hawalizn or Other

Paclfic Isiander

Base Fropused
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
S<=5%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Hispanic
Base Proposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%

<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
% 5%
16% 16%
<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
8% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
12% 12%
129 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 23%
<=5% =5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
25% 29%
18% 18%
25% 25%
8% 8%
7% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <u5%
12% .-

Two or more
Base Propoted
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
8% B%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
<=b5% <u5%
6% 6%
9% 9%
0% 6%
7% 7%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% 6%
7% 1%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
6% 6%

7%

White
Base Propoied
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 20%
2% 72%
33% 33%
27% 31%
A8% 48%
21% 21%
59% 59%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 2i%
4% 41%
20% 20%
15% 19%
37% 3%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%
79% 79%
23% 23%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
48% AB%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 43%
14% 14%
15% 15%
24% 24%
3% 37%
47% 47%
25% 25%
36% 36%
37% 37%
65% 65%
A44% A44%
o 34%
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% ESOL Participation

Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5%
Cradlerock ES 8% 8%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5%
Deep Run ES 23% 23%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16%
Elkridge £S 6% 6%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 5%
Fulton ES 6% 6%
Gorman Crossing ES 7% 7%
Guilford ES 7% 7%
Hammond ES 6% 6%
Hanover Hilis ES i1% 11%
Hotlifield Station ES 13% 13%
lichester ES <=5% <=5%
Jeffers HHl ES 9% 9%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13%
Lisbon ES <=5% <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5%
Manor Woaods ES 8% 8%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5%
Phelps Luck ES 17% 17%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% <=5%
Running Brook ES 6% 6%
St Johns Lane ES <=K% <=5%
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20%
Swansfield ES 8% 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12%
Thunder Hill ES 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterloo ES 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% <=5%
Countywide Average == Lo 7% o

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Southwestern 3

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES 15% 47% 58%
Bellows Spring ES 17% 63% 59%
Bollman Bridge ES 50% 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 51% 37% 45%
Bushy Park ES ' <=5% 76% 74%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82%
Clarksville ES <=5% 82% 89%
Clemens Crossing ES - 13% 66% 63%
Cradlerock ES 55% 35% 26%
Daylton Qaks ES <=5% 69% 77%
Deep Run ES 54% 37% 40%
Ducketts Lane ES 53% 41% 40%
Elkridge ES 32% 44% 47%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50%
Fulton ES <=5% 70% 77%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 59%
Guilford ES 45% 38% 36%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60%
Hanover Hifls ES 37% 43% 47%
Hollifield Station ES 24% 54% 56%
lichester ES <=5% 84% 77%
Jeffers Hill ES 35% 43% 35%
Lauret Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 49% 50% 50%
Manor Woods ES 8% 68% 72%
Nerthfield ES 11% 62% 65%
Phetps Luck ES 63% 36% 35%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 72% 81%
Rockburn ES _ 6% 65% 70%
Running Brook ES 52% | 32% ) 34%
St Johns Lane ES 9% 63% |  64%
Stevens Forest ES 65% 33% 30%
Swansfield ES 61% 1 29% 34%
Talbott Springs ES 49% 53% 46%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 1 6% 63%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% ] 1% ~ 80%
VeteransES _ 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66%
Waverly S <=5% 76% 79%
West Friendship ES 6% 70% 66%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% 72%
System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

Columbia-area elementary schools

This section focuses on how to best utilize several recent capacity projects to address crowding at
Bryant Woods ES and Clemens Crossing ES. Both schools are projected to continue to be above
target utilization. Options to relieve these two schools through boundary adjustments are complicated
by middle school feeds and walk areas. Swansfield ES is the school in this area with available capacity,
but it feeds to Harper's Choice MS, while Bryant Woods ES (along with Running Brook ES and Clemens
Crossing ES) feed to Wilde Lake MS. Because of this feed alignment, options should anticipate
changes to middle school boundaries.

Columbia Option 1:

Adjustments to the Bryant Woods ES attendance area are needed to alleviate crowding. This option
prevides relief to Bryant Woods ES and Clemens Crossing ES utilizing Longfellow ES and Swansfield
ES. Polygons 268, 1268 and 1142 are walkers to their current elementary assignments and can walk to
their proposed assignments. Compromises in this option include creating a small feed at Wilde Lake
MS from Longfellow ES and reassigning a neighborhood that was reassigned to Harper's Choice MS
for the SY 2018-2019. Capacity exists at the middle school level to improve small feeds.

Bryant WoodsES  |ClemensCrossing€S | 42 | 4133,5133
Bryant Woods S |longfellowEs | e | 68,1268
Clemens Crossing ES  |SwansfieldéS | 80 | 134,11342134
Longfellow ES |Swansfield ES o7 1142

Wilde | 34, 1134, 213

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments 1
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Current

Howard County Public Schoo

Aggregate Plan
4

# of Schools Strengthened  NA
# of Schools Weakened  NA a
- 0,
Years between 90-110% Mean 4.2 48
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Sirengthened  NA 3
Proximity to school # of Schools Weakened  NA 1
Mean 5789 5769
{smaller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE
Small M3 from ES Feeds
(under 15%)
# of Double Small Feeds 1 1
Double Smalt Feod NEGLIGIBLE
" Number of "Islands” 5 5
Non-contiguous Attendance NEGLIGIBLE
Aroas
Mumber  NA 47
Estimated Students moved % of Enroliment  NA 0.2%
within & yrs of Jast ES move
MNumber movedin ~ NA 285
Number moved out  NA 285
Students Moved
Strength Negligible
Middis Schiool Summary Current  Aggregate Plan
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 1
Years hetween 80-110% # of Schools Weakened  NA 0
Mean 6.7 6.7
NEGLIGIBLE
# of Schools Sfrengthened  NA 1
. # of Schools Weakened  NA 1
Proximity to school Mean 8322 8327
(smaller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE

Smak MS from ES Feeds
{under 15%}

Bouble Small Feed

Non-contiguous Aftendance
Areas

Estimated Students moved
within 2 yrs of last MS move

Students Moved

#of Small Feeds 17

# of Double Small Feeds 1

Number of "lslands" 0
Number NA
% of Enrollment  NA
Number movedin  NA
Number moved out  NA

NEGLIGIBLE

0
NEGLIGIBLE

it
0.1%

51

Strength

Foreseeable Attendance Are

Negliglble

REVISED

a Adjustments 116

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 160 or mere =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Feed Information in middle and high
schoo] sections,

“After” count lower than "Before"
STRENGTH; "Afier” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Befora" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligihle

Take inte account the correlation
between the number of students moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length,
of ime those results are expected fo be
maintainad,

Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH,; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS,; ctherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; “Afler® higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before”
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS: otherwise Negligible

"After” count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After* higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take inte account the correlation
befween the number of students moved,
the outcomes of ather standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those resulis are expecied to be
raintained,

I System
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Howard County Public School System

Before After Befere After
Middie School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schools Feed Middle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnle Branch MS  lichester ES 47,7%  lichesier ES Lake Elkhom MS Cradierock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES 41.1%
Jotfers HIES 2%  Jeffers Hill ES Guilferd £8 26.5%  Guiliord ES 26.5%
Phelps Luck ES ©  Phelps Luck ES Jeffers Hill ES Jeffers HIl £ 24.1%
Rockbum ES % Rockbum ES Talbolt Springs ES Talbodl Springs £5 [ H3%)
Waterloo ES 0.0%  Walerloo ES
Burleigh Manor M8 Centennfai Lane ES  §6.3%  Cenlennial Lane ES  56.3%{ [Lime Klin MS Dayton Oaks ES 27.8% Daylen Ozaks ES 278%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.1% Fulton ES 58.8%  FultonES 588%
Nerihfield ES %  Norhfield ES 16.4% Pointers Run ES 113.5%  Polnters Run ES CH35%
Triadeiphla Ridge ES §i§%! Trladelphia Ridge ES %
Clarksvilla MS Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksville ES 46 2% [Mayfield Woods MS Bellows Spring ES 29.5%  Bellows Spring ES 295%
Pointers Run ES 53.8%  Polaters Run ES 53.8% Deep Run ES 424% Deep Run ES 42.4%
Jeffers HIll ES 10.0%:  Jeflers HIll ES 10.0%
Walerloo ES 18.1% Woataerloc ES 18.1%
Dunfoggin MS ollifield Siation ES Hollifteld Stallon ES Mount View MS Manor Woods ES 223%  Manor Woods ES 22.3%
Norhfleld ES Northfield £5 Waverly ES 468%  Waverly £8 46 8%
St Johns Lane ES K St Johns Lane ES Wesl Friendshlp ES 30.6%  West Friendship ES 30.9%
Thurder Hill ES : Thunder Hill ES
Velerans ES 318% Veterans ES
Elkridge Landiag M8 Elkddge ES 65.8%  Elkridge ES 65.8%| [Murray Hiit MS Gorman Crossing 85 544%  Gorman Crossing £S 54.4%
Rockbumn ES 34.2%  Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woods £S 45.6%  Laurel Woods ES 45.6%
Elllceit Mills MS Thunder HIll ES 20.7%  Thunder Hil ES 20.7%] [Oakland Mils MS Atolton £ES [ 9:2% Atholten ES 205
Velerans ES 269%  Veterans ES 26.9% Stevens Forest ES 41,0%  Stevens Forest ES 41.0%
Walerloo ES 17.9%  Waterloo ES 17.9% Talbott Springs ES 36.1%  Talboll Springs ES 35.1%
Worthington £5 45%  Worlhinglon £5 34.5% Thunger Hl ES 14.6%:  Thunder Hill ES 14.6%
Folly Quarler MS Bushy Park ES Bushy Park ES 8%| |Patapsco MS Hollifield Sialion ES 48.1%  Hellifield Stalion ES 48,1%
Clarksvilla ES Clarksville ES A% St Johns Lane ES 40.6% St Johns bane ES 40.6%
Dayton Oaks ES . Daylon Oaks ES 30.9%| Waverly ES i118% Waverly ES 11.3%
Triadelphla Ridge ES  £0.1%  Tradelphia Ridge ES  60.1%
Glenwood MBS Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 48.2%)| |Paluxent Vallay MS Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%  Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%
Lisbon E8 51.8% Lisbon ES 51.6% Forest Ridge £5 50.7% Fores| Ridge ES 50.7%
Hammond MS Athollon ES 25.8%  Athoiton ES 25.8%| [Thomas Viaduct MS Bellows Spring ES 11106%:  Bellows Spring ES
Fufton ES 16.0% Fullon ES 18.0%| Duckells Lane ES 35.9% Duckells Lane ES
Guiiord ES 0.0% Guliford ES 0.0% Guiiford ES Eraiest  Guilford ES
Hammond ES 58.2% Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES 44.5%  Hanover Hliis ES
Harpers Cholee MS  Longfellow ES 39.8% Longlellow ES 30,3%| Wilde Lake MS Bryant Woods ES 34.6%  Biryant Woeds ES 25.2%
Swansfield S 60.1%  Swansfield ES 69.7% Clemens Crossing ES 29.4%  Clemens Crossing ES |
Running Brook ES 38.0%  Longfellow ES E 8%
Running Brook ES 3T 4%
Foreseceable Attendance Area Adjustments 117
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Before After Before Afler
High School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schoois Feed High Scheol Feeding Schocls Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Atholton HS Ciarksville MS - 34.0%  Clarksville MS 34.0%] [Marriotis Ridge HS  Burleigh Maner MS 18.2%  Burleigh Manor MS 18.2%
Hammend MS £13.0%  Hammond MS £13.0% Mount View MS 81.8%  Mount View MS B1.8%
Murray Hill MS 21.1%  Murray Hill MS 21.1%
Witde Lake MS 31.9%  Wilde Lake MS 31.8%
Centennial HS Burleigh Manor MS  51.3%  Burleigh Manor MS 51.3%| [Mt Hebron HS Dunleggin MS 17.2%  Dunioggin MS 17.2%
Dunloggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggin MS 23.4% Ellicott Mikis MS 21.6%  Ellicoft Mills MS 21.6%
Ellicot Mills M3 253%  EBicott Mills MS 25.3% Patapsco MS 61.2% Patapsco MS 61.2%
Glenglg H3 Foily Quarter MS 38.6%  Folly Quarer MS 38.6%]| jOakiand Milis HS Lake Elkhorn MS 46.7%  Lake Elkhorn MS 46.7%
Gienwocd MS 61.4%  Glenwood MS 81.4% Oakland Mills MS 53.3%  Oakland Mills MS 53.3%
Hammend HS Hammond MS 26.6%  Hammond MS - 26.6%| [Reservolr HS Hammond MS £115%!  Hammond MS £11.6%!
Lake Elkhorn MS “11.9%  Lake Elkhorn MS 1:11.9% Lime Kiln MS 33.0%  Lime Kiln MS 33.0%
Paltuxent Valley MS  44.8%  Patuxent Valley M5  44.8% Murray Hill MS 41.8%  Murray Hili MS 41.9%
Themas Viaduct M5 16.7%  Thomas Viaduct MS  1867% Patuxeni Valley MS 1 13.7%: Patuxent Valiey MS 13.9%
Howard HS Bonnie Branch MS 356.2%  Bonnie Branch MS 35.2%| River Hll HS Clarksville MS 48.0%  Clarksville MS 46.0%
Eikridge Landing MS  457%  Elkrdge Landing MS  457% Folly Quarter MS 32.9%  Foily Quarter MS 32.9%
Eilicott Mills MS Eflicott Milis MS 18.7% Lime Kiin MS 21.1%  Lime Kln MS 21.1%
Mayfield Woods MS Mayfiald Woods MS  §
Long Reach HS Bonnie Branch M8 | :  Bonnle Branch MS | Wilde Lake HS Dunioggin MS L11.0%  Dunloggin MS i 11.0%
Elkridge Landing MS ¢ Elkridge Landing MS & 9.0% Harpers Choice MS 51.1%  Harpers Choice MS 52.6%
Mayfield Woods MS 48.7%  Mayfield Woods MS  49.7% Wilde Lake MS 37.9%  Wilde Lake MS 36.4%
Thomas Viaduct MS  30.0%  Thomas Viaduct MS  30.0%
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Atholton ES
Bellows Spring £S
Bollman Bridge ES
Bryant Woods ES
Bushy Park ES
Centenntai Lane ES
Clarksville ES
Clemens Crossing ES
Cradlerock ES
Baytan Oaks ES
Beep Run ES
Bucketts Lane ES
gikridge ES

Forest Ridge ES
Fultan €8

Gorman Crossing ES
Gutford €S
Hammond ES
Hanover Hils ES
Hotlifield Station ES
tichester ES

Jeffers HIIl ES
Laurel Woods ES
Lisbon £S
Longfellow ES
Manor Woods £5
Northfleld ES
Phelps Luck ES
Polngers Run ES
Rockburn ES
Running Brook ES
St Johns Lane ES
Stevens Forest ES
Swansfield ES
Talbott Springs ES
Thunder HiYl £5
Triadelphia Ridge ES
Veterans £S
Waterloo ES
Waverly ES

West Friendship ES
Worthington ES

Countywide Average -

American Indlan or

Alaska Native

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% «=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
o .<'=5% B

Asian
Base Propused
8% B%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=h% <=5%
14% 14%
50% 50%
56% 56%
15% 15%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
18% 18%
23% 23%
31% 31%
25% 29%
16% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
45% 45%
27% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
47% 47%
27% 27%
6% 6%
33% 33%
19% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 35%
6% 5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
19% 19%
29% 29%
52% 52%
23% 23%
A9% 49%
22% 22%
39% 39%
: _.22% AR

Black or African
American
Base Propased
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 8%
55% 54%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
8% 8%
17% 17%
48% 48%
10% 10%
15% 15%
39% 39%
27% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
3% 33%
47% 47%
29% 29%
38% 8%
15% 15%
6% 6%
8% 38%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 35%
9% 9%
9% 024
38% 38%
9% 9%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
40% A0%
55% 52%
4G% A0%
27% 27%
8% 8%
14% 14%
25% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
T gmm

Natlve Hawailan or Other
Pacific lsfander

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
gmBly

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Rispanic
Base Proposed
10% 10%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 11%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
9% 11%
16% 16%
«<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
8% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 11%
12% 12%
12% 12%
15% 15%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
8% 8%
23% 18%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=0% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 29%
18% 19%
25% 25%
8% 8%
7% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
IEERRREY - IR

Two ar more
Base Proposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 10%
<=5% <=5%
7% T%
<=5% <=5%
11% 9%
8% 8%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
% %
10% 10%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
9% 9%
6% 6%
7% 7%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
9% S%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% %
B% 8%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
7% 8%
7% 7%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
0% 6%
e

White
Base Propesed
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 21%
72% 7%
33% 33%
27% 27%
A48% 48%
2i% 21%
59% 59%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% 41%
20% 20%
18% 19%
37% 37%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%
79% 75%
23% 24%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
49% 49%
55% 5h%
18% 18%
43% 43%
14% 14%
15% 16%
24% 24%
37% 37%
47% 47%
25% 25%
36% 36%
37% 37%
65% 65%
44% 44%

3%




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

Amerlcan Indian or Black or African Hathve Hswalian or Other Pacih
ethie s o or Ofher Pacinc Hispanic Two or mere White

Alaska Natlve Astan American blander

!M!d Base Proposed Base Proposed Base  Proposed) Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed] Base  Proposed
Bonnie Branch MS <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 15% 15% 7% 7% 35% 35%
Burlelgh Manor MS <=5% <=b% 48% 48% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=h% <=5% 6% 6% 29% 29%
Clarksville MS <=5% <=5% 40% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% a5% 45%
Dunioggin MS <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 16% 16% <=5% <=5% B% 8% <=5% <=5% 39% 39%
Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 23% 23% <=5% <=5% B% 5% 6% 6% A6% 46%
Elligott Mills MS <=5% <=5% 32% 32% 14% 14% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Fally Quarter MS <=5% <=5% 27% 27% 5% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=53% 57% 57%
Glenwood MS <=5% <=5% B% 8% 6% 8% <=5% <=b% 7% 7% <=5% <=5% 75% 75%
Hammaond MS <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% B% 8% 8% 8% 45% 45%
Harpers Choice M5 <=5% <=5% 8% 9% 50% 50% <=5% <=5% 16% 15% 8% 8% 18% 17%
Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 7% 7% 14% 14%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5% 28% 28% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 50% 50%
Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
Moung View M5 <=5% <=5% 36% 36% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 49% 49%
Murray Hill 315 <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 13%
Dakland Mills MS <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 37% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% 10% 10% 27% 27%
Patapsco M$ <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 11% 11% <=5% <=5% 9% 9% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5% 17% 17% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 21% 21%
Thomas Viaduct M5 <=5% <=5% 14% 14% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% <=5% «<=5% 18% 18%
Wilde Lake MS <=5% <=5% 8% 7% 47% 46% <=5% <=5% 11% 12% 9% 8% 25% 26%
‘Countywlde Average ... <=5% e oo BARD s B8 e &R A% 8% B0

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

% ESOL Participation

S Base Proposed

Atholton ES <=5% <=5%

Beliows Spring ES 9% 9%

Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%

Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%

Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%

Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%

Clarksville ES 6% 6%

Clemens Crossing ES <=5% - <=5%

Cradlerock ES 8% 8%

Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5% o _ % ESOL Participation
Deep Run ES 239 23% School | Base Proposed
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16% Bonnie Branch MS 6% 6%
Elkridge ES 6% 6% Burleigh Manor MS <=5% <=5%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9% Clarksville MS <=5% <=5%
Fulton ES 6% 6% Dunloggin MS <=5% <=5%
Gorman Crossing ES 7% 7% Elkridge Landing MiS <=5% <=5%
Guilford ES 7% 7% Eilicott Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Hammond ES ' 6% 6% Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%
Hanover Hills ES 11% 11% Glenwood MS <=5% <=5%
Hollifteld Station ES 13% 13% Hammond MS <=5% <=5%
lichester ES <=5% <=5% Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5%
Jeffers Hill £S 9% 9% Lake Elkhorn MS <=5% <=5%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13% Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5%
Lisbon ES <=5% <=5% Mayfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5% Mount View MS <=5% <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 8% Murray Hill MS <=5% <=5%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5% Oakland Mills MS <=5% <=5%
Phelps Luck ES 17% 17% Patapsco MS <=5% <=5%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5% Patuxent Valley MS <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% <=5% Thomas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Running Brook ES 6% 6% Wilde Lake MS <=5% <=5%
St Johns Lane ES <=5% <=5% Countywide Average - <=B%
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20%

Swansfield ES 8% 8% See page 35 for information about the data
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12% used in these reports.

Thunder Hill £S 6% 6%

Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%

Veterans ES 10% 160%

Waterloo ES 8% 8%

Waverly ES <=5% <=5%

West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%

Worthington ES <=5% <=5%

Countywide Average = 7%
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

FARM/Test Data Columbia 1

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES 15% A7% 58%
Bellows Spring ES 17% 63% 59%
Bollman Bridge ES 50% 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 52% 37% 47%
Bushy Park ES <=5% 76% 74%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82%
Clarksville ES <=5% 83% 89%
Clemens Crossing ES 12% 67% 65%
Cradierock ES 55% 35% 26%
Dayton Qaks ES <=5% 69% 77%
Deep Run ES 549% 37% 40%
Ducketts Lane ES 53% 41% 40%
Elkridge ES 32% 44% 47%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50%
Fulton ES <=5% | 70% 77%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 59%
Guitford ES 45% 38% 36%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60%
Hanover Hills ES 37% 43% 47%
Hollifield Station ES 24% 54% 56%
lchester ES <=5% 84% 77%
Jeffers Hill ES 35% 43% 35%
Laurel Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 43% 50% 529%
Manor Woods ES 8% 68% 72%
Northfieid ES 11% 62% 65%
Phelps Luck £S 63% 36% 35%
Pointers Run ES <=5% 72% | 82%
Rockburn ES 6% 65% 70%
Running Brook £S 52% 32% _34%
st Johns Lane ES ' 9% 63% 64%
Stevens Forest ES 65% 33% ' - 30%
Swansfield ES 61% 31% 34%
Talbott Springs ES 49% 53% 46%
Thunder Hili ES 21% 62% 63%
Triadelphia Ridge ES _ <=5% 71% 80%
Veterans ES 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66%
Waverly ES <=5% 76% 79%
West Friendship ES 5% 70% 66%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% 72%
System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Columbia 1

School Name ~ FARM  PARCC-Read  PARCC-Math
Bonnie Branch MS B " 1 32% 49% 49%
BurleighManorMs |~ 11% |  7e% | 74%
Clarksville M5 I s% 8% | 84/
Elkridge landingMs | ,,,,,21% U T s Y 44%,,__,__,_(_,__},”_,
Ellicott Mills MS _____ 11% : 65% 66%
Folly QuarterMs | <=h% | 69% | 76%
Glenwood MS 7% 63% 60%
Hammond MS 19% 62% 55%
Harpers Choice MS 9% | 30% | 29%
Lake Elkhorn MS 52% 35% 27%
time Kiln MS | <=5% 72% 70%
Mayfield Woads MS 43% 43% 37%
Mount View MS 5% 76% L TT%
MurrayHillMs | 38% | 47% 41%
Oakland Mills MS 48% 38% 34%
PatapscoMs 16% 57% 64%
Patuxent Valley MS 37% 44% 3%
Thomas Viaduct MS 45% 38% 29%
Wilde Lake MS 48% 44% 34%
System-wide total o 25%  57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report,
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Columbia Option #2:

This option utilizes available capacity at Swansfield ES to relieve Bryant Woods ES using Longfellow ES
as a pass through. Relief is also provided for Clemens Crossing ES. All impacted schoals are within
target utilization until Y 2026-2027,

Polygons 268, 1268 and 1142 are walkers to their current elementary assignments and can walk

to their proposed assignments. Three of the four impacted schools get closer to the countywide
average in Free and Reduced-Price Meals participation percentage. Middle school capacity exists to
accommodate small feed reassignments but these adjustments may impact neighborhoods that were
reassigned for SY 2018-2019.

oryantWoodsES  [longfelowes | s | oegue |
{Clemens Cmss‘”g ES &..,ESWE‘”Sf'EJd ES .. 8 . 134 1134 2134 .
Longfellow ES 'Swansfield ES |

1
I
I
|

268, 1268

__,W|Ide Lake 'MS
=Harpers Choice MS

Harpers C.holce MS
WlEde Lake MS
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Post-Measures
Columbis Option 2

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS - Datz for Demonstrative Purpeses Only

Capacity Utilization Rates with Propesed Y 2021 Capital Budge! Projecis - Not Test for APFO

vested caﬁclties and bounda% adiustments.

Chart reflects May 2019 Projections, potential FY 2021 re
“"‘“‘“‘“““““‘“‘“‘“‘““%ﬁ‘“ﬁ““““ﬁpam - TRLAS iy ZOToET Z027 28 pirpdiars] 202530 203001
School 2020 2021 2022 2023 | Frej v UnL Proj] % Ul Proj % UL Proj % Uil Proj % LAl Proj % UAL Proj % UtIL Proj % UtL Praj % Uil Proj % Util. RN
Atholton ES 424 424 424 424 461 1087 457 1078 449 1059 442 1042 444 1047 444 1047 443 1045 442 1042 441 1040 447 1040 442 1042
isellows Spring £5 726 726 726 726 767 1056 808 1173 826 1138 843 1164 867 1194 ggg 1225 885 1219 880 1212 884 1218 8§78 1207 8§53 1175
Bollman Bridge ES 856 EEE 665 666 683 1026 895 1044 708 1050 754 1152 765 1143 TED 1143 747 1122 735 1110 737 107 722 1084 737 1107
Bryant Woods ES 367 361 361 361 39 694 370 02s 378 1047 380 1053 350 108.0 395 1094 388 1105 408 1122 413 1144 421 1168 425 17T
Bushy Park ES 725 725 725 725 587 823 563 VI 565 778 544 750 530 731 521 71w 535 739 534 37 567  TEZ 585 &1z 583 0.4
Centennial Lane &S 647 647 647 847 AP E] 718 1110 736 1135 77 1124 74T 1145 757 G170 768 Tisd 78R iZLE 788 1218 801 238 803 124.1
Clarksville ES 543 543 543 543 3B 702 388 7135 T des 367 678 384 ET.0 T seE 380 7O 379 HeB 396 T3S 400 3T 406 Fa8
Clernens Crossing ES 521 521 521 521 468 898 508 975 507 973 518 998 531 1018 544 1044 567 1088 575 1104 535 1142 514 T117.9 625 1200
Cradlerock ES 398 368 388 398 460 1156 475 1183 470 1181 472 1188 472 11838 473 1188 474 1190 472 1186 472 1186 478 1125 475 1193
Dayton Ozks ES 700 760 700 700 667 853 708 101.1 7171024 752 1074 788 diz7 867 1153 818 1188 815 1154 837 1188 854 1220 875 125.0
Dezp Run ES 750 750 750 750 682 0.9 713 951 FESEEEE] 782 1003 7E6 1048 808 1075 §20 1093 843 1124 868 1150 892 198.9 805  120.7
Ducketts Lane ES 850 €50 650 550 869 B7.S 580 882 588 906 603 928 600 923 662 925 614 945 614 845 808 937 807 934 604 928
Eleridge ES 750 760 760 780 8g3 1175 808 1195 208 1196 06 1192 926 1218 955 1LT.0 988 1287 1057 13841 1116 1468 1144 1505 1137 1496
Forest Ridge ES 713 713 713 713 E78 951 892  97.1 694 973 713 1000 740 1038 786 1116 844 4164 883 1238 918 1259 842 1321 955 1341
Fulton ES 526 £826 826 828 | 1009 222 1041 1250 1038 1257 1072 208 1070 1295 1067 4262 1048 5265.8 1015 1234 1026 124.1 1008 1218 1008 220
Gorman Crossing £ 735 735 735 738 826 1iZ4 B&D 11/.C 878 119.5 865 118.2 881 171 852 115 863 17/4 871 1185 g6s 1147 B850 1355 858 1165
Guilford ES 465 465 465 485 sy T8 |0 T4 346 T 381 TEE 364 8.3 BR 236 407 375 417 897 430 825 435 838 433 831
Hammond E8 853 653 B53 653 618 546 814 540 626 959 658 1008 696 1065 728 1115 752 1152 802 1228 827 1265 853 1306 866 1328
Hanover Hilis ES NS 810 810 810 516 723 833 705 BT.D 713 =80 708 B2 687 &5.0 697 &G0 6584 857 728 800 752 928 74T 922 737 S0
Hollfield Station ES 732 732 732 732 923  126.1 806 1738 8B4 _3Z0.8 862 1178 870 118.8 868 1186 866 1187 864 113.0 852 117.8 858 1172 865 1138
llchester ES 584 SE4 S84 584 588 W0zZ.4 587 997 508 1041 625" 1070 641 1095 704 1205 725 1241 753 zZBm 780 1338 805 1378 8156 139.56
Jeffers Hill ES 421 421 421 421 413 881 408 869 387 914 3585 838 388 824 /0 925 398 848 407 8B.7 416 988 426 1012 431 1024
Laurel Woods ES 609 608 608 509 856 $1.3 563 924 581 921 546 827 550 903 546 847 555 511 554 910 555 211 556 913 580 4952
Lisban ES 527 527 527 527 484 5.8 So5 95 510 853 516 985 523 892 517 8.1 533 1.1 562 1066 580 1120 584 1127 597 1133
Longlellow £S 512 512 512 512 438 855 452 883 458 914 470 918 472 822 487 851 495 967 504 g98.4 516 100.8 525 1025 531 103.7
Manor Woods ES 681 581 881 687 624 916 630 925 811 897 638 gi7 607 ©e.1 887 8i.r 513 900 BOY 8% §1% 803 621 $1Z2 BZ4 W6
New ES 343 NS o 0 1] o
New S %44 NS 0 0 0 0
Neow ES #43 NS O Q 0 o .
Northfield ES 700 700 700 706 758 1084 776 1100 7721103 798 1137 824 1177 842 1203 876 121 939 1341 960 137.1 862 374
Phelps Luck ES 587 897 sa7 87 586 948 583 877 583 977 596  99.8 584 87.8 584 885 593 883 613 1027 623 1044 630 1055
Pointers Run ES 744 744 744 744 925 12435 874 1309 1018 1358 1058 1422 1060 1425 1056 1418 1035 1321 973 1308 940 1263 s09 1222
Rockburm ES 584 584 584 584 £83 10415 811 10486 81110486 527 107.4 538 109.2 654 1120 676 1158 678 1161 E73 1152 663 1135
Running Brook ES 515 515 515 515 488 809 471 21.5 500 971 8571 1070 583 1132 810 1184 644 250 712 383 724 3406 749 1454
StJohns Lane ES 612 612 512 612 7286 1185 735 12001 750 1225 788 1255 7BY 12885 805 1315 BOG 13T 795 1299 788 1288 785 1283
Stevens Forest ES 380 380 s 380 414 1089 4z0 1105 427 1124 440 11538 435 1145 434 1142 435 1148 439 11535 438 1153 439 1155
Swansfield ES A B94 894 594 684 718 1038 720 1037 717 1033 722 1040 725 104.5 734 1058 743 107 ¥ie 112z 794 9144 806 1161
Talbott Springs E8 377 T 540 540 465 1233 442 1572 426 789 406 75 409 75T 422 781 425 787 458  BAE 477 EBE3 487 902
Thunder Hill ES 509 502 509 508 508 98.8 487 8o 485 953 487 917 486 816 458  91.9 467 917 498 880 511 1004 516 1014
Triadelphia Ridge ES 606 608 806 606 542 544 541 8583 551 809 554 914 552 i 566 834 565 832 . 558 821 542 &54 52¢ &73
[Veterans ES 799 795 709 799 822 1029 8o 1011 799 1000 T4 §94 B0 1003 500 100 830 1039 857 1085 867 1085 868 1086 864 1031
Waterioo £S5 603 803 803 603 548 809 525 &7 521 &64 486 506 508 842 519 8261 426 ET.2 531 83 587 924 568 244 573 950
[Wavery ES A 788 788 788 788 g86 1124 B850 1122 8§34 1155 889 144.1 918 1165 912 157 888 1140 908 115G 907 11514 598 1140 ggz_ 1119
West Friendship ES 414 414 414 414 426 1029 450 1087 452 1115 487 1176 532 1285 561 1355 S71 1379 581 1403 601 1452 613 1481 617 1490
[Worthington ES 515 518 515 518 458 289 4587 B8 459 89.3 459 811 492 85.5 515 1000 531 1031 607  117.9 660 1282 661 1283 841 1245
Countywide Totals 25576 25576 26730 25738 | 25784 100.6 26009 102.0 26255 10Z.0U 26606 1034 . 27000 10,5 27481 1045 27855 1034 76346 108.2 28911 1073 29135 1062 29724 1065

'A' includes additions as preposed for FY 2021 P for grades K-5
'NS' New School proposed for FY 2021 Capital Budget
'R' Replacement School proposed for FY 2021 Capital Budgat
Color coding has been updated to align with the definition of target vtilization (between 90-110% utilization) as outlined in Policy §010. Blue is under target utllization, green Is within target utllization and red Is over target utillzation.
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

Current  Aggregate Plan Assessment Criterla
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 3 Mean Increased by 1.0 or more =
Years between 90-110% #of Schools Weal:zzg ':': 407 STRENGTH:; reduced by 1.0 or more =
' : EAKNESS; { i

NEGLIGIBLE WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

# of Schools Strengthened  NA 2
Mean reduced by 100 or mare =
Proximity to schoot #of Schools VWeakened - NA 2 STREN??-TH' ilrizfeasid by 100 o;emore =
Mean 5789 5787 .

WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibl
{smzller # = closer set of polygons) NEGLIGIBLE ° ! egligiole

Smail MS from ES Feeds Feed information in middle and high
(under 15%) school sections.
# of Double Small Feeds 1 1 "After” count lower than "Before" =
Bouble Small Feed NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH,; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible
Number of "[slands™ 5 5 “After” count lower than "Before" =
N°"'°°““9‘;‘::3555‘““‘*“‘“"“‘3 NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible
Number  NA 47
Estimated Students moved % of Enroliment  NA 0.2%
within 8 yrs of last ES move
Number moved in ~ NA 264 Take intc account the carrelation
Number moved out  NA 264 between the number of students moved,
Students Moved the outcomes of other standards

achleved in Secticn [V.B. and the iength
of time those results are expected to be

maintained.
Strength Hegligihle
Middie School Stumms Current  Aggregate Plan Assessment Criteria
# of Schoois Strengthened  NA 0 Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
Years between 80-110% # of Schools Weal(h(;g:: ?? 607 STRENGTH,; reduced by 1.0 or more =
' ' WEAKNESS; otherwi igi
NEGLIGIELE : olherwise Negligible
# of Schools Strengthened  NA 1 Mean reduced by 100 or more =
. # of Schools Weakened  NA 1 . _
Proximity to school Mean 8322 8324 STRENGTH; increased by 100 of more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible
(smaller # = closer set of polygons) | |NEGLIGIBLE 9o
#of Small Feeds 17 18 “After" count lower than "Before" =
e e dar o) WEAKNESS STRENGTH,; "After" higher =
° WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
# of Double Small Feeds 1 1 “After" count lower than "Before” =
Double Small Feed NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible
Number of "islands" 0 [y : "After" count lower than "Before" =
N°“'°°““9:‘:::S‘we“da“"" NEGLIGIBLE STRENGTH: "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligibie
Number NA G
Estimated Students moved % of Enrollment  NA 0.0%
within 2 yrs of {ast M3 move 0
Number movedin -~ NA 104 Take into account the correlation
Number moved out  NA 1G4 between the number of students moved,
Students Moved the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Saction FV.B. and the length
of time those results are expected to ba
maintained.
Strongth Negliglbte

REVISE
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Before After Before After
Middie School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schools  Feed Middle School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed
Bonnle Branch M3 {lchester ES 47.7%  lichester ES Lake Elkhorq MS Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES 41.1%
Jeffers Hill ES 5 21%  Joffers HHIES ] Guilford ES 255%  Guillord ES 26.5%
Phelps Luck ES Phalps LUck E3 Jeffers Hill ES 24.1%  Jeffers Hill ES 24.1%
Rockburn ES Rockburn ES Talbott Springs ES P BA%  Talbolt Springs ES {iBA%
Waterloo ES Walerioo ES
Burleigh Manor M5 Centennial Lane ES 56.3%  Cenfenniallane ES  58.3%i [Lime Kiln MS Dayton Oaks ES 27.8%  Dayton Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES Fulton ES 58.8% Fulton ES 58.6%
Northfieikt ES : Noripfield £S Pointers Run ES P 13.5% Pointers Run ES 1 13.5%
Triadelphia Ridge ES ¢ Triadelphla Ridge ES E
Clarksvilla M3 Clarksville ES 46.2%  Clarksville ES 48.2%[ [Mayfisld Woods MS Bellows Spring ES 29.5%  Beliows Spring ES 26.5%
Pointers Run ES 53.8% Poinlers Run ES 53 8% Deep Run €S 42.4%  Deep Run ES 42.4%
Joffers Hill ES 10.0%:  Jeffers Hill ES 110.0%
Waterloo ES 18.1% Waterloo ES 18.1
Dunloggin MS Hellifield Statien ES  1:87%  Hollifeld Station ES 7% [NMount View MS Manor Woods ES 22.3% Manor Woods ES 22.3%
Northfieid ES 44.7%  Norhfield ES 44.7% Waverly ES 46.8%  Waverly ES 48.8%
St Johas Lane ES k > StJohnslaneES  [111.6% © West Friendship ES ~ 30.9%  West Friendship ES 30.9%
Thunder Hill ES i % Thunder Hilt ES & y
Velerans ES 31.8% Velerans ES
Eteridge Landing M3 Elkridge ES 65,8%  Elkridge ES 65.8%| MUrray Hilt MS Gorman Crossing ES  54.4%  Gorman Crossing ES 54.4%
Rockbum £8 34.2%  Rockburn ES 34.2% Laure! Woods £S5 45.6%  Laural Woods ES 45.6%
EHicoll Mills MS Thunder Hill ES 20.7%  Thunder Hill ES 26G.7%]} |Oskland Mills M3 Atholicn ES % Atholton ES 2%
Veterans ES 26.8%  Velerans ES 26.8% Slovens Forest ES A41.0%  Stevens Forest ES 41.0%
Walerfoo ES 17.8%  Waterfoo ES 17.9% Talbot? Springs ES 35.1%  Talbo#t Springs E5 35.1%
Worthingtor: ES 34.5%  Worlhington ES 34.5% Thunder HIlf £5 1 14.6%  Thunder Hill ES E14.6%
Foliy Quarter MS Bushy Park ES 18.8%  Bushy Park ES %] [Patapsco M8 Hollifield Statlon ES 48.1%  Hollifield Station ES 48,1%
. Clarksville ES : % Clarksviile ES . 3¢ Johns Lane ES 40.6% St johns Lane ES 40.6%
Dayton Oaks ES 30.5%  Daylon Oaks ES 30.9% Waverly ES 111:3%  Waverly ES L14:3%
Triadelphla Rldge ES  50.1%  Triadelphia Ridge ES  50.1%
Glenwood M3 Bushy Park ES 468.2%  Bushy Park ES 48.2%]} [Patuxent Valley MS Boilman Bridge ES 49.3%  Bollman Bridge ES 49,3%
Lisbon ES 51.8%  Lisbon ES 51.6% Forest Ridge ES 50.7%  Forest Ridge ES £0.7%
Hammond MS Atholton ES 25.8%  Atholton ES 25.8%] [Thomas Viaduct MS Bellows Spring ES £10.6% Beliows Spring ES T10.6%
Fullon ES 16.0%  FultonES 16.0% Ducketts Lane ES 35.9%  Ducketts Lans ES 35.8%
Gullford ES 0.0%  Guliford £8 G.0% Gullford ES ¢ Guilford ES %
Hammongd ES 58.2% Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES Hanover Hills ES 44.5%
Harpars Choice M3 Longfeillow ES 39,9%  Longfellow ES A1.7%] P\Wilde Lake MS Bryast Woods ES 34.5%  Bryanl Woods ES 27.0%
Swansfield ES 80.1%  Swansfield ES 58.3% Clemens Crossing ES  29.4%  Clemens Crossing ES  23.0%
Rurning Brook ES 36.0% Running Brook ES 35.3%
Swansfield ES i 147%
130
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Befare Afler Before After
High School Feeding Schools  Feed Feeding Schools Feed High School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed

Atholioa HS Clarksvilla M5 34.0%  Clarksville MS 34.0%| [Marrictis Ridge HS  Burleigh Mancr MS 18.2%  Burleigh Manor MS 18.2%
Hammond MS 43:0%  Hammond MS 13.0% Mount View M$S 81.8%  Mount View MS 81.8%
Murray Hill MS 21.1%  Murray Hil MS 21.1%
Wilde Lake MS 31.9%  Wikde Lake MS 31.8%

Cenlennial HS Burieigh Manor MS  51.3%  Bureigh ManorMS  51.3%| [Mt Hebron HS Dunloggin MS 17.2%  Dunloggin MS 17.2%
Dunloggin MS 23.4%  Dunloggin MS 23.4% Ellicotl Mills MS 21.6%  Giicolt Mills MS 21.6%
Ellicott Mills MS 25.3%  Ellicott Mills MS 25.3% Patapsco MS §1.2% Palapsco MS 61.2%

Glenely HS Folly Quarter MS 38.6%  Folly Quarter MS 38.6%)| [Oakiand Mifis HS Lake Eikhoin MS 46.7%  Lake Elkhorn MS 48.7%
Glenwood MS 61.4%  Glenwood MS 61.4% Oakland Mills MS 53.3%  Cakland Mills MS 53.3%

Hammeond HS Hammond MS 26.6%  Hammond MS 26.6%| |Reservelr HE Hammond MS 1.5% Hammond MS F11.6%]
Lake Elkhora MS i44i9%: Lake Elkhorn MS SATO% Lima Kilr: M3 33.0% Llime Kiln MS 33.0%
Patuxent Valley M5  44.8%  Patuxenl Valley MS  44,8% Murray Hil MS 41.9%  Murray Hill MS 41.9%
Thomas Viadudd M8 16.7%  Thomas Viaduct MS  16.7% Paluxerd Vallay MG 13.7%  Patuxent Valley MS 4 3.7%

Howard HS Bonnia Branch MS Bonnie Branch MS 35.2%] |River Hit HS Ciarksville MS 46.0%  Clarksvile M5 46.0%)|
Elkridge Landing MS Elkridge Landing MS  45.7% Folly Quarter MS 32.9%  Folly Quarier MS 32,9%
Ellicott Mills MS Eflicott Mills MS Lirne Kiln MS 21.1%  Lime Kiln M5 211%
Mayfield Woods MS Mayfield Woods MS

Long Reach HS Bonnie Branch MS Bonnie Branch MS 5| [Wilde Lake HS Curloggin MS 11.0% Dunloggin MS CAE0%
Elkridga Landing MS Elkridge Landing MS ] Harpers Cholce MS 51.1%  Harpers Chaica MS 48.6%)|
Mayfield Woods MS Mayfield Woods MS Witde Lake MS 37.9%  Wilde Lake MS 38.4%
Thomas Viaduci MS Thomas Viaduct MS
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Atholton £5
Bellows Spring £5
Boilmen Bridge £S
Bryant Woods ES
Bushy Park ES
Centennial Lane ES
Clarksvitle ES
Clamens Crossing ES
Cradlerock ES
Daytan Ozks ES
Deep Run ES
Ducketts Lane ES
Etkridge ES

Forest Ridge ES
Fulton ES

Gorman Crossing ES
Gullfard ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills ES
Hollifield Station ES
flchester ES

Jeffers HIH £S
Laurel Woods ES
Lisbon ES
Lengfellow ES
Manor Woods ES
Northfield £S
Phelps Luck ES
Pointers Run ES
Rockburn £S
Running Brook ES
St fohns Lane ES
Stevens Forest ES
Swansfield ES
Talbott Springs ES
Thunder Hill ES
Triadelphia Ridge ES
Veterans ES
Waterloo ES
Waverly ES

Waest Friendshlp ES
Worthington ES
fCountywide Average.:

American Indian or

Alaska Native
Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% =59
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=50
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% «=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=h%
. <=5%

Astan
Base Proposed
8% 8%
30% 30%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
14% 14%
50% 50%
56% 56%
15% 16%
7% 7%
20% 20%
14% 14%
13% 13%
18% 18%
23% 23%
31% 1%
29% 29%
16% 16%
13% 13%
25% 25%
45% 45%
2% 27%
12% 12%
11% 11%
<=5% <=5%
0% S%
47% 47%
27% 2%
6% G%
33% 33%
15% 19%
<=5% <=5%
35% 35%
6% 6%
<=5% 6%
<=5% <=5%
19% 19%
29% 25%
52% 52%
23% 23%
49% 49%
22% 22%
39% 39%

Black or African

American
Base Froposed
21% 21%
25% 25%
38% 38%
55% 54%

<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
8% B%
17% 14%
48% 48%
10% 10%
15% 15%
39% 39%
7% 27%
35% 35%
14% 14%
33% 33%
47% a7%
29% 29%
38% 38%
15% 15%
6% 6%
38% 38%
52% 52%
<=5% <=5%
33% 38%
9% 9%
9% 9%
38% 38%
9% 9%
13% 13%
57% 57%
13% 13%
A% A0%
55% 50%
40% 40%
27% 27%
2% 8%
14% 14%
29% 29%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
25%

22%:

Mativa Hawalian or Other

Pacific Istander

Hispanic
Base Propesed
10% 0%
11% 11%
23% 23%
12% 12%
<=5%  <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
9% 0%
16% 16%
<=5% <=5%
40% 40%
21% 21%
8% 8%
14% 14%
<=5% <=5%
11% 1%
12% 12%
12% 12%
15% i5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
20% 20%
25% 25%
B% 8%
23% 16%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
30% 30%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
12% 12%
<=5% <=5%
29% 25%
18% 15%
25% 25%
8% 8%
7% 7%
7% 7%
<=5% <=59%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

12% .

Base Proposed
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=h% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
«=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%

S <=5%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Two or more
Base Proposed
9% 9%
6% 6%
6% 6%
9% 10%
<=5% <=5%
7% 1%
<=5% <=5%
11% 9%
8% 8%
6% 6%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
7% 7%
7% 7%
10% 16%
7% 7%
7% 7%
8% 3%
<=5% <=5%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
9% 8%
6% 6%
7% 7%
1i% 11%
<=5% <=5%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% <=5%
7% T%
8% 8%
<=5% <=5%
10% 10%
7% 8%
7% 7%
9% 9%
9% 9%
<=5% «=5%
7% 7%
<=5% <=5%
6% 6%
6% 6%
L 7%

White

Base Praposed
52% 52%
27% 27%
23% 23%
20% 21%
72% 72%
33% 33%
27% 27%
48% 50%
21% 21%
59% 59%
24% 24%
22% 22%
40% 40%
21% 21%
41% 41%
20% 20%
15% 19%
37% 37%
16% 16%
25% 25%
58% 58%
20% 20%
7% 7%

79% 79%
23% 24%
35% 35%
48% 48%
17% 17%
49% 49%
55% 55%
18% 18%
43% 13%
14% 14%
15% 16%
24% 24%
37% 37%
47% 47%
25% 5%
36% 36%
37% 37%
65% 65%
44% 44%
T 3a%
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[Bonnle Branch MS
Burleigh Manor MS
Clarksville MS
Dunloggin MS
Elkridge Landing MS
Ellicott Mills MS
Felly Quarter MS
Glenwood S
Hammaond MS
Harpers Choice MS
Lake Elkhorn M5
Lime Kiln MS
Mayfield Woods MS
Mount View M3
Muzray HIll MS
Oakland Mills MS
Patapsco MS
Patuxent Valley MS
Thomas Vaduct MS
Wilde Lake MS

Countywide Average =

Amerlean Indian or

8lack or African

Native Hawalian or Dther Pacfic

Alaska Natlve Astan Amerkan itander Hispanic Two or mare Whlte
Base Proposed Base Praposed Base  Proposed| Base  Proposed] Base  Proposed{ Base  Proposed} Base  Proposed
<=5% <=5% 16% 16% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 15% 15% 7% % 35% 35%
<=b% <=5% 48% 48% 12% 12% <=h% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 29% 2%
<=5% <=5% 40% 40% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 45% 45%
<=5% <=5% 33% 33% 16% 16% <=b% <=5% 8% 8% <=5% <=5% 39% 39%
<=5% <=5% 17% i7% 23% 23% <=5% <=5% 8% B% 6% 6% 46% 46%
<=5% <=5% 32% 32% 4% 14% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
<=5% <=5% 27% 27% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 57% 57%
<=5% <=5% 8% 8% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% <=5% <=5% 75% 75%
<=5% <=5% 12% 12% 26% 26% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% B% 8% 45% 45%
<=5% <=5% 8% 9% 50% 49% <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 8% 8% 1B% 17%
<=5% <=5% 10% 10% 51% 51% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% % % 4% 14%
<=5% <=5% 28% 28% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 50% 50%
<=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 28% 28%
<=5% <=5% 36% 36% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% &% 49% 49%
<=5% <=5% 17% 17% 45% 45% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 13% 13%
<=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 37% 37% <~5% <=5% 21% 21% 16% 10% 27% 21%
<=5% <=5% 33% 33% 11% 11% <=5% <=5% 2% 9% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
<=5% <=5% 7% 17% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 6% 6% 21% 21%
<=5% <=5% 4% 14% A5% 45% <=h% <=5% 18% 18% <=5% <=5% 18% 18%
<=5% <=5% 8% 7% 47% 47% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 9% 8% 25% 26%

R JRREEER R A § | QG Lk=5% 2% CE% S 36%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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% ESOL Participation

che Base Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5%
Cradlerock ES 8% 8% % ESOL Participation
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5% Base Proposed
Deep Run ES 23% 23% Bonnie Branch MS 6% 6%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16% Burleigh Manor M$ <=5% <=5%
Elkridge ES 6% 6% Clarksville MS <=5% <=5%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9% Dunloggin MS <=59% <=5%
Fulton ES _ 6% 6% Elkridge Landing MS <=5% <=5%
Gorman Crossing ES % 7% Ellicott Mills MS <=5%  <=5%
ﬁ””fo"d ZSES Z? gz’ Folly Quarter MS <=5% <=5%

ammon ° ° Glenwood MS <=5% <=5%
Hanf)}fer HlIIs‘ES 11% 11% Hammond MS <=5% <=5%
Hollifield Station ES 13% 13% Harpers Choice MS <=5% <=5%
lichester £ 5% <=5% | |ake Elkhorn Ms <=5%  <=5%
Jeffers Hill £5 9% 9% Lime Kiln MS <=5% <=5%
L?ure| Woods ES 13%’ 13% Mavyfield Woods MS <=5% <=5%
Ef:;lﬁfw ES :gi :Z Mount View M3 S <=
Manor Woods ES 8% 8% Murray H1||' MS <=5% <=5%
Northfield ES 5% o Qakland Mills MS <=5% <=5%

Patapsco MS <=5% <=h%

Phelps Luck ES 17% 17%
Polnters Run ES 5% 5% Patuxent Valley M3 <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <<5% 5% Th‘omas Viaduct MS 6% 6%
Running Brook ES 6% 6% 'Wilde Lalfe.MS o _<:5_% S=5%
St Johns Lane ES <=5% =59 Countywide Average -~ | & <=5% . i
Stevens Forest £S 20% 20%
Swansfield ES 8% 89 See page 35 for information about the data
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12% used in these reports.
Thunder HIll ES ' 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterioo ES 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% <=5%
;Countywide Average oo 7%
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FARM/TestData Columbia 2

School Name  FARM_ PARCC-Read  PARCC-Math
Atholton ES ] 1w AT% 58%
Bellows SpringES | 17% 63% | 59%
Bol!mah Brsége ® Y S e
Bushy Park E3 Tl e | e
Centennial Lane 4‘!_.5_§ """ 5%

Clarksville ES e | Es% |
Clemens Crossing ES 10% 67% |

Dayton OaksES R N .
DeepRunES 54% 3% 5
Duckeits Lane ES - 53%  41%

Elkridge ES 3% | 44%

Forest Ridge ES - 33% | . 53% —
Fulton ES ' <=5% 70%
GormanCrossingkS 8% 53% | —
Guilford ES R 45% | 38%

Hammond ES 24% | 52%

Hanover Hills ES ]l 3 m """" 43%

Hollifield StationEs |~ 24% |  54%

lichester ES <=5% o 84% | 7%
leffers Hill ES 35% 43%

laurel WoodsES | e1% | 37%

Lishon ES 12% 67%

LongfellowES 45%  48%
Manor Woods £5 8% 68%

Northfield ES 11%

Phelps Luck ES - 63% |

Pointers Run ES <=5%

Running Brook ES 52%

StlohnslaneES ) 9%

Stevens Forest ES 65% 33%

SwansfieldES | 5% | 383% |  36%
Talbott Springs ES A 49% | 53% '

Thunder Hill ES 1 21% - 62%

Triadelphia Ridge S o <=5% | 71%

Veterans ES ) ol 21%  } 55% | 59%
Waterloo ES ) ' 24%  65%

West Frlendshlp ES 6% 70%

Worthington ES - 68% %
System-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Columbia 2

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Bonnie Branch MS 32% 49% 49%
Burleigh Manor MS 11% 76% 74%
Clarksville MS <=5% 84% 84%
Dunloggin MS 19% 63% 59%
Elkridge Landing MS 21% 57% 44%
Ellicott Mills MS 119% 65% 66%
Folly Quarter MS <=5% 69% 76%
Glenwood MS B 7% 63% 60%
Hammond MS 19% 62% 55%
Harpers Choice MS | 51% 31% 28%
Lake Elkhorn MS 52% 35% 27%
Lime Kiln MS <=5% 72% 70%
Mayfield Woods MS 43% 43% 37%
Mount View MS <=5% 76% 77%
Murray Hill MS 38% 47% 41%
Oakland Milis MS 48% 38% 34%
Patapsco MS 16% 57% 64%
Patuxent Valley MS 37% 44% 37%
Thomas Viaduct MS 45% 38% 29%
Wilde Lake MS 46%  43% 35%
System-wide total 25% 57% 54%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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Columbia Option #3:

Compared to Columbia Option #2, this option omits moves from Clemens Crossing ES, as well as
proposed middle school moves. Minor changes to Bryant Woods ES with this option keep it within
target utilization until SY 2026-27. The elementary school reassignments in this option result in a small

feed at Wilde Lake MS from Longfellow ES. Polygons 268, 1268 and 1142 are walkers to their current
elementary assignments and can walk to their proposed assignments.

BryantWoodsES  |longfellowES | 92 |

... 268,1268

3143
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ary Schiool Suminary”

Years between 80-110%

Proximity to school

Small MS from ES Feeds
{under 16%)

Doublie Small Feed

Non-contiguous Attendance
Arsas

Students moved within 5 yrs of
last ES move

Students Moved

Strength

Current  Aggregate Plan

# of Schocls Strengthened
# of Schools Weakened
Mean

# of Schools Strengthened
it of Schools Weakened
Mean

NA
NA
4.2

NA
NA
5789

{smaller # = closer set of polygons)

# of Small Feeds

# of Double Small Feeds

Number of "slands”

Number
% of Enrollment

Number moved in
Nurnber moved out

17

NA
NA

NA
NA

2
0
4.7
NEGLIGIBLE

1
2
5704
NEGLIGIBLE

NEGLIGIBLE

5
NEGLIGIBLE

0.0%

184
184

Negligible

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments
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Assessment Criteria

Mean increased by 1.0 or more =
STRENGTH; reduced by 1.0 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Mean reduced by 100 or more =
STRENGTH; increased by 100 or more =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "After” higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"Afer" count lower than "Before" =
STRENGTH; "Affer" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

"After" count lower than "Bafore" =
STRENGTH; "After" higher =
WEAKNESS; otherwise Negligible

Take into account the correlation
between the number of studenis moved,
the outcomes of other standards
achieved in Section IV.B. and the length
of time those resuits are expected to be
maintained.
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Before Alter Before After
Middie School Feeding Schools Feed Feeding Schools Feed Middie Scheol Feeding Schoofs Feed Feeding Schools
Bonnie Branch MS lichester ES lichester ES Lake Eikhorn MS Cradlerock ES 41.1%  Cradlerock ES
Jeffers HIl ES Jeffers HIl ES Guilferd ES Gullford ES
Pheips Luck ES Pheips Luck ES Jelfers Hill ES Jeffers Hill ES
Rockburmn ES Rockburn ES Talboll Springs ES Talbotl Springs ES
Waterlco ES Walerioo ES

Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments

Burlelgh Manor M5 Centeanial Lane ES  56.3%  Centennlal Lane ES  56.3%] [Lime Kiin MS Daylon Oaks 8 27.8% Daylon Oaks ES 27.8%
Manor Woods ES 27.1%  Manor Woods ES 27.1% Fullon ES 58.6% Fulton ES BB.6%
Northfield ES i54%  Northfleld ES 4 Pointers Run ES i135%! Pointers Run £S 18.5%
Triadelphia Ridge ES | i Triadelphlz Ridge ES !
Clarksvilla MS Clarksvile ES 46,2%  Clarksville ES 46.2%| [Mayiield Woods MS Beilows Spring ES 20.5%  Bellows Spring ES 20.5%
Polnters Run E§ 53.8%  Pointers Run ES 53.8% Deep Run ES 42.4% Deep Run ES 42.4%
Jetfers Hill ES 140.0%  Jeffers Hill ES 10:.6%
Waterioo ES 18.1%  Walerloo ES 18.1%
Dunloggin M3 Hollifield Stalion ES Holiifield Station £S %} PMount View MS Manor Woods ES 223% Manor Woods ES 22.3%
Norlhfeld ES Norihfield ES Wavery £8 46.8%  Wavaerly ES 46.8%
St Johns Lane ES St dochns Lang ES Weast Friendship ES 30.9%  Wast Friendship ES 30.9%
Thunder Hill ES Thnunder Hill ES
Veterans £S Veterans ES
Elkrdge Landing M8 Elkridge ES 658%  Eikridgs ES 65.8%| tMurray Hill M8 Gorman €rossing ES  54.4%  Gorman Crossing ES 54 4%
. Rockbum ES 34.2%  Rockbum ES 34.2% Laurel Woods ES 45.8%  Laurel Weods ES 45.6%
GHicall Mills MS Thunder HH =5 20.7%  Thunder Hill ES 20.7%} |Qakland Milts M8 Athofion ES 2% Athoiton ES %
Velerans ES 269%  Velerans ES 26.8% Stevens Forest ES 41.0%  Stevens Forest ES 41.0%
\Waterloo ES i17.89%  Waterloo ES 17.9% Talbelt Springs ES 35.i%  Talbolf Springs ES  361%
Worthingion ES 34.6%  Worthinglon ES 34.5% Thunder Hill ES 44.:6%:. Thunder Hill ES S 40%
Folly Quarter M3 Bushy Park ES 189%  Bushy Park ES 18.9%] |Palapsco M3 Hollifieid Stalion £8 48.1%  Holliffleld Station ES 48.1%
Clarksvile ES 0% Clarksville ES b S{ Johns Lane ES 40.6% 5! Johns Lane ES 40,6%
Daylon Caks ES 30.9% Dayton Oaks ES 30.9% Waverly ES 11.9%  Waverly ES 8%
Tradeiphia Ridge ES  50,1%  Triadelphia Ridge ES  50.1%
Glenwood MS Bushy Park ES 48.2%  Bushy Park ES 48.2%] |Patuxent Valley MS Bollman Bridge ES 49.3%  Bollman Bridge ES 40.3%
Lisbon ES 51.8%  Lisbon ES 51.8% Forest Ridge ES 50.7% Forest Ridge ES 50.7%
Hammond MS Atholion €5 258%  Athoiton ES 25.8%i [Thomas Viaduct MS Bellows Spring ES 10.8% Bellows Spring ES 730.6%
Fullon ES 16.0%  Fulton ES 18.0% Duckelts Lane ES Ducketis Lane ES
Guitford ES 0.0% Gullford ES 0.0% Guilford ES % Gullford £S
Hammond ES 58.2%  Hammond ES 58.2% Hanover Hills ES 44.5% Hanover Hills ES
Harpers Cholce MS Longfellow ES 39.9%  Longfeliow ES 31.7%{ {Wilde Lake MS Bryant Woods £ES 34.6%  Bryant Woods ES
Swansfield ES 80.1%  Swansfieid ES 68.3% Clemens Crossing ES  28.4%  Clemens Crossing ES
Running Brock ES 36.0%  Longfellow ES %
Running Brook ES 36.0%
141




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

5 .
Am;l:::: li\lnadt:\a;: o Asian Ia;l;;ﬁ:':]can N“u":::?ﬁ“::::‘:::“ her Hispanlc Two or more White
Base Propused Base Proposed Base Proposed Base Propoted fase Propesed Base Preposed Base Proposed
Atholton <=5%  <=5% | 8% 8% 21%  21% | <=5%  «=5% | 10%  10% 9% 9% 52%  52%
Bellows Spring ES <=5% <=5% 30% 30% 25% 25% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 6% 6% 27% 27%
Boilman Bridge ES <=5% =5% 8% 8% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 23% 23% 6% 6% 23% 23%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 55% 54% <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 5% 10% 20% 21%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5% 14% 14% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 72% 72%
Centennial Lane ES <=5% =5% 50% 50% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 33% 33%
Clarksville ES <=5% <=5% 56% 56% 8% 8% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 27% 27%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5% i5% 15% 17% 17% <=5% <=5% 9% 9% 11% 1% 48% 48%
Cradlerack ES <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 48% A8% <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 8% 8% 21% 21%
Dayton Caks ES <=5% <=5% 20% 20% 10% 10% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 59% 59%
Deep Run ES <=5% <=5% 14% 14% 15% 15% <=5% «=5% 0% A% <=5% <=5% 24% 24%
Ducketts Lane ES <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 39% 39% <=5% <=5% 21% 21% <=5% <=5% 22% 22%
Elkridge ES . <=5% <=5% 18% 18% 27% 27% <=5% =5% 8% 8% 7% 7% 40% 40%
Forest Ridge ES <=5% <=5% 23% 23% 35% 35% <=5% <=5% 14% 14% 7% 7% 21% 21%
Fulton ES <=5% <=5% I1% 3% 14% 14% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 10% 10% 41% 41%
Gorman Crossing ES <=5% <=5% 29% 29% 33% 33% <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 7% 7% 20% 20%
Gullford ES <=5% <=5% 16% 16% 47% £7% <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 7% 7% 19% 19%
Hammond ES <=5% <=5% 13% 13% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 8% 8% 37% 37%
Hanover Hills ES <=5% <=5% 25% 25% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 15% 15% <=5% <=5% 16% 16%
Holiifield Station ES <=5% <=5% A5% A5% 15% 15% <=5% <=5% 12% 12% <=5% <=5% 25% 25%
lichester ES <=5% <=5% 27% 27% 6% 6% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 58% 58%
Jeffers Hill £5 <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 38% 8% <=5% <=5% 20% 20% 9% 9% 20% 20%
Laurel Woods £S <=5% <=5% 11% 11% 52% 52% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% 6% 6% 7% 7%
Lishon ES <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5%  .<=5% 8% 8% 7% 7% 79% 79%
Longfetlow ES <=5% <=5% 10% 9% 33% 38% <=5% <=5% 23% 16% 11% 11% 23% 24%
Manor Woods ES <=5% <=5% AT% A7% 9% Q9% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% =5% 35% 35%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5% 27% 27% 9% 9% =5% <=5% 6% 6% 5% 5% 48% 48%
Phelps Luck ES <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 38% 38% <=5% <=5% 30% 30% 9% 9% 17% 17%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5% 33% 33% 0% 9% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% =5% <=5% 49% 45%
Rockburn £S <=5% <=5% 19% 19% 13% 13% =5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 55% 55%
Running Brook ES <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 57% 57% <=5% <=5% 12% 12% 8% 8% 18% 18%
St johns Lane ES <=5% <=5% 35% 35% 13% 13% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 43% 43%
Stevens Forest ES <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 40% 40% <=5% <=5% 29% 259% 10% 10% 14% 14%
Swansfield ES <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 55% 52% <=5% <=5% 18% 21% 7% 7% 15% 14%
Telbott Springs ES <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 40% 40% <=5% <=5% 25% 25% 7% 7% 24% 24%
Thunder Hill £5 <=5% <=5% 19% 18% 27% 27% <=5% <=5% 8% 8% 9% 9% 37% 37%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5% 29% 29% B% 8% <=5% <=5% % 7% 9% 9% 47% 47%
Veterans ES <=5% =5% 52% 52% 14% 14% <=5% <=h% 7% 7% <=5% <=5% 25% 25%
Waterloo ES <=5% <=5% 23% 23% 29% 29% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 7% 7% 36% 36%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5% 49% 49% 7% 7% <=5% <=59% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 37% 37%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5% 22% 22% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 6% 6% 65% 65%
Worthington £5 <=5% <=5% 35% 39% 7% 7% <=5% <=5% <=5% <=5% 5% 5% 44% 44%
Countywide Average. . v <=B%uii o 22% 0 o 2B% e <=8%6 A% % 3A%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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% ESOL Participation

5 Base Proposed
Atholton ES <=5% <=5%
Bellows Spring ES 9% 9%
Bollman Bridge ES 14% 14%
Bryant Woods ES <=5% <=5%
Bushy Park ES <=5% <=5%
Centennial Lane ES 5% 6%
Clarksville ES 6% 6%
Clemens Crossing ES <=5% <=5%
Cradierock ES 8% 8%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% <=5%
Deep Run ES 23% 23%
Ducketts Lane ES 16% 16%
Elkridge ES 6% 6%
Forest Ridge ES 9% 9%
Fuiton ES 6% 6%
Gorman Crossing ES 7% 7%
Guilford ES 7% 7%
Hammond ES 6% 6%
Hanover Hills ES 11% 11%
Hollifield Station ES 13% 13%
{lchester ES <=5% <=5%
Jeffers HHE ES 9% 9%
Laurel Woods ES 13% 13%
Lisbon ES <=5% <=5%
Longfellow ES <=5% <=5%
Manor Woods ES 8% 3%
Northfield ES <=5% <=5%
Phelps Luck ES 17% 17%
Pointers Run ES <=5% <=5%
Rockburn ES <=5% <=5%
Running Brook ES 6% 6%
St Johns Lane ES <=5% <=5%
Stevens Forest ES 20% 20%
Swansfield ES 8% 8%
Talbott Springs ES 12% 12%
Thunder Hill ES 6% 6%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% <=5%
Veterans ES 10% 10%
Waterloo ES 8% 8%
Waverly ES <=5% <=5%
West Friendship ES <=5% <=5%
Worthington ES <=5% <=5%
Countywlide Average =~ < oL o79% i

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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FARM/Test Data Columbia 3

School Name FARM PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Atholton ES - 15% A7% - 58%
Bellows Spring ES 17% 63% 59%
Bollman Bridge ES 50% 29% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 50% - 40% 48%
Bushy Park ES <=5% 76% 74%
Centennial Lane ES 6% 75% 82%
Clarksville ES <=5% 83% 89%
Clemens Crossing ES 13% 66% 63%
Cradlerock ES 55% 35% 26%
Dayton Oaks ES <=5% 69% 77%
Deep Run ES 54% 37% 40%
Ducketts Lane ES 53% 41% 40%
Elkridge ES 32% 44% 47%
Forest Ridge ES 33% 53% 50%
Fulton ES <=5% 70% 77%
Gorman Crossing ES 18% 53% 59%
Guilford ES 45% 38% 36%
Hammond ES 24% 52% 60%
Hanover Hills ES 37% 43% 47%
Hellifield Station ES 24% 54% 56%
lichester ES <=5% 84% 77%
Jeffers Hill ES 35% 43% 35%
Laurel Woods ES 61% 37% 37%
Lisbon ES 12% 67% 57%
Longfellow ES 45% 48% 48%
Manor Woods ES 8% 68% 72%
Northfield ES 11% 62% 65%
Phelps Luck ES 63% 36% 35%
Pointers Run €S <=5% 72% 82%
Rockburn ES - 6% 65% 70%
Running Brook ES 52% 32% 34%
St Johns Lane ES 9% 63% 64%
Stevens Forest £ES 65% 33% 30%
Swansfield £5 62% 31% 35%
Talbott Springs ES 49% 53% 46%
Thunder Hill ES 21% 62% 63%
Triadelphia Ridge ES <=5% 71% 80%
Veterans ES 21% 55% 59%
Waterloo ES 24% 65% 66%
Waverly ES <=5% _76% 79%
Woest Friendship ES 6% 70% 66%
Worthington ES <=5% 68% 72%
Systern-wide total 25% 57% 59%

See page 35 for information about the data used in this report.
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By combining options presented in this report, a boundary adjustment plan can be created that
balances utilization throughout the county, The sample combination plan included here merges
reassignments from elementary plans from each of the areas studied, and the larger of the two high
school options presented. Additional reassignments were added to better align feeds resulting from
plan combination. The resulting “comprehensive” sample plan reassigns over 4,000 projected SY
2020-21 students. There are 54 schools within target utilization range in SY 2020-21 and 47 in SY
2024-25. The compremises for this sample plan include additional smali feeds at the high school
level, and more students not attending their closest school. There are other ways to combine these
options into a countywide plan, and other elementary, middie, and high school options that could be
considered as part of a countywide plan. This is one option, provided as a sample, to illustrate the
potential of combining some of the options presented in this report.

iz

Beliows SpringES ~ |WaterlooES ;34 | 259 1269

Bryant WoodsES  |longfellowES | 92 | 268,1268

Clemens Crossing ES  |swansfieldES | 80 | 134,1134,2134

CradlerockES  |effersHillES | 25 | _45,85,1045

DaytonOaksES  [BushyParkES | 44 | 2205

ElkridgeBS  |HanoverHillses | 91 | 36

Hollifield StationES ~|Veterans ES 117 | 105,1105,1308

Jeffers Hill ES _|phelpstuckes 23 | 261, 1261

tongfellowES  |swansfieldES 92 | 3143

Manor WoodsES  |TriadelphiaRidge ES | 68 | 157,1157

PointersRunES  ClarksvilleBS | 113 | 64,1064

PointersRunES  |DaytonOaksES | 75 | 189,1192

St.ohn'slaneES  |ManorWoodsES | 120 | 159,1159 _

Triadelphia Ridge ES  |Bushy Park ES 119 | 209,210,1210, 1218, 1222, 2210 |
- R T Vios

West Friendship ES ~ |Bushy Park ES _ 231 1231 232

West Friendship ES | Triadelphia Rid 171 178 179 1178 1179
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The following is a draft potential HS #13 boundary. The following criteria was used to develop the
boundary scenario:

¢ Consideration for target utilization (90% -110% utilization) per Policy 6010;

= Opening a new high school in 2023 with 1,650 seats; and

*  Proposed Hammond HS renovation/addition (+200 seats} for the same timeframe.

This scenario does not use existing capacity at schools further west. The scenario is a conservative
approach, moving as few students as possible to identify potential high school attendance areas.
This scenario is preliminary. Further analysis based on Policy 6010, in its entirety, will be completed
in the future and many scenarios will be tested. Projections are scheduled to be updated annually
until attendance area adjustments are under review for the Board's approval the year prior to HS #13
opening.
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by

[(OWARD COUNTY POLICY 6010

LIC SCHOOL 5YSTEM SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREAS
BOARD OF EDUCATION Effective: F ebrualy 28,2019

1L

II1.

Policy Statement

The Board of Education of Howard County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes
school attendance areas to provide quality, equitable educational opportunities fo all students
and to balance the capacity utilization of all schools. The Board recognizes that school
openings, closings, additions, program changes, population growth and other demographic
changes may require that school attendance areas be adjusted. The Board also recognizes the
value of diverse and inclusive school populations when establishing attendance areas. The
Board believes that employees’ analyses and recommendations, as well as public advice and
comment, are integral to its deliberations and decisions related to school attendance areas.

Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to define the conditions and process by which school attendance
area adjustments wili be developed and adopted.

Definitions
Within the context of this policy, the following definitions apply:

A. Attendance Area Committee (AAC) — Committee comprised of community members
appointed by the Superintendent to provide feedback to the Superintendent on the
proposed attendance area adjustment considerations in the Feasibility Study.

B. Continuity of Operations Plan (COOP) — Procedures to ensure that the capability exists
to continue essential functions during and after an extended emergency.

C. Demographic Characteristics — Features in the composition of a school’s population
that includes, but is not limited to the racial/ethnic composition of a school’s student
population, as well as the percentage of students participating in Free and Reduced-
Priced Meals (FARMS) and English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL)
programs.

D. Diversity — Recognizing, accepting, and respecting that individuals come from many
different life experiences with various frames of reference and perspectives. While
diversity values unique perspectives and individual differences, it also values the
commonalities we all share. Diversity includes, but is not limited to race/ethnicity,
gender, gender identity, socioeconomic status, sexual orientation, language, culture,
religion/beliefs, mental and physical ability, age, and national origin.

1of7
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E. Equitable — Just or fair access, opportunities, and supports needed to help students,

families, and employees reach their full potential by removing barriers to success that
individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

F. Extended Emergency — A severe or long-term emergency that affects an individual
school, multiple schools, or the entire school system.

G. Feed — The flow of students from one school level to the next,

H. Free and Reduced-Priced Meals (FARMS) - A federal program available to students
whose households meet the federal income eligibility guidelines to receive fiee or
reduced-priced meals.

I Howard County Emergency Operations Plan — A comprehensive emergency
management pian incorporating all aspects of pre-emergency preparedness and post-
emergency response, recovery, and mitigation,

J. HCPSS System-Level Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) — A multi-hazard approach
for the school system to prevent, protect against, mitigate, respond to, and recover from
the threats and hazards that pose the greatest risk to the people, property, and operations
of the school system.

K, Inclusive — Making sure all individuals have the opportunity to be engaged participants
in the learning environment and community, All students, families, and employees feel
valued, respected, appreciated and involved. Individuals see their unique identities
reflected in all facets of education including staffing, curriculum, instruction, and
activities.

L. Long-Range Enrollment — Each school’s student population projections for the
upcoming [0 years.

M. Permanent School Facility — School building that is constructed with brick, concrete
and steel, with a wooden or fabricated steel frame; a lasting structure designed and
intended for support, enclosure, shelter or protection of people and for the delivery of
instruction. Excluded from this definition are relocatables which are temporary and can
be moved to aiternative locations.

N Planning Region — A geographic area of Howard County made up of one or more
schools used by the HCPSS Office of School Planning for long-range planning
purposes.

0. Program Capacity — The number of students that can be reasonably accommodated in a

school, based on the permanent school facility (relocatables are excluded) and the
educational program offered (pre-kindergarten regional programs are exciuded).
Program capacity is calculated based at the below rates:

20f7
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POLICY 6010

V.

1. Elementary schools: the product of the Board-approved student-to-teacher ratio
and the number of teaching stations identified in the capital budget.

2. Middle schools: 95% of the product of the Board-approved student-to-teacher ratio
and the number of teaching stations identified in the capital budget.

3. High schools: 80% or 85% of the product of the Board-approved student-to-teacher
ratio and the number of teaching stations in the capital budget.

Projections — Estimated student enrollment for future school years.

Regional Program — A countywide educational program located at one or more, but not
all schools that is designed to provide a particular type of educational leadership or
intervention to students. Regional programs may include, but are not limited to
Regional Academic Life Skills, Preschool Program, including Parent-Assisted Learning
at Schools, Pre-Kindergarten, Elementary School Model Full-day Pre-Kindergarten,
Early Beginnings, Regional Emotional Disabilities, Multiple Intensive Needs
Classroom, Junior Reserve Officer Training Course (JROTC) and Elementary School
Primary Learner Program.

Relocatables — Prefabricated, stand-alone buildings providing temporary capacity for a
school and that are excluded from program capacity.

School Attendance Area — Geographic area from which a school’s students are drawn.

Target Utilization — Enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of the program
capacity of a permanent school facility.

Teaching Stations - Rooms that are at least 660 square feet in size and are or could be
used for delivery of the educational program. Rooms that are excluded include, but are
not limited to, rooms assigned to administrative purposes, regional prograus,
prekindergarten, special education, cooperative use areas, and elementary related arts.

Utilization — The comparison of a permanent school facility’s program capacity and its
enrollment or projected future enrollment.

1Vv. Standards

A.

Appendix A

The Board will consider school attendance area adjustments whenever one or more of
the following conditions exist:

1. A new school or addition is scheduled to open.

2. An existing permanent school facility is significantly damaged, deemed unusable,
ot otherwise scheduled to close.

3of7
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Appendix A

3. School attendance area projections are outside the target utilization,
4, The program capacity of a school buitding is altered.
5. The road network(s) within one or more school attendance areas is altered.

6. A unique circumstance that prompts adjustments to promote efficiencies, provide
for the welfare of students, or adapt for shifts in program delivery.

The Board, Superintendent/designee and the AAC will consider the impact of the
following factors in the review or development of any school attendance area
adjustment plan. While each of these factors will be considered, it may not be feasible
to reconcile each and every school attendance area adjustment with each and every
factor,

1. Facility Utilization. Where reasonable, school attendance arez utilization should
stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time as possible through the

consideration of:

a. Efficient use of available space. For example, maintain a building’s program
capacity utilization between 90% and 100%.

b. Long-range enrollment, capital plans and capacity needs of school
infrastructures (e.g., cafeterias, restrooms and other shared core facilities),

c. Fiscal responsibility by minimizing capital and operating costs.

d.  The number of students that walk or receive bus service and the distance and
time bused students travel.

e. Location of regional programs, maintaining an equitable distribution of
programs across the county.

2. Community Stability. Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote
a sense of community in both the geographic place (e.g., neighborhood or place in
which a student lives) and the promotion of a student from each school level
through the consideration of?

a. Feeds that encourage keeping students together from one schoeol fo the next.
For example, avoiding feeds of less than 15% at the receiving school.

b.  Areas that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods.
c. Frequency with which any one student is reassigned, making every attempt to

not move a student more than once at any school level or the same student
more frequently than once every five years.

4 0f 7
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Appendix A

Demographic Characteristics of Student Population. Where reasonable, school
attendance areas should promote the creation of a diverse and inclusive student
body at both the sending and receiving schools through the consideration of:

a.  The racial/ethnic composition of the student popuiation.

b. The sociceconomic composition of the school population as measured by
participation in the federal FARMS program.

c. Academic performance of students in both the sending and receiving schools
as measured by current standardized testing results.

d. The level of English learners as measured by enrollment in the English for
Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) program.

e. Number of students moved, taking into account the correlation between the
number of students moved, the outcomes of other standards achieved in
Section IV.B. and the length of time those results are expected to be
maintained.

f.  Other reliable demographic and diversity indicators, where feasibie.

Board of Education’s Deliberations

L.

The Superintendent/designee will submit attendance area considerations to the
Board for discussion and recommendation.

If attendance area adjustments are considered under Section IV.A., the Board will
notify the public of its decision for the Superintendent to proceed or not to proceed
with the formation of the AAC and attendance area adjustment recommendations,

The Superintendent/designee will submit to the Board attendance area adjustment
recommendations, which include data on each of the factors in Section I'V.B. for
which measurement can be obtained.

The Board, in accordance with Policy 2040 Public Participation in Meetings of the
Board, will hold a public hearing(s) regarding the school attendance area
adjustment plan(s) submitted by the Superintendent. In addition, and as necessaty,
work session(s) will be scheduled to consider public hearing testimony. The Board
may schedule additional hearings and/or work sessions at its discretion.

The Board may direct the Superintendent to provide additional information and/or
develop other alternative plans for its consideration at any time, The Board may
also propose alterative plans at any time.

S50f7
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6. The Board may consider exemptions for rising fifth, eighth, and eleventh grade
students to continue attending schools in an area that is proposed for attendance
area adjustments. Attendance area adjustments will not affect rising twelfth grade
students.

7. The Board wil take final action on school attendance area adjustments at a public
meeting. The Board reserves the right to adopt or to modify any alternatives
and/or recommendations presented to it by the Superintendent/designee or the
residents of Howard County proposed previously or during the Board’s
deliberations and vote.

D. Community Input

1. The Superintendent will, when directed by the Board, form an AAC in accordance
with the Implementation Procedures of this policy for the purpose of advising the
Superintendent during the planning phase of the attendance area adjustment
process. In the case of an extended emergency situation, the
Superintendent/designee will propose an attendance area adjustment.

2. The Board will provide opportunities for public input in accordance with Policy
2040 Public Participation in Meetings of the Boatd,

3, Members of the public may submit school attendance area adjustment plans to the
Board and/or the Superintendent/designee,

E. The Board may alter these provisions, upon a majority vote of the Board, when an
extended emetrgency as defined by Policy 3010 Emergency Preparedness and Response
occurs or other extraordinary circumstances warrant such an alternation.

V. Responsibilities

A, The Superintendent/designee will prepare and provide enrollment projections and
attendance area constderations on an annual basis to the Board.

B. The Board will determine whether any conditions exist that prompt the consideration of
school attendance area adjustments and, when applicable, recommend formation of the
AAC. The Superintendent/designee will assist the AAC in completing its review and
comment process.

C. All AAC meetings are subject to the Maryland Open Meetings Act. Employees will
take summary notes of the AAC meeting and make these summary notes available to
the public.

D. The Superintendent/designee will communicate the Board’s action on attendance area
adjustments to the principals, PTA presidents and SGA presidents of each affected

6 of 7

Appendix A 159




2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System
POLICY 6010

school, the president of the PTA Council of Howard County and the chairman of the
Community Advisory Council to the Board.

E. Principals will communicate attendance area adjustments to the parents of students in
areas affected by the Board’s action.

VL.  Delegation of Authority

The Superintendent is authorized to develop appropriate procedures for the implementation of
this policy.

VII. References

A, Legal
The Annotated Code of Maryland, Education Article, Section 4-109, Establishment of
Public School :
Maryland Open Meetings Act

B. Other Board Policies
Policy 2040 Public Participation in Meetings of the Board
Policy 2050 Advisory Committees to Staff and Schools
Policy 3010 Emergency Preparedness and Response
Policy 5200 Pupil Transportation
Policy 6000 Site Selection and Acquisition
Policy 6020 School Planning/School Construction Programs
Policy 6070 Discontinuation of School Use
Policy 9000 Student Residency, Eligibility, Enrollment, and Assignment

C. Relevant Data Sources
D. Other
VIII. History

ADOPTED:  April 15, 2004
REVIEWED: July 1, 2011
MODIFIED: November 29, 2018
February 28, 2019
REVISED:  April 28, 2005
April 16, 2009
January 26, 2017
EFFECTIVE: February 28, 2019
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Development and Consideration of School Attendance Area Adjustinent Plans

The long-range school facilities planning process is conducted on an annual basis
according to the county’s and state’s capital budget process. The timing, sequence, and/or
steps may be adjusted based on budgetary and operational needs, to account for holidays
and other considerations. The development and consideration of proposed school
attendance area adjustment plans will take place in the following manner:

Determine Proposed Scope:

A, Calendar Year | - June-November
After the presentation of the Feasibility Study or after any approval of changes in
the attendance areas, the Superintendent and the Board of Education will consult
with each other to define the proposed scope (i.e. open a new school only or
comprehensive plan for all three levels) of the upcoming year’s attendance area
adjustments and develop a communication plan. The proposed scope may be
adiusted during the review and approval process.

Review and Approval Process:

B. Calendar Year 2 - January/February
The Office of School Planning will provide the Superintendent with enrollment
projections by school annually and develop attendance area considerations per
Policy 6010, The considerations will address capacity projects in the capital
budget and will be the basis for short- and long-range attendance area plans.

C. Calendar Year 2 - April
The Office of School Planning may solicit and interview candidates for the
potential Attendance Area Commitiee (AAC) and nominate candidates for
appointment by the Superintendent.

D. Calendar Year 2 - June
The Superintendent/designee presents projections, attendance area considerations
and planning issues to the Board and interested residents.

If the Board approves proceeding with attendance area adjustments, the

Superintendent will charter such a commitiee to review attendance area
adjustment considerations. The Board will notify the public of its decision for the

1of4
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public Schoo! System

POLICY 6010-IP
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURES

H.

Superintendent to proceed or not to proceed with the formation of the AAC and
attendance area adjustment recommendations,

Calendar Year 2 - June
If an AAC is created, Office of School Planning employees will provide training
to the AAC. Training will include, but is not limited the following:

1. Review of Policy 6010 and its standards used to establish an attendance area
adjustment plan.

2. Review the AAC’s responsibilities in the aftendance area adjustment plan
process, including training on the Maryland Open Meetings Act.

Calendar Year 2 - June/July

With assistance from the Office of School Planning, the AAC will review any
attendance area adjustment considerations in the Feasibility Study, and make a
commiitee recommendation to the Superintendent to assist the Superintendent in
developing a recommendation to the Board.

Calendar Year 2 - July

The Office of School Planning will facilitate regional meetings to obtain public
comment regarding attendance area adjustments. The Office of School Planning
will solicit public input through various mechanisms.

Calendar Year 2 - July/August
The Office of School Planning wiil advise the Superintendent on capacity needs
for the upcoming budget process during capital budget preparations.

Calendar Year 2 - August
After receipt of input from the AAC and the public, the Superintendent will
propose attendance area adjustments to the Board.

Calendar Year 2 - August-November
Board public hearing(s), work session(s) and adoption of attendance area
adjustments.

Calendar Year 2 - December

The Superintendent/designee and Board will assess the aftendance area
adjustment process. Modifications to this process will be made, as needed, prior
to the beginning of the next attendance area adjustment,

Implementation

L.

Appendix A

Calendar Year 2 - December — Year 3 - January

After the Board has made any final decision(s) regarding atfendance area
adjustments, the approved attendance area maps are developed, the school locator
is updated, and transportation roufes are updated. The Superintendent will

2o0f4
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

POLICY 601C-IP
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURES

communicate the Board’s action to the principals, PTA presidents and SGA
presidents of each affected school, the president of the PTA Council of Howard
County and the chairman of the Community Advisory Council to the Beard. The
Superintendent/designee will assist school-based administrators and employees
with articulating students affected by attendance area adjustments. Principals will
communicate attendance area adjustments fo the parents of students in areas
affected by the Board’s action.

Calendar Year 3 - January
Capital Budget review by the Board.

Calendar Year 3 - May
Capital Budget review and approval by County Council.

Calendar Year 3 - September
Attendance Area Adjustment effective.

L. Attendance Area Committee Make-up and Responsibilities

A

The AAC shall consist of 10 to 15 members, Consideration will be given to
providing representation from each of the Howard County Public School
System’s (HCPSS) planning regions. Representation may inciude, but is not
limited to the following:

1. Atleast one member from the Howard County Association of Student
Councils.

2. Atleast one member from each of the HCPSS six planning regions.

3. At least three, but no more than eight at-large community members, with
consideration toward identifying members of the community based on the
attendance area/planning region(s) that may be affected by attendance area
adjustiments.

4. Ofthose AAC members selected, no more than six members wiil have been
members of a previous AAC.

5. Members may not serve on more than two consecutive AACs,

The AAC, after receiving training, will work in collaboration with the Office of
School Planning employees and the Superintendent/designee ta provide feedback
on attendance area considerations. The basis for the review will be enroliment
projections and the Policy 6010 Standards set forth in Section IV.B.

1V.  History

ADOPTED: April 28, 2005

Appendix A

Jof4d
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POLICY 6010-IP
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REVIEWED:
MODIFIED:

REVISED:
EFFECTIVE:

Appendix A

July 1, 2011
November 29, 2018
February 28, 2019
January 26, 2017
February 28, 2019
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2019 Feasibility Study Howard County Public School System

The new Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance adopted by the County Council in 2018 requires that
HCPSS reports the most recent attendance area adiustments for each school.

Table 6.1 Most Recent Attendance Area Adjustments Chart
In effect In effect

Atholton ES 2012 Bonnie Branch MS 2014
Bellows Spring ES 2018 Burleigh Manor MS 2018
Bollman Bridge ES 2012 Clarksville MS 2018
Bryant Woods ES 2007 Dunloggin MS 2006
Bushy Park ES 2002 Elkridge Landing MS 2018
Centennial Lane ES 2007 Ellicott Mills MS 2014
Clarksville ES 2006 Folly Quarter MS 2006
Clemens Crossing ES 2018 Glenwood MS 2004
Cradlerock ES 2004 Hammond MS 2014
Dayton Oaks ES 2012 Harpers Choice MS 2018
Deep Run ES 2018 Lake Elkhorn MS 2014
Ducketts Lane ES 2018 Lime Kiln MS 2018
Elkridge ES 2013 Mayfield Woods MS 2018
Forest Ridge ES 2012 Mount View MS 2018
Fulton ES 2012 Murray Hill MS 2014
Gorman Crossing ES 2012 Oakland Milis MS 2003
Guilford ES 2012 Patapsco MS 2006
Hammond ES 2012 Patuxent Valiey MS 2014
Hanover Hills ES 2018 Thomas Viaduct MS 2018
Hollifield Station ES 2013 Wilde Lake MS 2018
lichester ES 2013

Jeffers Hill ES 2013

Laurel Woods ES 2012

Lishon ES 1998

Longfellow ES 2003

Manor Woods ES 2018

Northfield ES 2013 In effect
Phelps Luck ES 2013 Atholton HS 2002
Pointers Run ES 2018 Centennial HS 2006
Rockburn ES 2018 Glenelg HS 2010
Running Brook ES 2007 Hammond HS 2005
St Johns Lane ES 2013 Howard HS 2005
Stevens Forest ES 2013 Long Reach HS 2005
Swansfield ES 15987 Marrtotts Ridge HS 2010
Talbott Springs ES 2013 Mt Hebron HS 2006
Thunder Hill ES 2013 Qakland Mills HS 2005
Triadelphia Ridge ES 2018 Reservoir HS 2002
Veterans ES 2013 River Hill HS 2010
Waterloo ES 2013 Wilde Lake HS 2004
Waverly ES 2018

West Friendship ES 2018

Worthington ES 2007
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Howard County Public School System

Food and Nutrition Services

Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility (2008-2017)%%**

SY2007-2008 [HCPSS Total

SY2008-2009 [HCPSS Total 43,280 5,015 1,770 6,785
SY2009-2010 |HCPSS Total 42,763 6,294 1,713 8,007
$Y2010-2011 {HCPSS Total 42,322 7,240 1,564 8,804
$Y2011-2012 {HCPSS Total 41,983 7,721 1,714 9,435
SY2012-2013 JHCPSS Total 42,158 4,847 3,293 9,991
SY2013-2014 {HCPSS Total 42,215 8,768 1,784 10,552
5Y2014-2015 {HCPSS Total 41,949 9,660 1,881 11,541
5Y2015-2016 {HCPSS Total 42,974 10,325 1,959 12,284
SY2016-2017 {HCPSS Total 43,289 10,631 2,219 12,850

NOTES:

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school year as
recorded by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public Schoo! System provides FARMS data to the
Office of School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to

the USDA federal requirement deadline of October 31° of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryiand State Department of
Education by the Accountabifity Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the

deadline of September 30" of each vear as dictated by the federaj guidelines for the requesting department.

Page 1 of 22
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutriticn Services

2007-2008 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 364 23 26 63 427
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,362 25 22 66 1,428
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 644 8 45 77 721
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 446 43 75 150 596

BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 583 17 42 86 669 12
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 197 51 73 154 351
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 651 22 35 636

BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 679 7 14 693

CEDAR LANE SCHOOL. 93 ! 7 13 106
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,399 18 29 68 1,46
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 604 4 4 21 625
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 525 1 526
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 722 2 2 727
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 445 1 14 27 472
CRADLEROCK SCHOOL-LO 312 a1 82 160 472
CRADLEROCK SCHOOL-UP 311 36 78 159 470

DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 552 2 6 12 564

DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 454 a1 76 150 604 39
DUNLOGG!N MIDDLE 457 20 32 59 516
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 616 21 37 86 702
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 558 17 35 76 634

ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 646 2 28 43 689 45
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 567 1 6 11 578

FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 529 13 42 84 613

FULTON ELEMENTARY 661 3 8 15 676 20
GLENELG HIGH 1,146 4 13 27 1,17
GLENWOOD MIDDLE 644 2 6 19 663
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 565 20 33 71 636
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 337 33 60 124

HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 471 8 9 25 496
HAMMOND HIGH 1,033 40 90 211 1,24 .9
HAMMOND MIDDLE 589 10 12 30 619
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 426 36 57 124 550
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 548 17 37 77 625
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 66 19 30 59 125 47.20%|
HOWARD HIGH 1,336 19 34 79 1,41

ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 588 2 3 12 600

JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 301 16 47 84 385

LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 329 25 127 214 543

LIME KILN MIDDLE 629 4 4 13 642

07/19/17 Page 2 of 22



NOTES:

LISBON ELEMENTARY 468 3 9 15
LONG REACH HIGH 996 40 105 224
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 310 34 50 103
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 574 7 18 27
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,136 18 34
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 520 30 65 137
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 709 2 7 13
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,306 25 57 104
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 482 20 108 187
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 524 3 5 11
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 915 56 163 290
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 302 41 80 154
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 585 11 20 53
PATUXENT VALLEY MiDDLE 591 33 67 i52
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 374 78 118 241
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 763 4 1 8
RESERVCHR HIGH 1,276 18 108 191
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,320 a2 67
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 698 5 24 44
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 277 37 66 141
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 542 6 6 13
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 167 31 71 122
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 335 63 93 188
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 292 33 101 163
THUNDER HiLL ELEMENTARY 335 5 7 15
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 436 1 2
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 682 36 86 171
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 586 23 54 106
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 547 3 4 11
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 307 5 8
WILDE LAKE HIGH 1,067 61 128 266
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 343 31 59 117
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the schoo] year as recorded

by Foed and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31* of each year.

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30" of

each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.

07/18/17
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2008-2009 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

Food and Nutrition Services

Howard County Public School System

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 365 22 26 72 437
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,326 25 40 84 1,410
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 701 15 38 87 788
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 444 46 77 171 615
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 619 14 40 80 699
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 199 44 76 139 338
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 649 21 36 685
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 694 7 13 707
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 87 5 9 96
CENTENNIAL HiGH 1,372 23 18 66 1,438
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 619 1 20 33 652
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 552 3 555
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 713 1 4 719
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 455 9 12 31 486
CRADLEROCK SCHOOCL-LO 313 41 81 163 476
CRADLEROCK SCHOCL-UP 297 42 76 149 446
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 503 1 4 11 514
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 413 58 83 187 600
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 456 13 32 56 512
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 651 21 57 121 772
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 544 15 49 85 639
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 668 27 43 711
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 540 2 6 12 552
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 536 23 52 100 636
FULTON ELEMENTARY 639 16 655
GLENELG HIGH 1,146 2 19 1,165
GLENWOOD MIDDLE 618 12 630
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 527 12 35 63 580
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 345 39 74 143 488
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 455 6 12 24 479
HAMMOND HIGH 986 57 107 248 1,234
HAMMOND MIDDLE 546 8 22 37 583
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 379 40 70 144 523
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 543 18 44 81 629
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 63 19 28 54 117
HOWARD HIGH 1,408 19 48 g9 1,507
{LCHESTER ELEMENTARY 599 1 4 12 611
JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 289 22 47 87 376
LAUREL WOOCDS ELEMENTARY 326 28 140 253 578
LIME KILN MIDDLE 662 4 4 11 673

07/18/17
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LISBON ELEMENTARY 445 7 15 25
LONG REACH HIGH 949 42 108 230
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 311 48 66 135
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 586 5 15 27
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,186 15 23 45
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 527 27 75 151
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 699 5 12 21
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,298 22 93 138
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 462 33 97 193
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 559 2 5 10
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 863 60 167 302
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 294 38 84 150
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 592 6 31 48
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 567 45 70 176
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 391 60 138 255
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 700 2 4 9
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,239 29 126 233
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,318 7 43 73
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 711 8 21 47
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 255 63 69 158
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 525 11 14 29
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 163 37 70 128
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 334 57 103 189
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 301 38 118 198
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 333 5 9 18
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 433 7 10
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 718 35 88 167
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 572 33 50 116
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 552 2 7
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 293 4 9
WILDE LAKE HIGH 1,084 68 148 284
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 338 34 66 128
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 430 4 6

NOTES;

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school year as recorded

by Food and Nutrition Services,

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA fedetal

requirement deadline of October 31> of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 3

each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department,

07/19/17
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutrition Services

2009-2010 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

07/19/17
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ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 375 64 28 108 483
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,376 41 34 97 1,473
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 721 32 46 106 827
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 426 86 79 192 618 31.07%!
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 593 31 45 91 684
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 194 85 50 170 364
BURLEIGH MANCR MIDDLE 619 12 18 45 664
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 627 4 14 641
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 80 6 ) £9
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,406 31 38 91 1,49
CENTENNIAL | ANE ELEMENTARY 627 1l 8 28 655
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 538 1 540
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 687 1 3 5 692
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 457 10 19 34 491
CRADLEROCK SCHOOL-LO 276 82 69 200 476
CRADLERCCK SCHOOL-UP 281 70 78 186 467
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 447 7 5 14

DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 436 77 71 194 630
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 441 22 37 69 510
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 657 50 52 137

ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 558 31 45 104

ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 644 17 27 58 %
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 541 1 5 10

FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 528 48 68 131

FULTON ELEMENTARY 630 12 11 27

GLENELG HIGH 1,164 6 12 22

GLENWOCD MIDDLE 622 10 20

GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 521 27 51 96

GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 334 72 58 164

HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 456 17 13 37

HAMMOND HIGH 1,009 108 127 318 1,32
HAMMOND MIDDLE 521 23 16 51

HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 364 53 55 148

HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 532 28 5% 118

HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 59 35 27 70

HOWARD HIGH 1,468 51 60 144 1,61
JLCHESTER ELEMENTARY 640 2 7 15

JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 282 39 43 99

LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 302 68 129 262

LIME KILN MIDDLE 643 7 3 13



LISBON ELEMENTARY 427 12 15 32 459
LONG REACH HIGH 908 84 119 201 1,159
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 283 72 56 145 428
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 605 11 15 32 637
MARRIOQTTS RIDGE HiGH 1,209 26 i8 60 1,269
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 545 74 67 184 729
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 685 9 4 23 708
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,301 56 84 167 1,468
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 459 62 105 223 682
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 569 5 19 29 598F
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 829 103 153 337 1,16
QAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 264 61 72 164

PATAPSCCO MIDDLE 565 12 18 47

PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 516 75 68 190

PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 350 124 113 288

POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 669 7 3 11

RESERVOIR HIGH 1,271 82 127 281

RIVER HILL HIGH 1,370 10 58 87

ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 670 18 21 57

RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 247 99 50 174

5T JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 530 8 & 20

STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 169 51 58 128

SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 305 89 86 198

TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 297 75 108 211

THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 330 9 22

TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 414 1 10

VETERANS ELEMENTARY 738 71 96 199

WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 588 62 49 155

WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 548 4 2 12

WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 280 8 5 15

WILDE LAKE HiGH 976 135 133 347

WILDE LAXE MIDDLFE 318 66 62 158
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 446 5 4 11

NOTES:

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school vear as recorded

by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31% of each vear,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
deadline of September 30" of

Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the

each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.
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2010-2011 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

Food and Nutrition Services

Howard County Public School System

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 364 62 32 112
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,367 45 27 28
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 743 53 50 118
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 421 81 68 169
B8ONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 565 44 35 92
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 172 108 54 186
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 582 20 14 52
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 634 8 5 14
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 87 4 i5
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,361 44 33 110
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 640 17 10 41
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 522 3

CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 677

CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 462 16 14 37
CRADLERQCK SCHOOL-LO 253 99 73 212
CRADLEROCK SCHOOL-UP 246 96 68 200
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 456 6 3 11
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 413 124 91 265
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 452 37 31 82
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 703 75 39 141
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 576 51 42 112
ELLICOTT MILLS MiDDLE 610 25 29 69
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 570 4 10 16
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 551 80 70 167
FULTON ELEMENTARY 630 19 9 31
GLENELG HIGH 1,184 20 16 43
GLENWOOD MiIDDLE 576 12 12 26
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 533 54 31 106
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 351 82 52 167
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 476 28 13 46
HAMMOND HIGH 971 133 125 329
HAMMOND MIDDLE 485 25 22 59
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 331 78 56 160
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 538 42 47 109
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 60 42 32 82
HOWARD HIGH 1,450 62 67 169
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 644 8 11 23
JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 260 53 38 107
LAUREL WOQODS ELEMENTARY 331 102 108 271
LIME KILN MIDDLE 599 g 11 25 624
07/19/17 Page 8 of 22



LISBON ELEMENTARY 421 21 16 46
LONG REACH HIGH 878 125 117 315
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 276 99 49 160
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 629 19 7 29
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,234 36 8 58
MAYFIELD WOODS MiDDLE 527 88 59 191
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 665 6 4 16
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,278 64 90 186
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 488 82 93 233
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 590 16 7 30
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 772 151 155 363
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 248 56 63 140
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 536 24 22 59
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 453 96 80 224
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 362 143 116 317
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 639 10 7 17
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,197 117 117 301
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,331 13 59 84
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 674 26 30 72
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 232 110 42 183
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 542 10 12 27
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 152 72 67 154
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 357 111 82 224
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 297 126 128 287
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 339 19 5 26
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 404 10 8 18
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 791 99 76 214
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 587 86 52 172
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 554 13 1 23
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 275 12 2 15
WILDE LAKE HIGH 924 189 123 353
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 329 86 63 181
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 495 5 4 12

NOTES:

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school vear as recorded
by Food and Nutrition Services,

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31* of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the

Acccuntabllity Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30" of
each year as dictated by the federa! guidelines fot the requesting department.

07/19/17 Page 9 of 22




2011-2012 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

Food and Nutrition Services

402 63

Howard County Public School System

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 35 118
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,357 59 24 105
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 774 68 36 137
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 432 86 97 211
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 585 67 33 122
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 167 132 38 195
BURLE!GH MANOR MIDDLE 579 18 18 51
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 617 10 11 25
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 84 12 4 17
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,329 34 38 101
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 666 13 19 40
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 512 2 7
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 644 3 1 4
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 456 22 12 45
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 279 113 77 219
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 475 8 1 12
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 438 147 73 265
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 454 37 30 82
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 720 79 59 163
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 564 52 30 101
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 638 32 22 73
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 556 5 7 15
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 575 83 59 191
FULTON ELEMENTARY 622 22 22 51
GLENELG HIGH 1,174 21 16 42
GLENWOOD MIDDLE 562 13 12 28
GORMAN CRQOSSING ELEMENTARY 592 51 33 120
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 344 98 68 205
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 472 28 9 42
HAMMOND HIGH 935 133 125 335
HAMMOND MIDDLE 465 25 18 53
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 350 78 73 177
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 539 45 71 136
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 66 38 27 78
HOWARD HIGH 1,497 77 64 175
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 646 18 9 33
JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 245 55 43 117
LAKE ELKHORN MIDDLE 249 120 78 225
LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 308 117 125 307
LIME KILN MIDDLE 573 13 10 29
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LISBON ELEMENTARY 373 26 14 46 419]
LONG REACH HIGH 914 143 117 353 :
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 288 84 57 167
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 595 18 15 39
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,199 37 17 64
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 506 86 64 202
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 652 11 8 25
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,248 67 74 165
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 499 86 98 231
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 603 8 12 25
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 709 175 165 401
] OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 231 54 73 151
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 521 25 20 62
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 445 78 85 215
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 361 191 120 364
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 598 12 6 21
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,164 117 119 320
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,309 17 48 85
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 644 23 21 60
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 245 122 50 196
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 535 9 6 17
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 129 68 67 150
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 317 118 100 245
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 280 125 126 295
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 342 19 4 31
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 399 13 4 21
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 788 92 94 215
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 571 115 52 192
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 574 12 7 24
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 271 11 5 16
WILDE LAKE HIGH 894 165 130 368
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 326 106 58 194
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY - 511 8 2 19
7 : =
NOTES:

These totals and percentages_ include PRE-X and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school year as recorded
by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of

Schoot and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal
st

requirement deadline of October 31 of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountabllity Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30" of
each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the reguesting department.
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutrition Services

2012-2013 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility
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ATHOLTOM ELEMENTARY 380 26 11 47 427
ATHOLTOM HIGH 1,364 60 25 104 1,468
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 784 91 53 163 947
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 453 144 102 290 743
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 569 66 38 123 692
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 170 141 44 208 378
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 624 30 10 53 677
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 594 18 27 621
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 80 18 21 101
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,321 40 36 107 1,428
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 678 17 10 38 716
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 530 5 6 536
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 627 3 630
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 462 17 16 43 505
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 270 109 102 247 517
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 594 14 3 22 616
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 449 177 74 290 739
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 459 47 37 103 562
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 705 ag 45 166 871
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 579 55 27 100 679
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 638 30 33 87 725
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 541 4 6 15 556 0%
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 543 68 70 175 718
FULTON ELEMENTARY 607 21 13 47 654
GLENELG HIGH 1,218 21 14 42 1,260
GLENWOOD MIDDLE 510 17 6 25 535
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 534 A1 39 120 654 9%
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 268 105 59 203 471
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 457 79 29 135 592
HAMMOND HIGH 908 161 122 354 1,262
HAMMOND MIDDLE A46 21 19 45 491
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 321 88 69 184 505
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 554 67 63 145 699 4%
HOMEWGCD SCHOOL 66 49 28 87 153
HOWARD HIGH 1,534 99 54 185 1,719
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 662 23 12 41 703
JEFFERS HiLL ELEMENTARY 246 69 37 125 371
LAKE ELKHORN MIDBLE 230 118 80 235 465
LAUREL, WOODS ELEMENTARY 285 g5 90 249 534
LIME KILN MIDDLE 578 15 9 32 610



LISBON ELEMENTARY 350 25 13 48 308 ]
LONG REACH HIGH 933 192 116 387 1,320]
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 269 104 55 178 447
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 590 25 3 37 627
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,157 37 8 58 1,215}
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 525 88 57 196 721}
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 695 19 3 25 720}
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,259 65 78 173 1,43
MURRAY HiLL MIDDLE 456 111 91 266 72
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 588 14 14 29 617|
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 700 191 171 434 1,134
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 235 74 73 167 402}
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 498 23 31 63 561
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 434 102 62 218 652
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 355 215 123 391 746
PGINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 743 21 9 35 7781
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,144 121 154 347 1,491}
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,327 19 52 30 1,417}
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 645 35 24 73 718]
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 268 145 59 230 498 ]
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 557 12 6 21 578
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 137 80 72 176 313]
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 322 134 88 251 573
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 286 121 106 268 554§
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 390 22 12 40 430
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 434 8 1 15 449
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 868 99 75 211 1,079
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 569 119 52 224 793
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 585 19 4 27 612
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 256 9 4 15 271
WILDE LAKE HIGH 867 195 128 392 1,259
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 348 132 43 200 548

WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY

NOTES:

These totals and percentages_include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school year as recorded

by Feod and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
Schoal and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31" of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card Is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30" of

each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.
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2013-2014 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

Food and Nutrition Services

Howard County Public School System

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 381 34 7 41 422
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,332 95 18 113 1,44

BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 566 88 20 108 674
BOLLMARN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 446 253 57 310 756
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 599 104 22 126 725
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 154 204 23 227 381
BURLEIGH MANGCR MIDDLE 645 42 12 54 699
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 601 26 2 28 629
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 77 21 21 98
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,253 95 26 121 1,374
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 644 25 13 38 682,
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 507 1 10 517
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 601 3 1 4 605
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 462 36 10 46 508
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 271 218 46 264 535
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 633 15 5 20 653
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 377 259 35 294 671
DUCKETTS LANE ELEMENTARY 433 220 44 260 693
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 465 88 21 109 574
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 616 133 24 157 773
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 610 93 15 108 718
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 657 65 25 90 747
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 531 13 4 17 548
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 535 149 43 192 727
FULTON ELEMENTARY 666 39 4 43 709
GLENELG HIGH 1,215 39 9 48 1,263
GLENWGOD MIDDLE 517 27 3 30 547
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 562 a4 47 131 693
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 283 202 27 229 512
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 475 110 21 131 606
HAMMOND HIGH 835 292 87 379 1,214
HAMMOND MIBDLE 425 34 8 42 467
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 306 180 25 205 511
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 566 134 21 155 721
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 70 75 6 81 151
HOWARD HIGH 1,532 145 37 182 1,71

ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 750 29 5 34 784
JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 277 130 20 150 427
LAKE ELKHORN MIDDLE 239 236 36 272 511
LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 287 202 74 276 563
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LIME KILN MIDDLE 615 20 4 24
LISBON ELEMENTARY 370 32 Ej 41
LONG REACH HIGH 927 317 83 400
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 256 178 25 203
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 648 34 8 42
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,157 42 11 53
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 548 196 42 238
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 698 23 i 24
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,253 142 38 180
MURRAY HIiLL MIDDLE 459 204 54 258
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 697 24 5 29
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 666 335 67| - 402
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 253 151 18 169
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 547 73 17 90
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 450 181 54 235
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 240 292 43 335
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 768 30 2 32
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,105 271 82 353
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,256 80 24 104
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 639 75 24 99
RUNNING BRCOK ELEMENTARY 247 215 21 236
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 521 48 14 62
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 156 226 21 247
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 321 247 26 273
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 263 149 20 169
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 359 75 20 95].
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 469 14 5 19
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 666 158 22 180
WATERLOQ ELEMENTARY 476 120 23 143
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 746 17 7 24
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 275 16 1 17
WILDE LAKE HIGH 813 331 67 398
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 327 180 26 216

WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 522 16

NOTES;

These totals and percentages_include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS informaticn at the end of the school year as recorded
by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31°" of each year.

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card Is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the

Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30" of
each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutrition Services

2014-2015 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 358 44 8 52 410
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,316 96 26 122 1,438
BEELOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 626 95 19 114 740
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 413 264 52 316 729
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 478 123 42 165 643
BRYANT WOQODS ELEMENTARY 182 192 16 208 390
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 685 48 14 62 747
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 614 33 2 35 649
CEDAR LANE SCHQOL 87 40 4 44 131
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,272 104 29 133 1,405
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 654 29 10 39 693
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 487 5 1 6 493
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 619 16 10 629
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 453 35 8 43 496
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 241 208 30 238 479
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 630 21 3 24 654
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 388 337 49 386 774
DUCKETTS LANE ELEMENTARY 480 252 54 306 786
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 489 98 17 115 604
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 603 164 16 180 783
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 636 60 16 76 ‘712
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 671 62 26 88 759
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 557 g 4 13 570
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 519 175 34 209 728
FULTON ELEMENTARY 682 30 38 720
GLENELG HIGH 1,195 48 55 1,250
GLENWGOD MIDDLE 527 28 32 559
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 577 83 42 125 702
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 250 202 49 251 501
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 491 133 22 155 646
HAMMOND HIGH 798 335 80 425 1,223
HAMMOND MIDDLE 454 76 18 94 548
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 303 193 27 220 523
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 590 134 29 163 753
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 57 94 6 100 157
HOWARD HIGH 1,537 161 48 209 1,746
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 731 33 4 37 768
JEFFERS HitL ELEMENTARY 292 134 35 169 461
LAKE ELKHORN MIDDLE 2486 221 32 253 499
LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 303 224 58 282 585
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NOTES;

LIME KILN MIDDLE 680 22 7 29 708
LISBON ELEMENTARY 384 34 12 46 430
LONG REACH HIGH 960 378 90 468 1,428
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 246 175 25 204 450
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 642 36 7 43 685
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,097 43 17 60 1,15
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 461 151 24 175 636
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 723 19 3 22, 745
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,277 168 40 208 1,485
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 428 135 52 187 615 30
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 668 34 1 35 703
QAKLAND MILLS HIGH 639 375 57 432 1,07
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 239 168 23 191 430
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 566 84 9 93 659
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 425 183 43 226

PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 207 341 45 386

POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 765 25 3 28

RESERVOIR HIGH 1,121 272 84 356

RIVER HILL HIGH 1,239 75 9 84

ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 573 77 21 98

RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 267 232 29 261

ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 645 64 11 75

STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 155 251 32 283
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 303 274 24 298

TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 253 189 37 226

THOMAS VIADUCT MIDDLE 317 167 44 211

THUNDER HiLL ELEMENTARY 427 81 25 106
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 495 14 8 22

VETERANS ELEMENTARY 675 171 21 192

WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 493 144 22 166

WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 745 21 7 28

WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 277 12 3 15

WILDE LAKE HIGH 772 405 464

WILDE LAKE MIDDL

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the schoo! year as recorded
by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public School System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

reguirement deadline of October 31" of each year.,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public Schaol System according to the deadline of September 30" of
each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutrition Services

2015-2016 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY 388 47 15 62
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,309 103 19 122
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 635 97 23 120
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 408 280 55 335
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 508 134 47 181
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 158 208 12 220
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 716 53 14 67
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 603 27 3 30
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 82 28 1 29
CENTENNIAL HiGH 1,311 103 44 147
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 683 27 11 38
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 464 3 3
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 589 12 12
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 468 38 4 42
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 241 251 24 275
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 648 27 6 33
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 403 373 36 409
DUCKETTS LANE ELEMENTARY 494 253 56 309
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 489 97 18 115
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 620 192 23 215
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 634 84 17 101
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 718 68 20 88
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 616 11 6 17
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 524 177 35 212
FULTON ELEMENTARY 733 29 4 33
GLENELG HIGH 1,193 36 10 A6
GLENWOOD MIDDLE 521 27 6 33
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 590 97 39 136
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 233 193 35 228
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 484 125 19 144
HAMMOND HIGH 827 335 g2 431
HAMMOND MIDDLE 471 85 22 167
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 304 207 31 238
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 617 150 23 173
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 73 73 5 78
HOWARD HIGH 1,546 167 40 207
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 691 25 8 33
JEFFERS HILL ELEMENTARY 286 132 29 161 447
LAKE ELKHORN MIDDLE 252 196 34 230 482
LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 265 263 89 352 617 %
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LIME KILN MHDDLE 693 18 7 25
LISBON ELEMENTARY 382 40 16 56
LONG REACH HIGH 949 427 95 522
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 255 211 23 234
MANGR WOQDS ELEMENTARY 692 37 5 42
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,139 39 18 57
MAYHELD WOODS MIDDLE 456 193 27 220
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 738 14 ] 19
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,283 181 42 223
MURRAY HILL MIDDLE 416 133 66 199
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 670 37 8 45
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 613 431 56 487
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 263 169 25 194
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 592 92 20 112
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 403 178 40 218
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 222 367 48 415
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 735 27 7 34
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,093 313 91 404
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,165 49 7 56
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 613 98 25 123
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 246 236 27 263
ST JOHN'S LANE ELEMENTARY 673 68 7 75
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 145 251 23 3i4
SWANSFIELD ELEMENTARY 299 317 30 347
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 255 208 24 232
THOMAS VIADUCT MIDDLE 337 191 61 252
THUNDER EILL ELEMENTARY 450 101 19 120
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 520 12 8 20
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 727 178 24 202
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 473 145 20 169
WAVERLY £ELEMENTARY 762 26 10 36
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 300 15 1 16
WILDE LAKE HIGH 729 429 62 491
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 332 198 35 233
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 519 15 2 17

These totals and percentages include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school vear as recorded
by Food and Nutrition Services.

The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard County Public Schoot System provides FARMS data to the Office of
School and Community Nutritlon Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA federal

requirement deadline of October 31° of each year,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the

Accountability Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System acecording to the deadline of September 30" of

each year as dictated by the federal guldelines for the reguesting department.
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Howard County Public School System
Food and Nutrition Services

2016-2017 Free and Reduced Meals Eligibility

ATHOLTON ELEMENTARY

82

405 70 12 48
ATHOLTON HIGH 1,304 107 22 129 1,43
BELLOWS SPRING ELEMENTARY 1642 30 26 116
BOLLMAN BRIDGE ELEMENTARY 404 291 73 364
BONNIE BRANCH MIDDLE 527 149 27 176
BRYANT WOODS ELEMENTARY 212 205 16 221
BURLEIGH MANOR MIDDLE 753 52 16 68
BUSHY PARK ELEMENTARY 600 28 29
CEDAR LANE SCHOOL 86 19 4 23
CENTENNIAL HIGH 1,342 116 52 168
CENTENNIAL LANE ELEMENTARY 712 22 9 31
CLARKSVILLE ELEMENTARY 433 4 4
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 557 11 12
CLEMENS CROSSING ELEMENTARY 492 40 8 a8
CRADLEROCK ELEMENTARY 234 251 23 274
DAYTON OAKS ELEMENTARY 661 30 7 37
DEEP RUN ELEMENTARY 386 . 389 55 444
DUCKETTS LANE ELEMENTARY 500 276 65 341
DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 513 91 20 111
ELKRIDGE ELEMENTARY 645 220 37 257
ELKRIDGE LANDING MIDDLE 603 71 30 101
ELLICOTT MILLS MIDDLE 749 69 19 88
FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE 600 10 5 15
FOREST RIDGE ELEMENTARY 482 185 23 208
FULTON ELEMENTARY 811 33 9 42
GLENELG HIGH 1,151 33 14 47
GLENWOOD MIDDLE . 485 24 6 30
GORMAN CROSSING ELEMENTARY 623 126 40 166
GUILFORD ELEMENTARY 214 185 42 227
HAMMOND ELEMENTARY 503 129 15 144
HAMMOND HIGH 815 366 89 455
HAMMOND M(DDLE 484 83 20 103
HARPER'S CHOICE MIDDLE 314 235 36 271
HOLLIFIELD STATION ELEMENTARY 629 168 23 191
HOMEWOOD SCHOOL 69 70 3 73
HOWARD HIGH 1,572 181 58 239
ILCHESTER ELEMENTARY 668 26 8 34
JEFFERS HiLt ELEMENTARY 301 119 34 153
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NOTES;

(e

LAKE ELKHORN MIDDLE 266 221 33 254 520
LAUREL WOODS ELEMENTARY 230 301 79 380 610
LIME KILN MIDDLE 707 18 11 29 736
LISBON ELEMENTARY 383 53 15 68 451
LONG REACH HiGH 988 440 105 545 1,533
LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 233 203 23 226 459
MANOR WOODS ELEMENTARY 734 47 3 50 784
MARRIOTTS RIDGE HIGH 1,202 44 16 60 1,262
MAYFIELD WOODS MIDDLE 450 204 41 245 685
MOUNT VIEW MIDDLE 776 18 7 25 801
MT HEBRON HIGH 1,344 180 64 244 1,588
MURRAY HILL MiDDLE 443 158 79 237 680
NORTHFIELD ELEMENTARY 687 39 9 438 735
OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 611 452 76 528 1,139
OAKLAND MILLS MIDDLE 234 180 40 220 454
PATAPSCO MIDDLE 567 83 24 107 674
PATUXENT VALLEY MIDDLE 423 171 45 216 639
PHELPS LUCK ELEMENTARY 222 341 48 389 611
POINTERS RUN ELEMENTARY 758 31 10 41 759
RESERVOIR HIGH 1,071 279 115 394 1,465
RIVER HILL HIGH 1,133 12 4 16 1,149
ROCKBURN ELEMENTARY 623 110 18 128 751
RUNNING BROOK ELEMENTARY 251 220 35 255 506
ST JOHN’'S LANE ELEMENTARY 645 50 12 62 707
STEVENS FOREST ELEMENTARY 147 277 34 311 4538
SWANSFIELD EEEMENTARY 269 335 35 370 639
TALBOTT SPRINGS ELEMENTARY 236 233 38 271 507
THOMAS VIADUCT MIDDLE 364 221 56 277 641
THUNDER HILL ELEMENTARY 446 94 19 1i3 559
TRIADELPHIA RIDGE ELEMENTARY 562 11 3 14 576
VETERANS ELEMENTARY 725 167 47 214 939
WATERLOO ELEMENTARY 451 148 28 176 627
WAVERLY ELEMENTARY 754 27 6 33 787
WEST FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY 310 16 16 326
WILDE LAKE HIGH 730 437 54 4491 1,221
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 320 210 34 244 564
WORTHINGTON ELEMENTARY 513 26 5 31 544

These totals and percentages_include PRE-K and reflect the FARMS information at the end of the school year as
recorded by Food and Nutrition Services.
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The Food and Nutrition Service Office of the Howard Coun y Publi c 00l System provides FARMS data to the Office of
Schoof and Community Nutrition Program of the Maryland State Department of Education according to the USDA

federal requirement deadline of October 31% of each yeat,

The FARMS data shown on the Maryland Report Card is provided to the Maryland State Department of Education by the
Accountabiiity Coordinator in the Howard County Public School System according to the deadline of September 30'" of

each year as dictated by the federal guidelines for the requesting department.
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Making Sense of MISA and NAEP Assessment Results:
How Well Are Maryland Students Doing?

David Casalaspi, Gail L. Sunderman, Robert Croninger, & Jillian Luchner September 2015

State assessments have become an ever-present feature of education policy and discussion about the
quality of public schools. In Maryland, mandated state-designed assessments go back to the 1970s
when state policymakers required students to pass standardized tests as part of the Maryland
Functional Testing Program. Since that time, state assessments have evolved to address new policies,
including the assessment requirements of the 2002 reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act, No Child Left Behind. As Maryland, along with other states, has hegun implementing the
Common Core standards, a new set of state assessments—the Partnership for Assessment of Readiness
for College and Careers (PARCC)—was implemented in the 2014-2015 school year. These assessments
established new proficiency standards for students and bhenchmarks to gauge student performance in
Maryland, including performance differences between historically disadvantaged students and their
more advantaged peers.

This policy brief provides a brief history of assessment policy in Maryland and compares student
performance on the Maryland School Assessments (MSA) and the National Assessment of Education
Progress (NAEP) between 2005 and 2013, the last year all students were tested on the MSA. We
examine the longitudinal trends for all students, students from different racial/ethnic groups, and
students from low-income families and discuss how to interpret the results of state assessments
compared to NAEP. By comparing the assessment resuits from MSA and NAEP, we show where
Maryland stands in terms of student performance, including efforts to reduce the achtevement gap
between historically advantaged and disadvantaged students. We provide these analyses to establish
an understanding of student performance gains {and losses} prior to the implementation of the new
Common Core assessments,

MSA and NAEP Programs

The MSA program and the NAEP program have different histories and assessment goals. The MSA
program was implemented in 2002 in response to the federal No Child Left Behind Act, which mandated
that all states establish curricular standards in reading and math and test all students in grades 3-8
annually in those subjects. The Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) thus administered the
MSA every year to ail students in grades 3-8. The exam tested studenis’ mastery of the state-mandated
curricufum in reading and math, and students received one of three ranks based on their scores: Basic
{underperforming), Proficient {performing adequately), or Advanced (exemplary).

College oi Education, University of Maryland

MARYLAND
EQUETY PROJECT

ADVAHCING CDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES




The NAEP, by contrast, is a national sampling
exam that was first widely administered to
the states in 1990. Known as “The Nation's
Report Card,” the NAEP provides a
longitudinal perspective of how U.S, student
achievement has changed over time. The
exam is administered by the U.S. Department
of Education and the National Center for
Education Statistics every two years to a
sample of students in grades four and eight,
Students are tested in four subjects — math,
reading, science, and writing — and the test
items cover material from a general
framework established by the National
Assessment Governing Board rather than a
specific curriculum. Unlike the MSA, the
NAEP does not provide data on individual
school or student performance, but instead
provides performance information at the
district, state, and national levels,

In this policy brief, we compare student
performance on the MSA and the NAEP.
Because the NEAP is an independent, nationai
assessment, it can be used to corroborate the
state test results. Because the MSA is a “high-
stakes” test, that is, there are Incentives
attached to test scores, scores on the MSA
may he inflated. Scores can be inflated when
instruction focuses narrowly on the tested
material and ignores other parts of the
subject matter. To control for possible score
inflation, we look at NAEP scores, a low-
stakes test, which are more likely to represent
a broader spectrum of what students know
about a subject area, We define student
performance as the percentage of students
scoring proficient or advanced on the MSA
and the NAEP. Resuits are analyzed at the
state-level and then broken down according
to racefethnicity and by free and reduced
meals {low-income) status.’

L Eligibility for free and reduced price meals
(FARMS) is a commonly used measure of students
from low-income househoids,

2jCollege of Educ.a”tio.ri, .Ur;ni{f.ersity of Maryland

Trends in Math and Reading Achievement

Fourth Grade Math Achievement; As Figure
1 shows (see appendix), students have shown
steady improvement on both the MSA and
NAEP 4"™.grade math exams since 2005.
Between 2005 and 2013, the percentage of
students scoring proficient or above increased
from 76% to 89% on the MSA and from 38%
to 47% on the NAEP. However, the
proportion of students scoring proficient or
above has been significantly higher on the
MSA than the NAEP. Partially, this can be
explained by the fact that MSA proficiency
standards are less rigorous than NAEP
proficiency standards. Additionally, because
the MSA is linked to a detailed curriculum,
teachers are able to more directly prepare
students for the MSA than the NAEP,

The pattern of steady improvement on the
two tests in 4™-grade math holds even when
we disaggregate the data based on students’
racefethnicity. -As Figures 2 through 4
demonstrate, all races of students seem to he
making progress on the tests, including hlack
and Hispanic students. The percentage of
black students scoring proficient or above
increased from 62% to 81% on the MSA and
from 15% fo 22% on the NAEP. The
percentage of Hispanic students scoring
proficient or above increased from 69% to
86% on the MSA and from 27% to 33% on the
NAEP. It is important to note, though, that
the difference between MSA and NAEP
performance is much larger for black students
{59 percentage points} and Hispanic students
{53 percentage points) than for white
students (28 percentage points).

Additionally, when comparing students of
different backgrounds against each other, it is
also clear that white students have
consistently outperformed black and Hispanic
students on these exams and that these
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differences in achievement {or “achievement
gaps”} have fluctuated over time. As Figures
5 and 6 show, the racial achievement gaps
between black and Hispanic students and
white students appear to be diminishing on
the MSA but growing on the NAEP. When
looking at the average yearly growth of
students on these two tests, blacks (2.4
percentage points) and Hispanics (2.1
percentage points) have outperformed whites
{1.0 percentage point} on the MSA, but the
opposite is true on the NAEP, where the
annual growth rates of whites {1.8 percentage
points) has outpaced the annual growth rates
of both blacks (0.9 percentage points} and
Hispanics (0.8 percentage points). Possible
explanations for this phenomenon will be
discussed below in the Discussion and
[mplications section of this brief.

Fourth Grade Reading Achievement: Data
shows that overall student performance on
the 4™-grade MSA and NAEP reading exams
has been steadily improving as well (Figure 7).
Between 2005 and 2013, the percentage of
student scoring proficient or above increased
from 81% to 88% on the MSA and from 32%
to 45% on the NAEP. However, NAEP
performance remains significantly below MSA
performance. -

These findings hold even when disaggregated
by race/ethnicity. White students improved
their performance steadily over this period on
both the MSA and the NAEP (Figure 8). Black
students and Hispanic students also made
similar gains {Flgures 9 and 10). The
percentage of black students scoring
proficient or above increased from 70% to
80% on the MSA and from 12% to 22% on the
NAEP. The percentage of Hispanic students
scoring proficient or above increased from
73% to 84% on the MSA and from 21% to 35%
on the NAEP. It is important to note, though,
that the difference between MSA and NAEP
scores is much farger for black students (58

percentage points) and Hispanic students {49
percentage points) than for white students
{15 percentage points). Much of this
phenomenon can probably be attributed to
the extremely low starting point of minority
students on the NAEP, but it may also be the
case that minority students are perhaps more
susceptible to efforts by schools to artificially
inflate MSA test scores (Kiein et al, 2000;
Heilig & Darling-Hammond, 2008; Booher-
Jennings, 2005; Smith & Fey, 2000).

While all racial groups have improved their
performance on these two tests, the racial
achievement gap in 4th—grade reading has
nonetheless remained persistent. Whereas
the black-white and Hispanic-white
achievement gaps have narrowed on the
MSA, these same gaps have widened on the
NAEP. As of 2013, the percentage of black
students scoring proficient or abave remained
15 percentage points below that of white
students on the MSA and 38 percentage
points below that of white students on the
NAEP (Figure 11). The percentage of Hispanic
students scoring proficient or above remained
11 percentage points below that of white
students on the MSA and 25 percentage
points below that of whites on the NAEP
(Figure 12),  The annual vyearly growth
patterns of achievement on these two tests
also confirm this pattern. Black students {1.3
percentage points per year) and Hispanic
students {1.4 percentage points per year} are
improving at a faster rate than white students
{0.6 percentage points per year] on the MSA,
but on the NAEP, black students {1.3
percentage points per year) and Hispanic
students (1.8 percentage points per year) are
improving at a slower rate than white
students (1.9 percentage points per year).

Eighth Grade Math and Reading
Achievement: Many of these same trends
are apparent when looking at the
performance of Sth-graders on the MSA and

3jCollege 0of Education, University of Maryland
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NAEP (see figures 13-24), although 8%-grade
proficiency levels on both tests are lower than
4"-grade proficiency levels. In math, MSA
and NAEP performance has steadily risen,
although  students  have  consistently
performed much better on the MSA than the
NAEP. These findings are for the most part
the same across racial subgroups, although
the performance of white students did dip on
the NAEP between 2011 and 2013. Unlike the
4".grade math results, however, the
achievement gap between white and minority
students has been diminishing on the 8"-
grade math exam. However, the gap should
he viewed cautiously since it increased before
returning to its previous 2005 levels.

The performance of 8"-graders on the two
reading exams also reinforces many of the
trends discussed above (Figures 19-24). In
this regard, performance on the 8"-grade
MSA and NAEP reading exams has steadily
risen between 2005 and 2013, with students
consistently performing better on the MSA
than the NAEP. These findings hold even
when the data is disaggregated by race.
Furthermore, as was the case with the 4™
grade assessments, the difference between
MSA and NAEP performance has been larger
for minority students (45-46 percentage
points) than for white students {37
percentage points). Additionally, when
comparing different racial groups against one
another, the achievement gap between
minority students and white students appears
to have decreased on the MSA but
simultaneously remained stagnant {or in the
case of Hispanic students, increased) on the
NAEP., Between 2005 and 2013, the white-
black achievement gap fell 12 percentage
points on the MSA, but only 2 percentage
points on the NAEP, The white-Hispanic
achievement gap fell 15 percentage points on
the MSA, but actually increased 4 percentage
points on the NAEP.

4|€ollege”crf Educat.ion, University of Maryltand

Math and Reading Performance of Low-
Income Students: Over the past two decades,
the percentage of students from low-income
households enrolled in Maryland public
schools has nearly doubled, from 22.4% of
students in 1990 compared to 40.1% in 2010
{Sunderman & Dayhoff, 2014). By the 2013-14
schoal year, this increased to 42.8%, showing
no abatement following the end of the 2008
recession. Since research on national trends
finds 2 widening achievement gap between
high- and low-income students (Reardon,
2011), it is impaortant to examine trends in the
performance of low-income  Maryland
students.

Patterns similar to those we saw In the
previous analyses emerge when [ooking at the
performance of low-income students. The
performance of low-income students has
increased on both the MSA and the NAEP,
however the proportion of students scoring
proficient or above has been significantly
higher on the MSA than the NAEP (Figures 25-
28). The MSA results for low-income students
are not much different from those for all
students whereas NAEP scores for low-
income students are roughly half those of all
students. In addition, the performance gap
between the MSA and the NAEP has
increased from fts 2005 level with the
exception of 4m—grade reading, which
remained unchanged (57 percentage points).
The gap between the two tests increased
from 45 percentage points to 58 percentage
points in 4™-grade math, from 19 to 29
percentage points in 8"-grade math (Figure
21), and from 33 to 46 percentage points in
8" grade reading.

While the MSA does not report disaggregated
scores for non-poor students, which would
allow for a comparison between low-income
and non-poor students, the NAEP does.
Figures 29-32 show that low-income students
score consistently below non-poor students
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on the NAEP math and reading tests in both
4™ and 8" grades and that the gap between
low-income and non-poor students has
increased. When comparing low-income and
non-poor students on the NAEP, the 4"-grade
math income gap increased from 33
percentage points in 2005 to 39 percentage
points in 2013; the reading gap increased
siightly, from 32 to 34 percentage points
between 2005 and 2013, In 8"-grade math,
the NAEP income gap increased from 29 to 35
percentage points between 2005 and 2011
hefore decreasing to 30 percentage points in
2013. On the 8"-grade NAEP reading test, the
gap increased four percentage points, from
26 to 30 percent between 2005 and 2013. it
is warth noting that the income gaps on the
NAEP are larger than the racial achievement
gaps, These patterns mirror pational trends
that show a widening achievement gap
between high- and low-income students
(Reardon, 2011).

Discussion & Implications

Summary of Results: In this analysis, we
compared test results on the MSA to test
results on the NAEP. The NAEP is a nationally
administered, independent assessment that
can be used to corroborate state test results.
The results of our analysis can be summarized
as follows:

* Students of all races have shown steady
improvement on the MSA and the NAEP
assessments between 2005 and 2013 in 4™
and 8"™-grade math and reading.

* In both grades and subjects, NAEP
performance remains significantly helow
MSA performance,

oThe gap between MSA and NAEP
performance has increased bhetween
2005 and 2013,

o The gap hetween the MSA and NAEP
performance is larger for black and

Hispanic students than it is for white
students,

* When comparing students by race, white
students have consistently cutperformed
black and Hispanic students.

* The achievement gap between minority
(black and Hispanic) students and white
students has decreased greatly on the MSA
hut has remained stagnant or increased on
the NAEP,

o The achievement gap between minority
(black and Hispanic students) and white
students has decreased greatly on the
MSA in both reading and math in grades
4 and 8,

o The achievement gap between minority
and white students has increased on
the NAEP in 4%.grade reading and
math,

o The achievement gap on the 8"-grade
NAEP has declined slightly in math but
remained stagnant or increased in
reading,

* The performance of low-income students
on the NAEP has remained consistently
below their performance on the MSA,

oThe gap between the two tests has
remained unchanged in 4™grade
reading, but increased substantially in
4th—grade math, S‘hwgrade math, and gth.
grade reading.

o The MSA/NAEP income performance
gap has increased at a faster rate than
the performance gap for al students.

* On the NAEP, the gap between low-income
and non-poor students has increased in a*th.
grade math, 4"-grade reading, and 8"-
grade reading, while remaining about the
same In 8™-grade math,

o The NAEP income gaps are larger than
the NAEP racial achievement gaps.

5{Cotllege of Education, University of Maryland

MARYLAND
EQUITY PROJECT

ADYANCING EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES




Discussion: While it may be encouraging that
bhoth MSA and NAEP scores have risen
between 2005 and 2013, our analysis raises a
number of questions concerning the validity
of inferences that can be made based sclely
on MSA results.

The first question worth exploring is why MSA
scores are so much higher than NAEP scores.
Large discrepancies between NAEP and state
assessment results, as has been the case in
Maryland, suggest that NAEP proficiency
levels are more challenging than Maryland’s
own {Lee, 2007; Peterson & Hess, 2006). In
Maryland, the percentages of students
meeting or exceeding the proficiency
standard In reading and math were
approximately twice as large on the MSA as
on the NAEP. This finding suggests that MSA
proficiency standards are much easier for
students to obtain than the NAEP proficiency
levels, and it raises concerns about the
relative rigor of Maryland’s state assessment
system. In fact, “proficient” on the MSA more
closely corresponds with “basic” on the NAEP.

The differences in outcomes on the MSA and
the NAEP can also be seen as a product of the
broader educational ciimate of high-stakes
testing, where test scores are used to hold
schools, teachers, and students accountable
for results {Lee, 2007; National Research
Council, 2011). In Maryland, there are
conseguences attached to student
performance on the MSA, but not the NAEP,
and this accountability pressure may explain
why MSA performance appears much better
than NAEP performance. Pressure to improve
test scores encourages “teaching to the test”
—that is, focusing instruction on MSA material
and reducing time spent on other material —
or using strategies that emphasize test-taking
skills rather than those that lead to genuine
progress in [earning (Koretz, 2008; Holcombe,
Jennings, & Koretz, 2013}, These practices
lead to score inflation where gains on tests

6fCollege of Education, Uﬁ-i.\.f.ers';ty of”Maryland

used for accountability are much larger than
actual gains in student learning. Thus, our
findings suggest that students in Maryland
may have learned less than their MSA scores
suggest as the pressure of high-stakes
accountability has led to the artificial inflation
of MSA scores.

The pressures of high-stakes testing and
accountability also likely explain the
paradoxical finding that the achievement gap
between minority students and white
students has diminished on the MSA, but has
remained stagnant {or in some cases has even
grown) on the NAEP. That pressure may also
account for the income achievement gap
differences. In the era of accountability,
schools serving low-income and minority
students are often under the greatest
pressure to increase test scores quickly to
avoid sanctions for poor performance.
Consequently, those are the schools most
likely to adopt strategies {like teaching to the
test) that artificially inflate MSA scores but do
not generalize to performance on the NAEP,
Indeed, instances of this targeted, strategic
hehavior have been widely documented in
the education literature {e.g. Klein et al, 2000;
Heillg & Darling-Hammond, 2008; Booher-
Jennings, 2005; Smith & Fey, 2000).

White possible score inflation on the MSA is a
disturbing finding, there is some (albeit
limited) hope that Maryiand's test scores will
tell a different story in the future. With the
upcoming implementation of the Common
Core standards and the PARCC assessments, it
is conceivable that, over the long term, scores
on the PARCC will indicate genuine
improvement In student learning, and the gap
between the state assessment and NAEP
scares will accordingly decrease, This is based
an the assumption that the Common Core will
introduce more rigorous instructional content
and that teachers will effectively implement
these reforms. In the short term, however,
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we can expect PARCC results to initially fall
from the MSA levels as schools and educators
learn the new content and beccme familiar
with the tests.

Even with the implementation of the
Common Core and the adoption of the new
PARCC assessments, though, it is still likely
that the same patterns identified in this
analysis will continue as leng as an
accountability system tied to improving state
assessment results remains in place. |If
Maryland were to attach high-stake
incentives to the PARCC results {just as it does
now with the MSA results), academic
proficiency would probably not improve
significantly on the NAEP, and the PARCC
would give a false impression of student
progress.

Policy Recommendations

To improve student tearning, particuiarly that
of low-income and minority students, we
suggest the following recommendations:

* Decouple accountability from high stakes
testing {or at legst stop the practice of
basing accountability on the results of a
single measure of achievement). One of the
most beneficlal steps Maryland can take is
to begin moving away from the current
accountability regime, which bases the
livelihoods of educators and the existence
of schools on the outcomes of a single
standardized test. The federal No Child Left
Behind Act mandated this accountability
regime, but as Congress revises this law in
the coming months, Maryland should have
some flexibility to change course. The
Seriate’s Every Child Achieves Act of 2015
now being considered by Congress to
reauthorize NCLB proposes to give states
more flexibility for how to use test scores
for accountability purposes. I this bill were
to be enacted, states would still be required

FiCollege aof Educatioan, University of Maryland

to include test scores in their accountahility
systems, but they would be given more
freedom to determine the weight of those
tests in their system. Moving forward, we
thus recommend that Maryland use
multiple measures of achievement, such as
graduation, promotion, dropout, and
college enrollment rates, and consider
information from a single test as just one,
incompiete measure of performance,

Interpret and use ftest scores carefilly.
Measuring outcomes does not necessarily
generate  meaningful  improvement in
outcomes or explain what can be done to
improve student learning. Educators,
school officials, and lawmakers should have
an awareness of the limitations of
standardized assessments as indicators of
student learning and use them as tools to
diagnose weaknesses that need to be
addressed through other reforms. An
overly myopic focus on a single test result,
as is the case today, can often result in the
misidentification of effective and ineffective
schools as well as the misappropriation of
resources  for  school  improvement
interventions (Holcombe, Jennings, &
Koretz, 2013),

Focus  resources on  reducing the
achievement gap. Reducing the persistent
and widening achievement gaps an the
NAEP  will require investments In
educational resources and support if all
student groups are to meet the higher
Common Core standards. Research finds
positive relationships between key school
and teacher resources {i.e., funding and in-
field teaching} and student achievement
{Lee, 2011). At the same time, schools need
to use resources more effectively,

Address the out-of-school factors that
contribute to Jow student achievement,
Because educational disadvantage stems
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from many social and economic factors
external to schools, school improvement
strategies by themselves cannot close the
achievement gap. This will require greater
attention to the socio-economic factors,
such as access to health care, the
concentration of disadvantage or advantage
in different neighborhoods, and the
availability of housing and employment
opportunities, that are strongly related to
school readiness and [earning.

in the end, there is no easy fix to improve
student achievement. it will take considered
reform at all levels of the school system —
including structural changes in how we
bperate, fund, and run our schools, as well as
the implementation of new programmatic
interventions, such as extra tutoring services
for struggling students and the adoption of

demands that we rethink our educational
policies and perhaps acknowledge the failure
of the current test-based accountability
regime so that schools might stop feeling
pressure to adopt strategies that improve test
scores but may not significantly improve
student learning, In other words, we should
begin to shift our focus from achievement
gaps to opportunity gaps—the idea that
lower-status groups do not have equal access
to educational opporiunities and that these
inequalities are responsible for much of the
differences In performance that we see today
{Carter & Welner, 2013}. This focus on
opportunity will help iluminate the way that
differences in learning conditions, such as
access to a high quality and challenging
curriculum, time spent on instruction, and
adequate support ({among others} bear
responsibility for the educational disparities

challenging curricula for all students. It also that exist across the state of Maryland,

8|College of Education, University of Maryland
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4th-Grade Math

Appendix

Student Performance on MSA and NAEP, 2005 - 2013

Figure 1 Figure 2
Student Performance on MSA and NAEP, 4th-Grade Math Performance, White
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4th-Grade Reading

Figure 7

Student Performance on MSA and NAEP
4th-Grade Reading Exams, 2005-2013
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8th.Grade Math

Figure 13

Student Performance on 8th-Grade MSA
and NAEP Math Exams, 2005-2013
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gth-Grade Reading

Figure 19

Student Performance on 8th-Grade MSA
and NAEP Reading Exams, 2005-2013
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Low-income Students: MSA Compared to NAEP, 2005 - 2013

4%-Grade Math & Reading

Figure 25
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NAEP: Low-Income and Non-Poor, 2005 - 2013

4th-orade Math & Reading

Figure 29
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The Howard County Public School System’s (HCPSS) Straregic Call to Action outlines a
commitment to closing opportunity gaps in order to ensure that all students will acquire the
skills, attributes, and knowledge necessary to become global citizens and obtain meaningful and
rewarding employment in a dynamic, international workplace. For HCPSS students, the road to
higher education and workplace success begins with timely graduation from an HCPSS high
school. Looking at the members of the Class of 2018 as a single group, the Howard County
Public School System’s (HCPSS) four-year adjusted cohort graduation rate for this class was
91.95%, which is 4.83 percentage points higher than the Maryland public schools’ average of
87.12%. The HCPSS Class of 2018 also had higher graduation rates than similar nearby districts,
including Anne Arundel County, Baltimore County, and Montgomery County Public Schools.

However, this high overall graduation rate hides stark disproportionality for student groups based
on race/ethnicity and eligibility for special services, including Free and Reduced-Price Meals
(FARMS), special education, and English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). Compared
to a four-year graduation rate of over 91% for the Class 0of 2018, Black/African American
students graduated at a rate of 88.66%, Hispanic/Latinx students at 76.94%, students receiving
FARMs at 78.28%, students receiving special education services at 67.41%, and students eligible
for ESOL services at 43.44%,

These differences in graduation outcomes might be predicted earlier in a student’s career.
Specifically, student attendance, academic performance, access to a well-rounded curriculum,
and discipline/behavior data have all been found to correlate with graduation rates'. In turn, these
measures are both influenced by and shape students® perception of school environment and
whether or not students feel successful and valued in the classroom?,

To ensure that all students graduate college and career ready, HCPSS must eliminate the
opportunity gaps that serve as barriers to classroom success and feeling part of an inclusive
learning community and which, in turn, raise the likelihood that students will be disengaged from
school, demonstrate poor attendance, fail to meet academic benchmarks, and disproportionately
be involved in student discipline violations. This work is crucial and ongeing and must begin
when students enter the system as Kindergarteners and Pre-Kindergarteners and continue
throughout their HCPSS careers until achicvement gaps are no longer an expected and accepted
outcome.

To communicate and accelerate achievement gap reduction efforts, this report first examines
graduation rates as one measure of student success to identify and discuss persistent achievement
gaps seen in certain student groups. Data found to predict graduation outcomes such as
attendance data, behavior data, academic performance data, and student self-reports of their
school environment will be examined and the reasons why these data correlate with graduation
outcomes will be discussed. Next, the beginning of a root-cause analysis is presented to better

! Allensworth, E. M., Nagaoka, J., & Johnson, D. W. (2018). High school graduation and college readiness
indicator systems: What we know, what we need to know. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Consortium on School
Research, Retrieved from hitps:/consortium-pub.uchicago.edu/sites/default/files/201 8-
16/High%208chool%20Graduation%20and%20College-April201 8-Consortium.pdf

2 Berkowitz, R., Moore, I, Astor, R. A., & Benbenishly, R. (2016). A research synthesis of the associations
between sociceconomic background, inequality, school climate, and academic achievement. Review of Educational
Research, 87, 425-469



understand factors throughout a student’s academic career that may impact student engagement
and student feelings of success in the classroom and therefore can influence student graduation
success. Key strategies are then discussed to shed light on how HCPSS responds to the identified
disparities by targeting opportunity gaps and using progress monitoring practices to evaluate the
effectiveness of strategies to close these gaps and maximize success for all students.

Current State: Performance Gaps in Graduation Rates

Graduation rates are a useful metric to examine how successfully the HCPSS is preparing its
students for successful post-high school endeavors. While not all students will be able to
graduate in four years, or need to in order to find fulfilling post-secondary educational
opportunities and careers, timely graduation correlates with success both in college and careers.?

Of the 4,224 students who entered high school in the fall of 2015 (Class of 2018), 91.95% (n =
3,884) graduated in four years, reflecting a decrease of 1.26 percentage points from the 93.21%
graduation rate for the Class of 2016 (see Figure 1), Although HCPSS students continue to
graduate from high school within four years at high rates, three-year trends indicate a slight
decrease in graduation rates. These decreases are largest for students receiving FARMs and
Hispanic/Latinx students (see Figure 1 and Appendix A).

100 82016 2017 m2018

Graduation Rate

[
wh

All  Asian  Black Hispanic White Twoor  Non- FARMS Non- LEP Gen Ed Spec Ed
Students More FARMS LEP

Figure 1. HCPSS four-year adjusted cohort graduation rates: Classes of 2016 through 2018. Percentages
greater than or equal to 95 are displayed as 95 to protect student privacy.

Looking more closely at the HCPSS Class of 2018, 340 students in the four-year cohort did not
graduate with a diploma. Of the 340 students in the cohort who did not graduate:

e 201 (59.1%) dropped out at some point in their high school career.

o Less than 5% were students seeking a Maryland High School Certificate of Program
Completion.

¢ The remaining students were for the most part continuing education at an HCPSS school.

IChingos, M. M. (2018). What matters most for college completion? Academic preparation is a key predictor of
success. In F. M, Hess & L. E. Hatalsky (Eds.), Elevating college completion {pp. 1-12). Washington, DC: American
Enterprise Institute. Retrieved from http://www.aei.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/What-Matters-Most-for-
Coilege-Completion.pdf




Graduation Rate

To highlight performance gaps based on race and ethnicity, the graduation rate for a student
group is compared to all students not in that group. Figure 2 visualizes the graduation rate trends
for each racial/ethnic student group (darker line) compared to all other students (lighter line).
The conclusions drawn from this analysis are clear: gaps in graduation rates among student
racial/ethnic groups persist in HCPSS; Black/African American and Hispanic/Latinx students
had lower four-year graduation rates than their peers each year from the Class of 2016 through
2018; the gap between Hispanic and non-Hispanic students is large and growing,.

§ 95 95 Asian 94 Agothel_js o4 A;i‘;nthers 95 95 White 95 Two or More
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Figure 2. Four-year adjusted cohort graduation rate trends for each racial/ethnic student group compared
fo all other students. Values are rounded fo the nearest whole. Percentages greater than or equal to 95 are
displayed as 95 to protect student privacy.

Significant differences in graduation rates are also seen in student groups receiving special
services. Figure 3 presents the gaps in four-year graduation rates for each special service group
compared to their peers not receiving services. In general, students who were eligible for special
services (FARMs, special education, ESOL) had lower graduation rates than their peers each
year. However, the graduation rate for students with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) doubled
from 21.67% for the Class of 2016 to 43.44% for the Class of 2018. While this is still the largest
gap seen in the graduation data, it appears that recent efforts to support English learners within
the general education framework have been successful. These efforts have included the closing
of the Newcomer program at River Hill High School, the removal of many self-contained ESOL
classes, and increased professional development for both ESOL and general education teachers.
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Figure 3. Four-year adjusted cohort graduation rafe trends for each special service group compared to

students not receiving special services, Values are rounded fo the nearest whole, Percentages greater than
or equal to 95 are displayed as 95 to protect student privacy.

Attendance, Academic Access and Performance, and Classroom Behavior

These gaps in graduation rates do not appear suddenly in high school, but can be predicted much
earlier in students’ careers by examining attendance, curricular access, academic performance,
and classroom behavior/discipline data. Students who have poor attendance, have disciplinary
records, and fail courses required for graduation (or math and English courses in earlier grades)
are much more likely to drop out of school and fail to graduate high school than their peers. On
the other hand, having access to a well-rounded curriculum from elementary through high school
prepares students to pursue post-secondary study and careers.”

When Maryland was required to develop an accountability framework aligned with the
requirements of the Every Student Success Act of 2015 (ESSA), attendance, behavior, access to
a well-rounded curriculum, and course performance were chosen as the measures for
determining if schools are fulfilling their obligation to prepare their students for college and
careers, in part due to the ability of these measures to predict timely graduation and other
measures of long-term student success. To that end, Marytand’s new school report card system
tracks and rates schools on the following measures:**

¢ Attendance, Points are assigned based on schools’ chronic absenteeism as defined as a
student being absent for 10% or more of the school days while enrolled for at least ten
days at that school.

* Behavior. Unduplicated count of students in the group suspended out of school or
expelled divided by the total number of students enrolled in the group.

* Access to a Well-rounded Curriculum:

4 Mac Lver, M. A., & Mac Iver, D. J. (2009). Beyond the indicators: An integrated schocl-level approach (o dropout
prevention, George Washington University Center for Equity and Excellence in Education.

* Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE). (2018). Maryland Every Student Succeeds Aci (ESSA)
consolidated state plan. Baltimore, MD: Author.

$ Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE). (2018). Suspensions, expulsions, and health related exclusions:
Maryland public schools 2017 — 2018. Baitimore, MD: Author.




o Points are assigned based on the percentage of Grade 5 students enrolled in
science, social studies, fine arts, physical education, and health

o Points are assigned based on the percentage of Grade 8 students enrolled in fine
arts, physical education, health, and computational learning

o Points are assigned based on the percentage of Grade 12 students enrolled in an
Advanced Placement (AP) course, dual enrollment, or an MSDE-approved Career
and Technical Education (CTE) program at the CTE concentrator level or higher

o English proficiency: For English Learners (EL), making progress toward English
proficiency supports their access to learning. The Progress in Achieving English
Language Proficiency indicator measures the performance of students in a school
who show meaningful growth toward or have attained English proficiency as
measured by the Maryland Comprehensive Assessment Program (MCAP) test for
ELs. The goal for ELs 1s to attain English proficiency within six years. School
points are determined by the percentage of ELs achieving or making progress
towards attaining proficiency.

¢ Course Performance:

o Proficiency on state assessments. Points are assigned based on the percentage of
students performing at the “met expectations” or “exceeded expectations” levels
on the state English and mathematics assessments, or the equivalent on the Multi-
State Alternate Assessment

o Academic growth. Points are assigned based on the percentage of students in a
school who show meaningful relative growth in math and English language arts.
School points are determined for Academic Growth by student growth
percentiles.

o Completion of a well-rounded curriculum. This measure differs by level:

» Elementary: Composite of the percent of Grade 5 students who score
proficient on the Maryland Integrated Science Assessment (MISA) and
who pass core coursework, which includes one each of social studies, fine
arts, physical education, and health,

»  Middle: Composite of the percent of Grade 8 students who score
proficient on the MISA; the percent of Grade 8 students who score
proficient on the Middle School Social Studies Assessment (MSSA); and
who pass core coursework, which includes one each of mathematics,
English language arts, social studies, and science.

* High: Points are assigned based on the percent of students graduating from
or exiting high school with a certificate of program completion who have
achieved at least one of the following:

e Score a 3 or higher on an Advanced Placement (AP) exam
e Score 530 on SAT Math and 480 on SAT Evidence-based Reading and
Writing



e Score 2! on the ACT

¢ Earn credit for dual enrollment

¢ Met University of Maryland entry requirements

* Complete a youth or other apprenticeship training program approved
by the Maryland Apprenticeship Training Council

e Complete an industry certification aligned with an MSDE-approved
CTE program and achieved CTE concentrator level status or higher

s Score 31 on the ASVAB exam

¢ Receive the Seal of Biliteracy

¢ For students who obtained a Maryland High School Certificate of
Program Completion, entered the world of work though:

o Gainful employment

o Postsecondary education and training
o Supported employment
o Other services that are integrated in the community
o On-track in ninth grade, Points are assigned based on the percentage of Grade

9 students who have earned at least four credits in mathematics, English,
science, social studies, and/or world language.

Not surprisingly, disparities very similar to those seen in the graduation data are found when one
examines these student attendance, performance, and behaviot/discipline data, Realizing this,
Maryland not only analyzes and scores schools’ on the performance of their total student
population, but also the performance of the distinct student groups. Table 1 provides a summary
of the patterns observed. A dot (e) is placed where the student group’s performance was worse
than the overall average. Two dots (ee) are used when the student group’s performance was
more than ten percentage points lower than the overall group performance. Data highlights are
summarized below the table. For more detail, see Table A5 in the Appendix.




Table 1
Summary of Opportunity Gaps Observed for Student Groups within HCPSS
as Measured by State Accountability Measures in 2017-18

Student Grou
Area Measure® Asian | Black | Hisp. | White{ Two+| Echis | EL. | SpEd
Attend- Chronic Absenteeism (ES) . . o | eo .
ance Chronic Absenteeism (MS) . . . a0 . o0
Chronic Absenteeism (HS) ® ) . 1) o0 .
Behavior Suspension Rate {ES) * [ . .
Suspension Rate (MS) *» . .
Suspension Rate (HS) . . ° . ° .
Access  Access: Well-Rounded Cwiriculum (ES) [ '
Access: Well-Rounded Curriculum (MS) ® . ° o 'Y
Access: Well-Rounded Curriculum (HS) se | oo oo es | e
Progress twd English Proficiency (ES) All English Learners: 75%
Progress twd English Proficiency (MS) All English Learners: 57%
Progress twd English Proficiency (HS) All English Learners: 62%
Course  Academic Growth in Mathematics (ES) . . ® . .
Perfor-  Academic Growth in Mathematics (MS) . ® .e .
mance  Academic Growth in ELA (ES) . » . 1
Academic Growth in ELA (MS) ) » . ) °
Proficiency on Math Assessment (ES) o0 .e . .o o0 (Y
Proficiency on Math Assessment (MS) ol .0 o0 o0 o0
Proficiency on Math Assessment (HS) ) o0 e ee e
Proficiency on ELA Assessment (ES) ') .0 (1) e (Y}
Proficiency on ELA Assessment (MS) oe ' .o e '
Proficiency on ELA Assessment (11S) e | se .o oe | oo
Credit: Well-Rounded Curriculum (ES) . . . . . .
Credit: Well-Rounded Curriculum (MS) . . ee os | oo
Credit: Well-Rounded Curriculum (HS) e | e oo o0 | oo
On-Track in Ninth Grade oo | we o0 *e | oo

Note, A dot () is placed where the student group’s performance was worse than the overall average. Two dots (e e) are
used when performance was more than 10 percentage points lower than the overall group performance. Black =
Black/African American; Hisp, = Hispanic/Latinx; Two+ = Two or More Races; EcDis = Economically Disadvantaged;
SpEd = Special Education; EL = English Learner; ES = Elementary School; MS = Middle School; HS = High Scheol
*See Table A5 for the percent of points earned for each measure.

» Across measures and school levels, these student groups tended to have less access and
opportunity to educational experiences that support on-time graduation: Black/African
American students, Hispanic/Latinx students, students who were economically
disadvantaged’, students who received special education setvices, and English Learners (EL).

7 Students are determined to be economically disadvantaged based on Direct Certification as approved by USDA for
the State of Maryland (see hitp://www.marylandpublicschools.org/stateboard/Documents/05222018/TabK -
ESSAUpdate.pdf)



¢ At all three school levels, the gaps for these five student groups scoring proficient on state
assessments in mathematics and in English language arts were more than ten percentage
peints lower than the overall average.

¢ Compared to their peers not in these groups, these student groups also had lower
percentages of students who were on track to graduation in Grade 9.

¢ Across school levels, Black/African American students, students who received FARMSs, and
students who received special education services were more likely to be suspended than
students not in these groups.

e The gap in chronic absenteeism between ELs and the overall average widened from no gap
at the elementary schoo! level to over ten percentage points in high school.

» Whereas three-fourths of the ELs made progress toward English proficiency at the
elementary school level, fewer than two-thirds of ELs did so at the secondary schoo! level.

» Tor Black/African American and Hispanic/Latinx students, and for students who received
special services, the gap in having access to a well-rounded curriculum widened from a small
to no gap at the elementary school level to over ten percentage points in high school.

» Tor students who were economically disadvantaged, the gap in making academic growth in
mathematics widened from less than ten percentage points at the elementary school level to
over ten percentage points in middle school.

¢ For Black/African American and Hispanic/Latinx students, and for students who received
special services, the gap in having completed a well-rounded curriculum widened from a
small to no gap at the elementary school level to over ten percentage points in high school.

Root-Cause Analysis: Examining Opportunity Gaps

Why are certain student groups less likely to graduate in four years than other student groups? It
should be seen as no coincidence that the same student groups show disparate performance on
the measures that predict graduation success: attendance, behavior/discipline, and course
performance. These predictive benchmarks are [argely influenced by students’ perception of their
school environment as welcoming and supportive and their perception of their own academic
efforts in the classroom as successful and meaningful.® To effectively ameliorate disparitics,
HCPSS needs to address the variables that cause some students to perceive that they are less
likely to be successful in school and less worthy of academic challenges than their peers, and that
they experience reduced opportunities to receive support and demonstrate competence.

Students’ perceptions of their school environment and whether they hold a valued place within it
are largely reflective of their daily interactions with school staff and other students,
Administrators, instructional staff, and support personnel are responsible for ensuring a
welcoming and supportive environment in their schools and establishing norms for classroom
behavior that guarantec all students feel welcome, supported, and capable of mastering
challenging academic objectives. HCPSS staff, however, are subject to many of the same
influences as any other members of the community. Working for the school system does not
automatically inoculate staff from the effects of long-term systemic racism, unresolved questions
surrounding immigration, or growing economic inequality.

¥ Morse, L. L., & Allensworth, D. D. (2015). Placing students at the center: The whole school, whole community,
whole child model. Journal of School Heaith, 85, 785-794.




If the ability of staff to consistently maintain equitably nurturing learning environments is
impacted by implicit bias, limited perspectives, inability to empathize with others’ lived
experiences, and lack of understanding on how history and culture continue to shape
opportunities for success, then it is unfikely that all students will receive the support and
challenge they need to succeed, When there is limited diversity among teachers and
administrators and little explicit professional learning on the impact of such factors, combined
with societal pressures outside of HCPSS’s control, the result is too often disparate access to
opportunities based on actual or perceived race, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and immigration
status or national origin.

A key strategy to increase student engagement and ensure nurturing and safe learning
environments for all students is HCPSS’s acceleration of its restorative justice efforts.
Restorative justice is a philosophy that emphasizes building relationships. Community-building
is given high priority in a restorative culture. The tone and voice levels of educators should
reflect a caring and supportive environment where staff and students are educational partners. All
members of the school community need to be comfortable discussing race, ethnicity, and other
identifying qualities that may consciously or unconsciously impact decision-making and conflict.
Students, their families, and educators have a voice in school policies and procedures, which are
designed in response to student needs,

When schools embrace restorative justice, educators greet students, ensure they are invested
partners in the learning community, and are regularly seen having restorative conversations as
the primary response to behavior which negatively impacts community relationships. Currently
58% of HCPSS schools were engaged in some type of restorative justice work. If there is a need
to repair harm caused by conflict and wrongdoing, restorative justice provides an opportunity for
everyone impacted by an incident to come together to address their feelings and needs, and reach
a resolution that heals and restores relationships. Restorative justice practices build healthy
relationships based on empathy between students and staff, as well as among adults within the
school community. As the school environment becomes more nurturing for all students, student
engagement and attendance should increase, disruptive behaviors should decrease, and course
access and performance should become more equitable, reducing opportunity gaps and disparate
treatments based on race, ethnicity, economics, and family’s country of origin.

On an instructional level, examining these opportunity gaps based on their impact on attendance,
behaviors, access, and course performance assists staff in targeting these gaps through changes to
curriculum, professional development, and deployment of support services. It helps HCPSS to
efficiently allocate resources and expertise to both provide additional opportunities for success to
students in historically underserved student groups as well as to build a culture that addresses the
causes and mechanisms of inequities.

Narrowing Gaps: Instructional Strategies and Interventions

HCPSS recognizes, accepts, and embraces that individuals come from many different life
experiences with various frames of reference and perspectives.” Whife HCPSS works to remove

% See HCPSS description of diversity: https://www.hopss.org/scta/
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barriers contributing to educational inequity for student groups, each student’s individual needs
drive instruction and supports. Specific instructional strategies and supports are aligned with the
student’s particular strengths and needs to maximize opportunities for academic achievement.

HCPSS works toward educational equity by removing the barriers to success that individuals
face in order to provide the access, opportunities, and supports needed to help students reach
their full potential. Opportunity gaps in attendance, behavior/discipline, and course access and
performance contribute to disproportionate rates among students’ on-time graduation. Table 2
presents a summary of key sirategies at each school level that support attendance, positive
behavior, and course access and performance for all students, with targeted supports for students
who need them, Evaluation of these strategies aligns with the State accountability measures
described above,

Tabte 2 {continued on next page)
Key Instructional Strategies and Interventions to Narrow Opportunity Gaps

Area Key Instructional Strategies/ Interventions School Level  [Budget/Resource
EC | ES | MS| HS |Implications
Attendance  Black Student Achievement Program (BSAP) Liaisons | X | X | X | X [See 0304, 3501
Hispanic Achievement Program Liaisons X | X1 X[ X [See 0304, 3501, 9501
International Liaisons X1 X1 X | X [See8501
Pupil Personnel Services X[ XX | X See6i0l
Behavior Alternative Education services/PBIS X} X 1 X | X [See 0304, 3403
Sccial Workers X1 X i X | X [Ses 0304
Homewood X | X [See 3402
SMIL; Additional Assistant Principals X[ X1 X | X [See 4701
Access Office of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion X i X | X [See 0106
Black Student Achievement Program (BSAP) Liaisons | X | X | X | X [See 0304, 3501
Hispanic Achievement Program Liaisons X | X1 X | X [See0304, 3501, 9501
International Liaisons X | X § X | X |See 9501
Pre-K, Pre-K Expansion, Judy Center X See 1301, Grants
Summer Institute/Comprehensive Summer School X {1 X1 X |See 2401
Advanced Placement Fees X |See 2801
Dual Enroliment Tuition X |See 2802
Saturday/Evening School X [See 3401
MESA Program X | X | X |See 350!
Teen Parenting & Childcare Program X |See 6103
Co-Curricular Activities —~ Outdoor Ed Fees X See 8801
International Student Services X | X | X | X {See 9501
Homeless Education Assistance Program X | X | X |See Grants

EC = ERarly Childhood; ES = Elementary School; MS = Middle School; HS = High School; SMIL = School Management and
Instructional Leadership
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Table 2 (continued)
Key Instructional Strategies and Interventions fo Narrow Opportunity Gaps

Area Key Instructional Strategies/ Interventions School Level  [Budget/Resource
Implications
Course ESOL, Title HI Grant X | X | X | X [See 0304, 1002, Grants
Performance BSAP Saturday Math Academy X | X | X |See 3501
Academic Intervention Beyond School Day and Year X | X | X |See 0304, 3501
Mathematics Support Teachets X See 0701
Mathematics Instructional Support Teachers X | X |See 1401
Middle School Mathematics Paras X See 1401
Reading Support Teachers X See 1802
Reading Specialists X | X | X [See 1802, 1803
Reading Paraeducators X See 1803
Differentiated Staffing X | X | X [See 3201
Title I Program X Granis
217 Century Community Learning Center Bridges X1 X Grants

EC = Early Childhood; ES = Elementary School; MS = Middle School; HS = High School; SMIL = School Management and

Instructional Leadership

The above enumerated strategies are part of a Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) to
creating a safe and nurturing learning environment that delivers strong first instruction to all
students and targeted supports to students who need them. Quality first instruction is improved
by supporting the development of culturally responsive teachers who have access to a strong set
of diverse, district-provided instructional resources. Instructional support teachers in
coordination with cutricular offices work directly with teachers to continually improve first
instruction for all students. Fee waivers and scholarships for financial obligations further
improve the opportunities for all students to have access to a well-rounded educational
expetience,

Knowing that each learner comes with a specific set of needs, HCPSS also provides programs for
students who are in need of intervention or acceleration, or who belong to traditionally-
underserved populations which puts them at risk of academic difficulties. In critical areas,
additional support staff are provided to assist with reinforcement and individualized instruction.
Supports extend beyond the K-12 school program in the early childhood programs, in outside
school hours interventions, and through the efforts of community liaisons, social workers, and
pupil personnel workers.

Increasing Graduation Rates by Increasing Student Engagement

The Department of Program Innovation and Student Well-Being houses many of the strategies
for improving student attendance (BSAP, Hispanic Achievement, International Liaisons, Pupil
Personnel Services), shaping positive student behavior (Alternative Education, PBIS (Positive
Behavior Interventions and Supports), Social Work, Homewood), increasing curricular access
(Saturday/Evening School, Dual Enrollment, MESA Program, Teen Parenting, Homeless
Education Assistance Program, Home and Hospital), and maximizing students’ mastery of
course objectives (Beyond School Day/Year Programs, Title I, 21* CCLC, BSAP Math
Academy). Tt therefore seemed natural that the Department would create strategies to approach
disparate graduation rates through a systematic and comprehensive approach. During the 2018-
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2019 school year HCPSS has worked on a plan to decrease dropout rates/increase graduation
rates by providing more options for students to connect to and become invested in academics and
school-based activities. The plan consists of four key strategies that will be implemented through
specific activities, Those are:

Strategy 1: Identify students whose attendance may predict a later inclination to not complete
high school by

* training school staff to prioritize attendance monitoring by using Hoonuit data
dashboards to increase early identification of problematic attendance patterns;

» shifting the focus of communication of attendance concerns from the punitive
consequences of reaching a certain number of absences to explaining the link between
attendance and academic success and offering services to improve attendance; and

s case-managing students with excessive absences.

Strategy 2: Expand school-day services for middle and high school students by

s training staff to more quickly identify students who could benefit from interventions so
interventions can be introduced sooner when students are demonstrating difficulty;

e coordinating interventions so students do not feel overwhelmed or have no time in the
schedules for engaging activities (music, art, theater, etc.);

¢ providing additional meaningful career options and pathways to reach those options;

» implementing interventions for students struggling with classes beyond the core subject
areas (ELA, math, science, social studies) and including specials teachers in intervention
planning; and

¢ increasing district-wide consistency in communication, evaluation, and provision of
interventions,

Strategy 3: Expand beyond school hours/school building opportunities for middle and high
school students by
* expanding the length, frequency, and breadth of beyond school hours activities to include
wellness and mental health elements, as appropriate;
¢ removing barriers to beyond school hours student participation, including
communication, transportation, staffing, funding, and facilities; and

» engaging school counselors to incorporate beyond school hours activities into students’
goals and plans.

Strategy 4: Engage family and community members to promote attendance and graduation,
especially by demonstrating clear avenues from middle and high school to college and career
success by
s increasing family outreach on the importance of student attendance and engagement and
better advertise beyond school hours opportunities;
s increasing efforts to recruit and train student mentors; and
e engaging community members to support pathways towards graduation, as appropriate.

The above framework is still being finalized and full implementation will be dependent on
funding. However, the plan relies primarily on existing strategies that can be improved and
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coordinated to maximize their effectiveness in decreasing drop-out rates, particularly for students
in those groups that continue to graduate at lower rates than HCPSS students as a whole.

Human Resources and Professional Development

In alignment with the work of the Department of Program Innovation and Student Well-Being,
the Division of Human Resources and Professional Development coordinates with staff in the
Division of School Management and Instructional Leadership to develop administrators and
teachers. It is important that school leaders and staff are culturally aware and prepared to support
students in creating learning enviromments that will allow all students to feel a sense of
belonging and foster success. To maximize student engagement, student voice is infused
throughout this work. In collaboration with community liaisons, school administrative teams
strengthen partnerships with parents and the community to improve access and academic
outcomes for students who are from traditionally underserved populations. Integral to continuous
improvement at HCPSS schools is the School Improvement Plan (SIP) process. A central
component of each school’s plan is identifying root causes and developing specific strategies to
address the causes of performance disparities in student groups. At the elementary and middle
school level, School Improvement Teams set targets in reading/English language arts,
mathematics, and student discipline. At the high school level, targets are set for four-year
graduation rates, post-secondary academic indicators, and suspensions and student discipline,
Central Office leaders from the Divisions of Academics, Human Resources and Professional
Development, and School Management and Instructional Leadership work closely with school-
based administrators regarding all phases of the school improvement plan including
development, implementation, and refinement. The strategies identified in school improvement
planning follow a multi-tiered system of supports, where all students need some support and
some students need more support. School improvement teams leverage the strategies targeted at
attendance, curricular access, behavior, and course performance described above and other
school-developed strategies to address specifically the opportunity gaps highlighted in Table 1.

Additionally, the Office of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion is expanding diversity initiatives and
inclusion programs throughout the district and broader community. The office provides
professional development that supports student growth by focusing on staff-student relationships,
staff-family relationships, staff-staff relationships, student voice, cultural proficiency, culturally
responsive teaching, and restorative justice. Since its inception in the 2017-2018 school year, the
office has advanced a number of specific initiatives, which include but are not limited to:

¢ Continued implementation of the 52 recommendations from the 2016 HCPSS Committee
on Diversity and Inclusion in the areas of Student Voice, Curriculum and Instruction,
Professional Learning, and Workforce Diversity.

» Establishment of the Superintendent’s Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion Advisory
Committee to further assist in monitoring HCPSS’s progress in reducing opportunity
gaps.

» In collaboration with the Department of Program Innovation and Student Well-Being,
supporting and monitoring the implementation of Positive Behavior Interventions and
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Supports (PBIS) and Social Emotional Learning (SEL) curriculum and resources in
schools. Next year, all elementary schools will use a common model for SEL instruction,

o Supporting the Department of Curricujum, Instruction, and Assessment’s Diversity and
Inclusion committee, which the department created to ensure that the curriculum and
instruction in HCPSS honors diversity and values inclusivity.

s Refinement of a deployment model to maximize fidelity of implementation and
effectiveness of restorative justice practices and diversity, equity, and inclusion related
professional development, Currently, 60 percent of HCPSS schools have between 25%
and 50% of their staff trained through some type of diversity, equity, and inclusion
professional development. This year there were over 400 staff members participating in
cultural proficiency, trauma informed care, culturally responsive teaching, mitigating
bias, or student voice seminars and 58% of HCPSS schools were engaged in some type of
restorative justice work. .

o Hosting dignity workshops that focused on empathy and belonging while strengthening
relationships among student groups and students and staff were held at 12 schools and
included over 2,200 students and 250 staff members.

¢ Ensuring that each of HCPSS’s 77 schools and education centers has a liaison who
partners with school leadership to focus attention on diversity, equity, and inclusion
initiatives and programs within their community.

s Refinement of an Equity Inquiry tool to help schools identify strengths and weaknesses in
the areas of diversity, equity, and inclusion. The tool, piloted in seven schools during SY
17-18, is currently being revised for system-wide rollout in the 2019-2020 school year.

Continued Progress Monitoring to Inform Next Steps

As discussed above, HCPSS’s strategies to reduce opportunity gaps are aligned to the same areas
that support graduation and postsecondary success that are addressed by the ESSA accountability
measures. As such, HCPSS will continue to monitor student outcomes across the various
measures cutlined in Table 2. In addition, HCPSS leverages data as it becomes available
throughout the school year to inform ongoing practices. For example, school teams will hold
regular data conversations using a variety of classroom performance and standardized
assessment data to {riangulate information about their students and gauge students’ progress
toward mastering grade-leve! standards, To paint a fuller picture of the whole child, teachers also
engage in dialogues and conferences with students to solicit feedback, When school climate
survey responses become available, such information will also be integrated into data
conversations, Ultimately, these data conversations inform classroom and school-wide decisions
to improve teaching and learning for all students in order to close opportunity and performance

gaps.
Existing data and strategies already suggest avenues for improvement, including additional

social-emotional learning and student mental health efforts, expansion of intervention programs,
and increasing the number of BSAP, Hispanic Achievement, and International Student Liaisons.
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'The National Education Association (NEA) Great Public Schools Grant awarded to the Howard
County Education Associations (HCEA) will help to accelerate implementation of restorative
Justice practices, and highlights the need for community partnership to eliminate opportunity and
academic gaps.

Conclusion

If HCPSS is going to be successful, it will take the collective efforts of district- and site-based
staff, students, families, and community members. To learn and lead with equity, this must be
everyone’s work, not just the work of a few. School culture and individual’s mindsets will need
to align with our diversity, equity, and inclusion values and all students must be seen and treated
as capable learners. Barriers to equitable opportunities need to be acknowledged as real and
impactful but not immovable. We have an educational obligation to remove them so that all our
students can thrive.
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Appendix A

Table Al.
HCPSS Four-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rates by Student Group, Classes of 2016 to 2018
co1-Year ';__2-Year :
““Change | - Change*
Class 0 2016 Class of 2017 Class 0f 2018 (2018-«2017) -(2018—2016)
Total » Non-~ Grad| Total » Non- Grad| Total n Non- Grad Total:-_-': Grad| . Total : Grad
Student Group Enrd Grad » Grad Rate| Enr'd Grad n Grad Rate] Enr'd Grad #» Grad  Rate| Enr'd- Rate| Err'd  Rate
All Students 4242 288 3954 9321 4081 315 3766 92.28) 4224 340 3884 9195 143 -033 -18 -1.26
Asian 674 * * >05.00] 732 * * >95.00 812 * * >85.00 g0 - 138 -
Non-Asian 3568 % 09280| 3349 % * 91.52] 3412 * * 80.54 63 -0.58 -156 -1.85
Black/AﬁjcanAm _:: 949 1920 7857.-90.31| 9357094 841 89.95 952 108: 844 88.66| . 17 :-1.29j: - 3 -1.65
Non-Black/AA 32'9'3 11963097 - 94.05| 31465221 2925 92.98 ."_.-_"772 123273040 :92:91. -'_.1'76-_ =0.07) 2101014
Hlspame/Latmx 397 74 323 8136 403 95 308 7643 412 95 317 76.94 9 051 15 4.42
Non-Hisp/Lat 3845 214 3631 94.43| 3678 220 3458 94.02 3812 245 3567 93.57) 134 -045] -33 -0.86
White i . CU1975 s ke R 5050017620 R e R S05.00) 1798 ¥ R =05.00] 0 36 =] elTT -
Non-White* L2267 X% Q0.87|02319 0 o 89521 2426 0 % 89.53|0. 107, .0.01] - 159 134
Two or More Races 231 * * >05.00] 238 22 216 90.76; 1238 18 220 9244 0 1.68 7 -
Non-Two or More 4011 * % 093021 3843 293 3550 92.38] 3986 322 3664 91927 143 -045 25 -1.10
FARMS  © 00 i D73 ek 8331 g0R 7 ik i g0 491 RO R ok R aR) i 21510028 5,03
NonFARMS © 103469 110 e 505.00| 32790 ok Tk OS085.00] 3423 0 R R 205001 144 o 46 s
LEP 60 47 13 21.67 85 63 22 2588 122 69 53 4344 37 17.56 62 21.78
Non-LEP _ 4182 241 3941 9424 3996 7 252 3744 93.69 4102 271 38_31 63.39 106 -0.30] -80 -0.84
Special Ed - 279 89190 6810 1239 . 760 16368201 270 . 8% 1826741 31 -0.79] - ---9 +0.69
General Ed S 3963'-'. : 199 3764 9408|3842 239 13603 193.78 :;.3954 252 3702 93.63] 11202015 09 <135

Note. Rates greater tha.n or equal to 95 percent have been suppressed to protect student privacy. Complementary data suppression also applied.
Results for American Indian and Pacific Islander students are included with all students but are not reported separately due to small group sizes.

FARMSs = Free and Reduced Meals Services; LEP = Limited English Proficiency.
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Table A2.
HCPSS Four-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rates by Student Group, Classes of 2015 to 2018

Class of 2015
Total Grad
Fnrolled  Rate

Student Group

Class of 2016

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Class of 2017

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Class of 2018

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Enrolled - Rate |

- 2-Year Change
(20 I 8—20 16). -

“Total -
Em‘olled

= Grad
- Rate

4107 93.47
649 >95.00

All Students
Asian

4242
674

9321
_295.00

4081
732

92.28
>95.00

4224
g12

91.95
=95.00

BlackAfican Am. 971
Hlspamc/Latmx 331
White 983
NTWO or More Races 270
Non—FARMS
LEP
Non-LEP
‘Special Education 310
‘General Education’ '3797 >95 00}

86.89

295.00

50.00
93.86

8794

1682 8L 96
."_'295,00

63 87'

397

231

3469
60
4182
279
3963

949
295.00). 1975 =

295.00]

81. 36

>95.00] -

>95.00

21.67
94.24|
- 68.10|
194.98]

$31|
3279

403

76.43

89.95 -

412

238

85
3996
239
3842

1762

802 804
295.00

90.76

25.88
93.69

16820

9378

3423

238

122
4102
: 270
3954

1798

801

188.66]

76.94

9500 3

92.44

295000

43.44
93.39

6741 S

193.63|

143 -0.33
5 051

106 0
3 1’_'_'_:}_

112

Taseli

-18
138

15

i
<-? 56

3

'2177

-1.26

-1.65
442

—5 03

-0.84

- -0.69
135

Note. Rates greater than or equal to 95 have been suppressed (=95.00) to protect student privacy. Results for Amencan Ind1an and

Pacific Islander students are included with all students but are not reported separately due to small group sizes. FARMs = Free and
Reduced Meals Services; LEP = Limited English Proficiency.
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Table A3.
HCPSS Four-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rates by School, Classes of 2015 to 2018

Class of 2015

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Class of 2016

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Class of 2017

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

Class of 2018

Total
Enrolled

Grad
Rate

-1-Year Change .
- (0182017)
- Total -

Enrolled . :Rate

- Grad

-2-Year Change .
+::(2018-2016) - -

TDtaI :

Enrolled

. Grad
. Rate

All Howard Schools 4107
Atholton High 373
Centennial High '~ =~ 333

Glenelg High - 304
Hammond High - = 292"

Homewood School 47

Howard High ™« 077 424
LongReach High 352
Matriotts Ridge High 292

Mount Hebron High 387

Oakland Mills High = 261"

Reservoir High 378

River Hill High' 7344

Wilde Lake High 315

93.47
>95.00

295.00]

>95.00

19315|

42.55

>95.00{ -

88.35

>95.00
8544

9418

595.00

90.48

4242
362

358
50
449
354
348

397

334"

329

355"

321-

295

93.21

295.00

94.97

9377|

48.00

295.00[ "
9153\
295.00)

04.83

93.45

os91
88.15

86.62| -

4081
340

513

45
360
374
381

301

354
325
422
208"
S270°

294

92.28
295.00

295.00|

>95.00

90a5|

42.22

ot et et

9479

84.72

94.12

9037

94.23

82.72

93881

4224
358

280

396
389
370

310

1393
310°
44
471

282

3110

91.95
=95.00

>95.00| -

93.93

9120

36.36

>95.00|

84.85

300 29500

94.60

8511

93.24

59500

83.55

143
18
33
b
-1
36

15

-11

9

P

17

-0.33

<1.06

e TS R

-5.86

3020/

013

-0.99

=1zl

0.83

oal
56|

-18
4

78
6

27

-19

38
B

23

-1.26

-1.04
.48
-11.64
_6.68

023

-=1.51
021

- 30.09
4.60

Note. Rates greater than or equal to 95 have been suppressed (=95.00) to protect student privacy.
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Table

Ad

Class of 2018 Four-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rates by Race/Ethnicity and

Free and Reduced-Price Meals Services Status

Total Diploma Non-Graduales
Student Group enrolled n % of row fotal % of row total
All Students 4224 3884 91.95% 340 8.05%
FARMSs 801 g 78.28% * 27.75%
Non-FARMs 3423 4 >95.00% * <5.00%
Asian 812 * >95.00% * <5.00%
FARMs 135 * 91.85% * 8.15%
Non-FARMs 677 * 295.00% * <5.00%
Black/African American 952 844 88.66% 108 11.34%
FARMs 372 296 79.57% 76 20.43%
Non-FARMs 580 548 94.48% 32 5.52%
Hispanic/Latinx 412 317 76.94% 95 23.06%
FARMs 181 120 66.30% 61 33.70%
Non-FARMSs 231 197 85.28% 34 14.72%
Two or More 238 220 92.44% 18 7.56%
FARMSs 30 * 73.33% * 26.67%
Non-FARMs 208 * 295.00% * <5.00%
White 1798 * >95,00% # <5.00%
FARMs 81 * 80.25% * 19.75%
Non-FARMSs 1717 * >95.00% * <5.00%

Note. Percentages greater than or equal to 95 and less than or equal to 5 are suppressed to
protect student privacy; complementary data suppression also applied. FARMs = Free and

Reduced-Price Meals
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Table A5,
Percentage Points Earned on State Accountability Measures at each School Level, Overall and by Student Group: 2017-18

Elementary Middle High
Famed Poss, 9 Ptg* Difff Earned Poss. 9 Pis® Diff fr{Famed Poss. 9% Pis* Diff fr

Area Measure/Student Group Pts  Pts Famed fr All Pts  Pts Bamed Alll Pts  Pts Eamed  All
Attendance Not Chronically Absent

All Studenis 13.0 15 92% 12.5 15 9% 10.5 15 85%

Asian 14.0 IS5 95% 3%| 15.0 15 96% 6% 13.0 15 91% %

Black or Aftican Am, 1.0 I5 B6% 6% 105 15 85% 6% 8.5 15 79% - -5%

Hispanic/Latinx 12.5 15 9% ~2%] 11.0 15 86% 4% 7.0 15 75% 9%

Two or more races 13.0 15 91% - 0%| 12.0 15 B9%% -1%] 9.0 15 81% -4%

White 14.0 15 94% 3%| 13.0 15 92%  2%] 12.0 15 88% 3%

Econ, Disadv, 7.0 15 75%<16% 5.0 15 69% 21%| 2.0 15 62%: .22%:

English Learner 13.0 15 92% 0% 115 15 87% -3%| 6.0 15 73% “12%

Speciai Education 10.5 15 84% 7% 3.5 15 19% =11%p 7.0 15 75% -10%
Behavior  Out-of-School Susp, Rate

All Students 0.6% 32% 3.7%

Asian 0.1% -1% 0.7% -3% 1.4%  -2%

Black or African Am, 1L.8% 1% 8.7% 6% 7.8% 4%

Hispanic/Latinx 0.6% 0% 2% 0% 56% 2%

Two of More races 0.7% 0% 24% -1% 31.9% 0%

Whifte 0.2% 0% 14% 2% 1.9% -2%

FARMs 1.7% 1% 8.9% &% 8.9% 5%

English Learner 0.2% 0% 3.0 0% 5.3% 2%

Special Education 2.9% 2% i14% 8% 122% 8%
Access AccessiWell-Rounded Curr

All Students 10.0 10 100% 9.4 10 94% 7.8 10 78%

Asian 10.0 10 160% 0% 9.4 10 94%  0%| 8.9 10 89% 11%

Black or African Am. 10.0 10 160% 0% 9.2 10 92% 2% 6.4 10 64% :-14%

Hispanic/Latinx 10.0 10 100%  0%| 9.3 10 93% 2% 6.2 10 62% =17%

TWo OF MOTe races 10.0 10 100% 0% 9.8 10 98% 3% 8.1 10 81% 3%

White 10.0 10 100% 0% 9.5 10 95% 1% 84 10 84% 5%

Econ. Disadyv, 10.0 10 100% 0% 9.1 10 91% -3%| 5.4 10 54%-24%,

English Learner 10.0 10 100% 0% 8.3 [0 83% =12%! 2.7 10 27% °51%

Special Education 10.9 10 100% 0% 8.2 10 82%: <12%] 5.1 10 51% :=27%

Progress towards learning English

All English Learners 7.5 10 75% 5.7 0 5% 6.2 10 62%
Course SGP ELA
Perf, All Students 7.0 125 52% 7.5 125 53%

Asian 80 125 57% 5% 8.5 125 60% 7%

Black or African An. 6.0 125 46% -6% 6.0 125 47% -6%

Hispanie/Latinx 740 125 51% 2% 7.0 125 51% 2%

Two or more races 7.5 125 54% 2% 7.0 125 532% -1%

White 7.0 125 52% (% 75 125 53% (%

Econ, Disadv, 6.0 125 47% 5% 6.0 125 46% 7%

English Learner 84 125 56% 4% 8.0 125 57% 4%

Speciat Education 45 125 37%:-15%| 6.0 125 47% -6%

SGP Math

All Students 7.5 125 54% 8.5 125 60%

Asian 9.0 125 61% T%| 100 1235 67% 7%

Black or African Am. 6.5 125 49% 5% 70 125 51% 9%

Hispanic/Latinx 66 125 47% -T% 7.0 125 52% -8%

Two or more races 7.0 125 51% -3% 85 1235 60% 0%

White 75 125 54% 0% 9.0 125 63% 1%

Econ, Disadv., 6.0 125 45% -9% 6.0 125 47% +13%

English Learner 8.0 125 356% 2% 9.0 125 61% 1%

Special Education 65 125 48% -6% 7.5 125 53% 1%

Note. Values are rounded to the nearest tenths of a poini. Earned points greater than 10 percentage points worse than the overall
average are in boldface and shaded in pink; earned points 10 percentage points or less worse are shaded in yellow. ELA =
English/Language Arts; FARMs = Free and Reduced-Price Meals; SGP = Student Growth Percentile.

2 For out-of-school suspension rates, the % displayed is the actual suspension rate.
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Table A5 (continued).

Percentage Points Earned on State Accountability Measures at each School Level, Overall and by Student Group: 2017-18

Elementary Middle High
Famed Poss. 94 Pts  Diff] Earned Poss, 9 Pts Diff fr|Famed Poss. 9 Prg DT it
Area Measure/Student Group Pts  Pts Eamed fir All Pts  Pts Bamed  AlN| Pis  Pis Eamed  All
Course Percent Proficient ELA
Perf, All Students 2.8 5 56% 2.9 5 58% 4.5 7.5 60%
Asian 3.6 5 73% 16% 3.8 5 7% 19%| 5.5 75 13% 13%
Black or Aftican Am. 1.8 5 37% 20% 1.7 5 35%0:23%| 2.8 7.5 38%-22%.
Hispanic/Latinx 1.6 S 32%:=24% 1.8 5 35%1-22%| 3.0 7.5 41%220%
Two or more races 3.0 5 00% 3% 3.0 5 60% 2% 4.8 7.5 64% 4%
White 3.3 5 65% 9% 34 5 67% 10%| 5.2 7.5 69% 9%
Econ, Disady, 1.2 5 24%;-33% LI 5 22%1-:36%] 2.1 7.5 28%.-32%
English Learner 1.4 5 28% 9% 0.8 5 16% =42%| 1.1 7.5 15%'-46%
Special Education 0.7 5 14%:<42% 0.7 S 1% A4d4%] 12 7.5 16%:-d4%
Percent Proficient Math
All Students 2.9 3 58% 2.8 5 55% 5.0 7.5 67%
Asian 4.0 5 B0% 22% 3.9 5 78% 23% 6.4 7.5 85% 1%
Black or African Am. 1.7 5 34% -24% 1.3 5 27%:-28%] 3.0 7.5 40%:-27%
Hispanic/Latinx L5 5 30%-28% 1.5 5 20%: -26%| 2.9 7.5 39%i-28%
Two or more races 2.9 5 57% 0% 2.8 5 56% 1% 5.2 7.5 69% 2%
White 33 5 67% 9% 3.3 5 67% 12% 5.9 7.5 78% 11%
Bcon. Disady. 0.9 5 19%.-39% 0.8 5 16% :39% 2.1 7.5 27%:-40%
English Learner 1.7 5 33% -24% 1.0 5 20%0<35%| 2.2 7.5 30% -37%
Special Education 0.9 S 18%:-39% 0.8 5 17%:.-38%| L7 7.5 22% <45%
Credit: Well-Rounded Cuart
All Students 5.0 5 99% 2.8 3 92% 3.0 5 80%
Asian 4.9 5 99% (% 2.9 3 96%  4%| 4.5 5 92% 12%
Black or African Am. 5.0 5 99% (% 2.0 3 86%. 6% 1.5 5 61% -19%
Hispanic/Latinx 4.9 5 99% 0% 2.5 3 84%. -8%f L5 5 60% -20%
Two or more races 5.0 S 99% 0% 2.8 3 92% 0%} 4.0 5 86% 6%
White 5.0 5 99% 0% 2.9 3 96% 4% 4.0 5 838% &%
Econ. Disadv. 4.9 5 98% -1%| 23 3 75%:-17%f 1.0 5 52%;-28%
English Learner 4.9 5 98%  -1% 2.2 3 73%I1.20% 1.0 5 41%-39%
Special Education 4.8 5 95% -4% 2.0 3 66% - 26% 1.0 5 53%.-25%
On Track in Ninth Grade
All Students 4.3 5 85%
Asian 4.7 5 95% 9%
Black or African Am, 3.6 5 13% -12%
Hispanic/Latinx 3.4 5 68% -17%
Two or more races 4.5 5 89% 4%
White 4.6 5 92% %
Econ, Disadv. 3.0 5 60% -26%.
English Learner 1.5 5 31% -55%
Special Education 1.9 5 39%.-47%

Note. Values are rounded to the nearest tenths of a point, Earned points greater than 10 percentage points worse than the overall
average are in boidface and shaded in pink; earned points 10 percentage points or less worse are shaded in yellow, ELA =
English/Language Arts.
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Cna - 2018

To: County Council
I was shocked when | read about three members of the coungil thaticallgd for plan to
desegregate students in FARM schools and even more shocked of the Columbia and other
Howard county schools that have over 30% farms students. James Rouse would never let this

happen. He wanted to make sure there was an equity of mixture of all income levels in housing
units.

tn the early 1970s and 1980s when Columbia was fairly new, Phelps Luck, Swansfield, Gakland
Mills, Wilde Lake, Hammond High, Running Brook were top schools. When discussingand - -
planning the new city of Columbia in the 1960s, there were a group of planners that warned .

Rouse that If he had a large percentage of blacks, that would destroy Columbia. Cannot believe
the concern is now a reality.

It is obvious that County Officials failed to plan when demographics hit that number that would
turn those schools into the percentage of Farm students that it has. Section 8 subsidized
vouchers and greedy developers and apartment owners contribute into the apartments and
rental units to cause the demographics to have large numbers of low income because
moderate- and high-income families were not going to move onto rental units where they have
to pay full amount and other people pay little or no rent due to money provided by the federal
government.

In the early 1970s and 1980s there was very little crime in Columbia and if it was it was from
outsiders. Now the crime in Columbia is from people who live in Howard County and most are
Black. This is that ghetto black urban behavior that is seen in sections of Baltimore City,
Baltimore County, Prince Georges County and District.

Now it has hit the schools. With all the resources provided to the Title 1 schools, there still is an
achievement gap. That was nothing to do with the schools. It's the family.

The Moynihan Report written 50 years ago laid the foundation but no one wanted to believe it
because black leaders at the time called it racist. It wasn’t racist , it was fact. Look at

Urban areas today. 72% of black unwed women are raising children alone.

What the County council is asking is not realistic. People moved to Columbia because of the
sociceconomic and racial mixing. Now the Council is demanding the School, system, do
something that should never have to occur in the first place if county officials followed Rouse
vision. To force this will only alienate and cause a massive migration to other counties and
private schools.

And after all that disruption of moving students around in the schools , blacks will still score the
lowest and have the highest discipline problems. It's not racism. It's reality. Look at Baltimore
City. Years ago, Baltimore City Schools was number 1 school system in the state. Demographics
chapged after forced integration. Howard County will be next. '
N%‘%&arr
8/24/201
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August 21, 2019

To: Howard County Council B

Fr: MCBF (We are black, white, asian, hispanic parents of middle class values)
Re: Re News release on Howard County Integration Plan
Are you serious? This is 2019 not 1959

Are you saying the socioeconomic andlow income students have to attend schools certain
schools zoned to upper income income students to achieve?

In other words, poor black/hispanic students have to attend schools that rich white/asians
attend to achieve?

What planet are you from?

You think the gap will change? Maybe the younger children (Pre-K to 3) IF the parents provide
the educational support needed. Middle and High School? Doubt it sericusly.

Equity is not having poor attend with the rich. Students can achieve without having to attend
schools that the rich attend. it's the family and its culture that dictates whether a child learns or
not.

Alll see you doing is having bad undisciplined children spreading to all the Howard County
Schools and bringing discruption to those schools and believe me, those parents will not
tolerate it.

Rich parents will send their children to private school, Middle Class wili move to other counties
and all you will have left is a school system like Mongomery County, Baltimore County and
Baitimore City that did the same thing but it didn't work.

Columbia founded by James Rouse was to be different. The middle class was the role model
but Section 8 vouchers for low income housing came into the area and spread like roaches.

You think people were going to pay full rent when section 8 tenants were paying little or no

rent thanks to federal sub vouchers, These people were urbanized with their urban ways. So
the middle class moved to other areas in the county and took their middle class values with
them. You think they want those children with their problems in their schools? You can move
them there and the others will move out like the Columbia schools. Many of these Columbia
schools are low income because the middle class moved out. Same with happen with the other
Howard County Schools. All the council will do is DUMB DOWN all of Howard County Schoois.
Like Baitimore City, Montgomery County, the flight will continue and the next county ( Frederick
or Carroll) will have the top notch school system.
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To: Howard County Council and Executive Calvin Ball
From: LaTisha Lincida Robingson

Re: Press Release for Schools to desegregate

Columbia, Maryland was a vision of James Rouse. To bring people
together pf all races and creed and income levels to live in a new city
to be named Columbia. Howard County had no apartments. He
successfully build his new town and had two low income housing
units and other moderate housmg in Qakland Mills and Harper’s
Choice.

Columbia, Schools were the best schools in the county, state and
nation. I won't go into details about the history, vision and founding
of Columbia and how the neighborhoods were established because it is
well documented and the New City Upon a Hill: A History of Columbia,
Maryland By Joseph Rocco Mitchell, Da,v1d L. Stebenne is one of the
resources on Columbia.

So, what happen? Columbia made a profit and housing market
started to go up. County Council pushed for more subsidized housing.
Federal Government Section 8 vouchers helped low income families.
But many were dysfunctional families who didn’t buy into Columbia’s
vision. Some had urbanized (bad) behavior and brought their
urbanized bad behavior families and friends with them. They settled
in all those many apartments that were built in Columbia. Those
apartments that once had a mixture of people with high, moderate
income with very few low income ( section 8 vouchers). County did
not monitor who were going into those apartments.

Now with the influx of all these peoples in the apartments , the
schools and villages in Oakland Millg, Wilde Lake ,Long Reach and
Harper’s Choice became urbanized. Crime crept into Columbia,
egpecially the villages and Oakland Mills and Long Reach no longer
exist like it used to. Wilde lake and Harper’s Choice were saved by
remodeling, turning some apartments to condos but it still didn’t help
because there still so many apartments with overflowing subsidized
housing.




They key is demographics and realizing that low income blacks with
bad behavior from dysfunctional families are causing the problem.
Stop wearing your emperor's new clothes and realize that there is a
big problem and DO NOT BLAME the school system. Many whites are
not going to opening speak out about this because they fear they will
be labeled racist. So, they will quietly send their children to private
schools or move out of the county altogether which is why the
apartments in Columbia will continue with owners renting to families
using vouchers and subsidized housing,

What to know why they (FARMS) score low? Educatlon is not the
top list for a dysfunctional family. Are all farms dysfunctional? No
but we are talking about a group here because if the test scores were
high and no discipline problems at the school the n the Council
wouldn’t be calling for integration

Urban Blacks still score the lowest even Africans are scormg higher
than Blacks. Hispanics are scoring higher than Blacks and Asians are
scoring higher than whites. 8o, it’s a home environment issue. People
came to Columbia by choice and forcing integration will not work.
Racial and economic integration are two separate issues. Home
environment and culture issues need to be addressed. There is a sub
culture within the black community that is urbanized ghetto
(example: recent family fight at Disneyland in July that went viral).

Do you think we want to send our children with children of people
like that?

As I sit in my house that I paid cloge to million dollars because of &
particular school and to think my child will be bused to a title one
school. Ifelt cheated and deceived.

I'm not staying, I'm moving. Can’t call me racist because I am black
and I worked hard to be where I am. I understand how people who
worked hard like me and know that the county council just wants to
put all these children who have no manners, no structure into schools
where achievement and Parent conferences attendance are expected
and not because of a turkey.

GOOD LUCX!
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Sayers, Marggry

From: Prabir Chakrabarty <pchakus@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 7:57 AM

To: CouncilMail

Subject: Current Redistricting Plan

[Note: This emai} originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments If you know the
sender.}

Councilwoman Rigby,

f am completely in support of integration and socioeconomic diversity. But the current plan does not accomplish this
goal. This plan arbitrarily moves children across the county cut of their current schools and achieves negligible results.
It is not fair or equitable for my Freshman daughter at River Hill High School to move to a different much farther school
next year. Moving children like chess pieces will not alleviate the socloeconomic disparities. Frankly, without sufficlent
support services it may exacerbate the current issues these children are facing.

Sincerely,

Prabir Chakrabarty, Esq.
Sent from my iPhone
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Sayers, Margery

o
From: A B <docsingh@hotmall.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 9:26 AM
To: CouncilMail
Subject: HCPSS Redistricting

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know-the sender.]

Dear Board of Education Members,

| am writing this letter to express my disappointment over the proposed school
redistricting plan by the School Superintendent. This proposal, by focusing on FARM
numbers, is taking away opportunity away from students, rather than moving towards
the goal of an equitable education to all students within Howard County. By sending
children from River Hill High School to Wilde Lake High School, the affected students
are losing the very opportunities on which many families relied on when they moved to
this area. In addition, it also increases the commute time for students and families, from
under 5 minutes to River Hill, to over 25 minutes to Wilde Lake. This increased drive
time will impact after-school learning opportunities for children and take time away from
families. This applies not just for students being shifted to Wilde Lake, but aiso those
who are shifted to River Hill. If this proposal moves forward, | will have one child going
to Wilde Lake and another going in the opposite direction to Folly Quarter Middle
School. Instead of the two schools being closer together, | will have to limit after school
activities for my children due to increased distance and increased commute time
between the schools. There have to be betier alternatives than uprooting existing
families in the River Hill and Wilde Lake School districts. Why not add resources to the
other schools and have them come up to par with River Hill, rather than breaking down
what is already working at River Hill? Also, from my understanding, River Hill is under
capacity, so it does not seem to make sense to move students out of this

school. Again, | do not support this drastic change that will be taking away opportunities
from children in Howard County.

Sincerely,

Abhijit Bhatia, MD

12122 Hayland Farm Way
Ellicott City, MD 20142



Sayers, Margery

From: Lisa Tavelli Feinberg <cootiecat@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 7:43 AM

To: CouncilMail

Subject: One Size Does Not Fit All

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if you know the
sender.]

Make FARM for ALL students, Address individual school inequity on a case by case community/school basis.
| will volunteer my time to help make this happen.

Lisa Feinberg

Sent from my iPhone




Sayers, Marge_ry

From: Khaiid Zirvi <zirvikm@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 9:54 PM

To: Walsh, Elizabeth

Cc: Jones, Opel; Rigby, Christiana; Jung, Deb; katiefry.hester@senate.state.md.us;
Yungmann, David; CouncitMail

Subject: HCPSS redistricting opposition

Attachments: HCPSS redistricting opposition - KMZ.docx

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please oniy click on links or attachments if
vou know the sender.]

See attached

Khalid Zirvi




To whom it may concern:

| grew up in Bergen County, New Jersey which has many similarities to Howard County with regards to a
diverse population and a strong public school system. Our family values education and striving for
excellence. That is why when we moved to Maryland in 2005 after much research and deliberation, we
chose to move to Howard County due to its reputation as a diverse community with strong public
schools. We have 4 kids which include a rising 9" grader, rising 7" grader and two elementary school
students; therefore, we have exposure to all leveis of the education process and this ill-conceived
redistricting plan. We have lived in various parts of Howard County throughout the years starting in
Ellicott City and then the Atholton school district and were overall satisfied with our experience. A few
years ago, after careful research and planning while taking into account our children's social network
cultivated over the years and their desire to be with friends who shared their interests academically, we
chose to move to the River Hill district. Having lived in both areas | can say that Atholton and River Hill
school districts have unique qualities that are not easily interchangeable.

This is why we are astounded and dumbfounded that the school board and superintendent with the
misguided backing of a few Howard County Council members have chosen such an asymmetric and
extreme approach that would decimate and implode the fabric and essence of the Atholton and River
Hill communities. We are at a loss as to why the FARM metrics are even being used to justify any
moves. This action implies that the school board and Council members views those families/students as
somehow inferior and a liability that needs to be spread out which is insulting. What exact problem is
being solved by using that metric? If a school is underperforming with regards to test scores it is a lazy
and a simplistic approach to simply move a higher scoring student to an underperforming district
instead of improving local assistance and resources to improve test scores and grades for
underperforming students which will improve likelihood of long term success for those students and not
just appease administrators obsessed with the appearance of social justice. With regards to the primary
issue of overcrowding in certain districts our suggestion is to take a more balanced approach and allow
students from overcrowded school districts to be transported to less crowded districts either voluntary
or assigned. This may increase commute times for some students though still would be less of a
disruption than involuntary imposing this sledgehammer of a policy and redistricting on several
thousand students. The school system’s actions should be a bridge to the time when the new high
school is completed which will unload a majority of the currently overcrowded high school districts.
Another more balanced approach would be to require all school districts to contribute relatively equally
to the redistribution process so that more families across the county can accept buying in.

You are elected officials that are suppased to represent the entire community and not your own
individual agendas. You were not given a mandate by the voters to wreak havoc on the school system in
a county known for its stability. Howard County has a unique and very highly educated population and
you should not pretend know what is better for all of us as if we do not understand the issues, We
accept the role of government with legislative issues and changes as part of the norm including higher
taxes and are more than willing to do our part. There are few issues that are more sensitive and
important to individual families than making personal choices in the best interests of their children’s
happiness, well-being and education which you are disrupting on a mass scale. Should the school board,
council members/executive and superintendent ignore this basic tenet and disrupt so many families
who are perfectly satisfied with their school districts under a misguided notion/ideclogy of being a




savior your legacy will be tarnished. Our children are not happy with these proposed changes as they
will be adversely affected on many levels for years and they will not forget who was responsible.

I voted for a majority of the current elected officials. You should not underestimate how much this will
energize and motivate your constituents to oppose your reelection at the next cycle

Sincerely,

Khalid Zirvi



Sayers, Marggy

From; Amanda Clifton <amclifton1@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 10:43 AM

To: Ball, Calvin B; redistricting@hcpss.org; superintendent@hcpss.org; CouncilMaij;
katiefry.hester@senate.state.md.us

Subject: Redistricting Proposal 2020-2021 School Year

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization, Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Good Morning,

No doubt you've received many e-mails echoing the communities concerns over the proposed redistricting. As a
parent of children who currently and will be in the next year joining the Howard County Public School System, I'd like to
express my opposition to this decision. After thoroughly reading the multiple studies | have grave concerns over the
reality of implementation and what that means for our children. Many children are looking at hour plus bus rides, being
separated from friendships they've cultivated over the years and the potential to be unable to participate in after
school activities due to these bus rides. Shortly I'll be faced with two children on opposing sides of the county. As a
working parent, it is near impossible for me to meet my work hour obligations and retrieve my children from school
activities within the limited time after care provides. | will most certainly be frequently faced with paying Howard County
Parks and Recreatlon fees for late pickups in order to accommodate my children or | will have to explain to my employer
why 1 can no longer work the hours | was hired for, putting me in a true situation between being able to financially
provide for my children and getting them to and from school. Beyond my own personal issues, how does HCPSS plan to
plan for the additional bus drivers? From personal experience, CDL drivers are not in abundance. | myself used to have
to search quite vigorously to staff drivers for my retirement community. Given all of this, | think this proposal seems
haphazard and ili advised.

A thousand percent | believe that this entire community believes ali children should be provided a quality education but
the truth is, this redistricting amounts to no more than shuffling kids to improve our statistics. In no way does it actually
address the heart of the problem which is that Howard County has a poverty issue and schools who are
underperforming for a multitude of reason. Redistricting is not going to fix this, Dr. Martirano cannot argue that we are
shuffling for better education if in the next breath he is going to say all our schools are equal in level of education. That
is absolutely incorrect or this wouldn't be an issue. It's contradictory and to me speaks to the fact that we are refusing to
address that certain schools do need more help and do require additional resources. That's a big shame HCPSS for not
wanting to actually fix things. It's easier to bury the problem in a spreadsheet and count us heros for making it look like
we've actually done something to improve the poverty issue.

[ will not stand for a proposal that impacts thousands of students lives and not for the better. | won't allow anyone on
this e-mail to make a reckless decision that hurts communities and students futures because you do want to put in the
hard work to actually help those kids struggling. Nope for you it's simply easier to spread the peas out on the plate to
look like you've actually made an impact and that is unacceptable. Howard County has to acknowledge the need to pour
resources into helping the students in the schools that need it the most. You need to redistrict because we continued to
allow community after community after community to crop up without proper planning? Then redistrict in a manner
that makes geographical sense rather than forcing our children up in the wee hours of the morning only to return late
and forego things that allow children to grow themselves such as sports, music programs, dance lesson.

They are only children for so long before they will be thrust into the real adult world where they are faced with debt,
work obligations and adult struggles of their own. Please don't rob them of hours to be children because of an ill devised
redistricting plan which takes a minimum of 2 hours if not more from their days on bus rides. Remember that at present
vou are now talking to adults who currently can and high school seniors who will be able to vote in the next election.

i




This wiil show them where their leaders stand on promises and values in community. Beyond that, many of our children
will be able to remember this well into the point they can vote. With the fact another High School will be added in 2023,
i think it is more advisable to take a geographical and logical approach to current needs to relieve overcrowding in
schools while thinking future forward on how Howard County can alleviate overcrowding without adversely impacting
student and parent lives.

I sincerely hope you will consider the vast opposition to this plan and truly instead invest in making a better choice for
communities and students with your final proposal.

Sincerely,

Amanda Clifton



Sayers, Margery

From: Vivica Williams <vivicalw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 8:26 AM
To: superintendent@hcpss.org; vicky_cutroneo@hcpss.org; Walsh, Elizabeth; Jones, Opel;

Righy, Christiana; Jung, Deb; Yungmann, David; CouncilMail;
katiefry.hester@senate.state.md.us
Subject: Fwd: Polygon 1200

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if you know the
sender.]

Dear Howard County Council Members, Senators, and Government Officials,

I am quite upset with the redistricting proposal. Please if you could take the time to read my letter below to understand
our situation.

Thank you,

Vivica Willlams

13080 Greenberry Lane
Clarksville, MD 21029
(443)710-5700

> Dear BOE,

> am very upset about the proposed redistricting plan, 1 live on Greenberry Lane in Clarksville, We have been
redistricted to Wild Lake HS. Wild Lake! Do you realize how difficult it is to drive there from where we live???? There
are three ways to get there. 1) 32 to 108 to Harpers Farm to Twin Rivers (passes in front of River Hill}, 2} 32 to Cedar
Lane to Little Patuxent Pwy to Harpers Farm to Twin Rivers {passes in front of Atholton}, or 3) 32 to 29 to Broken Land
Parkway, pass the Mall to Twin Rivers. Any of these routes are compiicated, full of traffic lights, fult of traffic, and take at
feast 30 min in the morning g rush hour. From where we live and our access points, this proposal is incredibly dangerous
and disruptive to students, parents, and our community.

>

> Also, | am not sure if you realize this but we live in a close knit enclave, isolated to the North of Rt 32 at Linden Church
Rd. This neighborhood consists of Broadwater (Districted to Glenelg), Linden Church Rd, 12 Hills, and Greenberry Lane.
We alway have been together. 1 would know, | have lived on Greenberry Lane for 44 years, This proposal would
ahsolutely tear apart our community and is geographically bizarre.

>

> Please put the best interests of our kids first. Displacing us to a school, frankly, horrifically difficult to get to, is not the
answer,

>

> Thank you,

S

> Vivica Willlams

>1{443)710-5700

>

> Sent from my iPhone




A Rejection of the Redistricting Proposal

“Things fall apart; the center cannot hold”

- W.B. Yeats

Dear Council Members:

By reframing the need for redistricting as a need to achieve “equity” we
diminish the importance of genuine improvements and present merely a
facade of positive changes in our school system. Please support our schools;
do not give it the onerous task of being a primary mechanism to exert
societal change. [t is a complex issue that involves factors such as county
development, planning and affordability which are beyond the scope of what a
school system can tackle. True change with lasting positive effects cannot
happen overnight and without a united front. The redistricting plan will
fragment communities and weaken identities.

While we understand the importance of redistricting to remedy capacity
issues and ensure adequate resources, the latest recommendation is a
sledgehammer: it causes irreparable harm on multiple fronts to achieve a
level of data uniformity that appallingly masks weak performances and
detracts from the need for substantive changes to improve all schools
(especially those that are underperforming).

The negative effects of such seismic changes cannot be underestimated.

Harms

« Disruption of community fabric: each school and district is enriched by
the bonds of the students and families who share activities and
interests. My son is not gregarious and has a few close friends. High
school is a vulnerable time--especially for children who are not
particularly skilled in making new friends. The loss of his relationships
which have been cultivated over time will undermine his high school
experience and likely academic performance.




« Blatant disregard for the deliberate choices that were made by families:
In many cases, these sweeping changes will have an intensely negative
impact on a segment of the population that will carry the burden of
change that is *not* shared by the rest. It is incumbent to demonstrate
concrete proof that an overall positive outcome has been achieved in
order to justify this drastic reorganization.

» Injustice to the student’s desires: If my child is passionate about being in
a particular district in order to challenge his intellect, it is his/her right
to have that choice honored. We readily reward excellence in all fields
with awards and titles at every turn--why would we hypocritically
discourage this innate desire? This striving is the core to success.

« Detrimental effects on students and parents: High school is a period of
transition fraught with anxiety, high stress and sleep deprivation. As a
primary care physician, I can attest to the deleterious effects of these
changes (longer commutes, weakened social supports) and the
correlation with increased depression and anxiety.

+ Neglecting root causes of underperforming schools/students
« Environmental pollution: This will worsen with increased commute
times and longer bus routes.

An incremental approach would allow a judicious assessment of the
consequences of each change and lead to modifications that would be more
readily accepted over time. Incorporating flexibility in planning would also
bring more parents and students to buy-in to this decision.

As a primary care physician, 1 feel strongly that every individual has the right
to access high quality care. Our practice accepts all patients regardless of
socioeconomic status, type of insurance or even lack thereof. | treat each
individual based on his/her values and I avoid lumping patients into
categories or making general assumptions in order to improve their overall
health. Although I may not always agree, [ respect the decisions each patient
makes because autonomy is a central tenet in my practice. I do not feel [ have
the right to impose my personal beliefs; instead I focus on providing the best
care I can to each individual.



My family and I have abided by this philosophy which is being trampled upon
by the proposed redistricting plan. The school system has been entrusted with
the education and welfare of every child and should employ fairness in all of
its actions.

The Howard County school system and by association the City Council
must be held accountable for the proposed changes and the potential
aftermath which directly affect our quality of life in Howard County. For
education, as in other fields that offer a valuable service (hospitals, health
care, government programs), there should be clearly defined metrics besides
just socioeconomic status and test scores that evaluate its performance in the
delivery of our children’s education. Only this level of transparency and
nuanced assessment can truly bolster our commitment to quality.

Let’s support all of our students and not assume that they will “be fine” with
these changes. Many progressive school systems nationwide recognize the
importance of students’ well-being (physical, psychological, and social) and
have implemented changes accordingly: modifying school start and end times
to minimize sleep deprivation, allowing mental health days, etc. In stark
contrast, this proposed plan directly assails these priorities.

I urge you to deter the Howard County School Board from proceeding
with the proposed plan. Ultimately, we entrust you as elected members of
the Council and our elected members of the School Board to protect our most
precious commodity... our children (and our future).

Humbly,

Kendra Kay
410-948-2888




Sayers, Marge_ry

From: krupa patel <krupapatel1980@yahoo.com:>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 9:20 PM

To: Jones, Opel; Walsh, Elizabeth; Rigby, Christiana; Jung, Deb; Yungmann, David;
CouncilMail

Subject: Howard county redistricting 2020-2021

[Note: This emall originated from outside of the organization, Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Dear Council members,

This emalil Is write all of you and make you aware that the plan for the redistricting school the way it is proposed doesn’t
make sense. Please STOP this insanity and inhumanity. How do you think this will help the children in our county.

We live less than 2 miles from Riverhill High School and the school bus comes at 6:50 in the morning. To travel to Wild
take school, the bus will be here at least 6:30 or earlier. My daughter will have no sieep. How do you think sleep
deprived kid's future will be improved by this great plan???

How about picking children up from extra curricular activities when my one daughter is all the way in east direction and
other would be in west? Route 108 is already crowded..l am not sure any Traffic Studies have been conducted while
implementing this plan. Any thoughts on that? You will need extra buses , which means more school budget. Rather that
money should be invested in better school resources.

Additionally, Goal of achieving reduced FARM rate can be achieved by bringing some needy families to our School, River
Hiil school. WHY MOVE OUR KIDS??

Capacity??? Riverhill school is already under capacity. Then what is the need to move children out from here? You don’t
need space..you are moving our kids out, from west to east and moving kids from east to West???Moving out about
485 kids and moving in about 700?77how does this makes sense. This seems like some polygons are being injected
forcefully to the current boundary for the Riverhill and to make space for these new polygons, some of current polygons
are being carved out.

when the new school opens in 2 years, which is in Jessup again ,east. Is County going to move kids again west tc east?
What is the plan? Why temporary fix? Are the kids puzzle pieces??

When the new development goes on, county have rigorous requirements prior to Site Plan approval and they take
enough impact fees from the developers to make sure the neighborhood’s feeder school has enough capacity. This
process is also overseen by the Howard county officials. Qur neighborhood, Walnut Creek community, off of Shepherd
lane, is not even 5 years old, so how come there became a need to redistrict kids out from our neighborhood school?7?

!, we, all of us need an answetr....

Sincerely,
Krupa Patel




Saxers, Margery

From: Pavid Clifton <dmcliften@gmail.com:>
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 10:17 PM
To: Yungmann, David

Cc: CouncilMail; sao

Subject: Due Process Concerns - HoCo Bok

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

David Yungmann et al,

I hope my email finds you well. | am writing today with regard to significant concerns I have with the lack of due
process being shown by the Howard County Schoo! Board in how it is considering the current redistricting proposal, a
process of which | am sure you are aware.

Last week the superintendent submitted a proposal to the board of education which, in his own words, "My proposal is
signhificantly different than the recommendations in the Feasibility Study.” is very clearly not in line with the studies and
proposals as they have been brought to the community to this date.

As [ am sure you know, the open community comment period for this proposal ended [ast month. The process going
forward only welcomes discussion in open forum by individuals who live within specific affected areas. This process may
have made sense if the assumption was that the proposal would follow along the lines of the original Feasibility Study
and be adopted to include reasonable public comments. Instead, as the superintendent himself has indicated, the new
plan looks nothing fike the original plan. A review of the plan will make it immediately evident to any reasonable person
that the implementation of it could have material impacts on the school budget requirements that the BoE brings to the
county for future years, adds significant additional traffic to the roads, increases pollution in our communities and - by
forcing them to move to further away schools - disadvantages poorer members of our community by discriminating
against them based on FARM utilization.

| understand this process is being driven by the BoE, but these impacts and the blatant disregard of the superintendent
and board for providing reasonable comment periods to those of us in the community DEMAND that the county take
action to maintain the interests of your constituents.

| hope that you will review this situation in detail and take necessary action to ensure the process incorporates proper
community feedback and that these lower officials are not disenfranchising your community without regress.

Thanks,

David M. Clifion
Resident and Active Voter



Mother of rising 9th grader next year!

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone




Sayers, Margery

M
From: Howard County Public School System <no-reply@hcpss.org>
Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 7:.07 PM
To: CouncilMail
Subject: [BULK] Superintendent Presents Boundary Review Recommendations

[Note: This email originated from cutside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Unsubscribe

[t appears that you have subscribed {o commercial messages from this sender. To stop receiving such messages from
this sender, please unsubscribe

Contact: Brian Bassett | brian_basseti@hcpss.org | 410-313-1505

August 22, 20192

Superintendent Presents Boundary Review
Recommendations

Ellicott City, Maryland — Howard County Public School System
Superintendent Dr. Michael J. Martirano presented his recommendations to
balance school capacity utilization, provide relief to schools most impacted
by crowding, and address inequities in the distribution of students affected
by poverty, during the Howard County Board of Education meeting on
Tuesday, August 20, 2019,

The Board initiated by unanimous vote on January 24, 2018, a systemwide
boundary review process, prompted by significant imbalances in school
capacity utilization. Currently, 32 schools (43%) are outside of the target
capacity utilization defined in HCPSS Policy 6010, meaning that enroliment
at these schools is either below 90% or over 110% of their capacity, while
the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced-price



Meals program (FARMSs) ranges from below 5% at some schools to up to
68% at others.

“This recommendation marks a turning point in how we look at attendance
area adjustments. While previous boundary review processes focused more
narrowly on capacity utilization, my proposal is in alignment with our
Strategic Call to Action, leading with equity as our driver to provide all
students with full access and opportunity to receive the best educational
services and supports,” Martirano said.

The Superintendent's proposal, which relates to school boundaries for the
2020-2021 school year (SY 20-21), moves beyond the recommendations
presented in the 2019 Feasibility Study, and takes into account the priorities
expressed by his Attendance Area Committee (AAC), the 800 participants in
four community input sessions, and 2,176 surveys and 276 alternative
scenarios submitted by community members and other stakeholders.

Also considered during planning were transportation times and costs, the
effective use of existing school! resources, and other Policy 6010 standards.
These pricrities also included keeping school boundaries contiguous while
maintaining neighborhood schools and walkable distances for as many
students as possible.

The Superintendent’s proposal would provide for reassignment of
approximately 7,396 students, including 3,194 elementary, 1,351 middle,
and 2,851 high school students. Through the proposal, 53 schools are
projected to be within the 90-110% target capacity utilization defined in
policy, compared with 42 without boundary adjustments, and many of the
most highly-impacted schools would see significant relief.

The proposal also advances socio-economic equity by addressing the
proportion among schools of students receiving FARM program services.
Through the Superintendent's proposal, all elementary schools would have a
FARM rate at or below 54%, and the number of elementary schools above
50% would be reduced by half, from 12 to 8. The 10 elementary schools
with highest FARM rates would be reduced by a combined 82%, and 21
schools would move closer to the county average.

FARM levels for all middle schools would bhe at or below 45% through
Martirano’s proposal, which reduces levels for the five middie schools with
highest rates by a combined 38%, while 11 schools would move closer to
the county average.

For high schools, FARM rates would be at or below 42% for all schools, and
the four with highest rates currently would be reduced by a combined 18%.
Nine high schools would move closer to the county average.

Martirano's proposal also plans ahead for new High School #13, which is
scheduled to open fall 2023, by minimizing the impact for high schools and




families that are most likely to be affected by boundary adjustments for the
new school.

In delivering his recommendation, the Superintendent emphasized the
system’s great strength and the excellence of every Howard County public
school. “Regardless of the outcome of this process, every child in our county
will continue to have access to an excellent education. We are not a system
of individual schools; we are a cohesive school system with consistent
curriculum, excellent teachers, small class sizes, and comparable learning
and enrichment opportunities at every school,” Martirano said.

More information, including the Superintendent’s presentation and full report
given to the Board of Education and a one-page document that details the
proposal are available on the HCPSS website.

The Board will hold three public hearings and seven work sessions, and is
scheduled to make a final decision on any boundary line adjustments with
action on Thursday, November 21. A full schedule and complete information
about the boundary review process is provided online.

For the latest HCPSS nhews and information, visit www.hcpss.org.

Howard County Public Schools would like to continue connecting with you via email. If you prefer to be removed from our
list, please contact Howard County Public Schools directly. To stop receiving all email messages distributed through our
SchoolMessenger service, foltow this link and confirm: Unsubscribe

SchoolMessenger is a notification service used by the nation's leading schocl systems to connect with parents, students and
staff through volce, SMS text, email, and social media.



Sayers, Margery

I
From; Kathleen V. Hanks <Kathleen_Hanks@hcpss.org>
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2019 1:03 PM
To: Richard Kohn; opel@opeliones.com; Bailey, Najee; Jones, Opel; CouncilMail; BoE Email
Subject: RE: [External] Community and School segregation

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Good Afternoon,

Thank you for contacting the Board of Education, The Board is not receiving input at this time regarding
boundary review. However, I am providing the link to the website where it states how the community can be
involved and share input with the Superintendent as he develops his recommendation. The Feasibility Study is
the beginning of the process and is not the Superintendent’s recommendation. The Superintendent’s
recommendation will be presented to the Board on Tuesday, August 20. Once that recommendation is received,
the Board will begin receiving testimony and input from the community.,

Again, thank you for your email, and we encourage you to be involved in the boundary review process.
Kind regards,

Kathy Hanks

Administrator

Board of Education

Phone: 410-313-7194

Fax: 410-313-6633

Email: kathleen hanks@hcpss.org

From: Richard Kohn <richardakohn@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 15, 2019 11:44 AM

To: opel@opeljones.com; nbailey@howardcountymd.gov; Councilman Opel Jones <ojones@howardcountymd.gov>;
councilmail@howardcountymd.gov; BoE Email <boe@hcpss.org>

Subject: [External] Community and School segregation

| posted a new blog item about the HCPSS redistricting options. | used high schools as an example to show that the
proposed options will increase travel time to schools by an average of about 0.3 miles per student compared to
sending students to the closest school, and will increase segregation by income. | also show example districts that
completely integrate 10 out of 12 high schools for income demographics without increasing travel time to school
compared to the Feasibility Study options. There may be important implications that the school system is
segregating students by race and income lavel, when in fact it would be quite feasible to integrate the schools.
https://howardcounty640805081.wordpress.com
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Rende M. Kamen, AICP

Manager, Office of School Planning
Howard County Public School System
410.313.7184 (office)

Renee Kamen®@hcpss.org

From: Rick Kohn <rickakohn@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 2:48 PM

To: Renee Kamen <Renee Kamen®hcpss.org>; Hepss Redistricting <redistricting@hcpss.org>; School
Planning <SchoolPlanning@hcpss.org>

Subject: [External] Redistricting proposals

Greetings:

As you are probably aware, I have shown that it is feasible to meet all objectives of Policy 6010
including balancing enroliments with capacity, minimizing distance to schools, balancing
demographics, minimizing small feeds,not moving most walking students, ete. If you would like
to have the example districts I developed in spreadsheet form, please request them and make an
email address available that can receive them. I can also meet to explain the methods and results.
I can show objectively that the HCPSS is bussing students further than necessary to maintain a
high level of segregation by race and income.

Members of the Office of School Planning, AAC, and the Superintendent have shown no
interest in evaluating the districts T developed as examples. Thank you to the members of the
Board of Education who have discussed these results with me.

Richard Kohn, Ph.D.
https:/fhowardcounty64080508 1. wordpress.com
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Sazers, Margerx
-

From:; Rick Kohn <rickakohn@gmatil.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 0, 2019 8:33 AM

To: Renee Kamen

Cc: Hcpss Redistricting; School Planning; Scott Washington; Daniel Lubeley; Brian W.
Bassett; Kathleen V. Hanks; BoE Email; CouncitMail

Subject: Re: [External} Redistricting proposals

{Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender,]

Dear Ms. Kamen,

As you know, the website you cited which was apen for a short time did not permit submission of school-wide
redistricting plans. The school system solicited only input abeut individual polygons in an attempt to justify what they
are doing or to consider piecemeal changes to the current plans. As a resident who is opposed to the widespread
segregation by race and income that the current districts enforce, and the proposed plans exacerbate, | developed an
example plan that shows it is quite easy to meet all of the criteria outlined in Policy 6010. The Office of Planning and
Office of Superintendent are being dishonest when they claim that they cannot develep such a pian even with all the
resources at their disposal.

Sincerely,
Richard A. Kohn, Ph.D.

On Aug9, 2019, at 4:06 PM, Renee Kamen <Renee Kamen@hcpss.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Kohn:

Thank you for contacting the Office of School Planning regarding a redistricting proposal. it appears that
much effort has been devoted to the development of an alternative boundary scenaric. The boundary
review process is much different than in past years and includes the use of a consultant. The consuitant
accepted alternative scenarios through August 1 via an oniine option {https://www.hcpss.crg/school-
planning/boundary-review/#online-input). | hope that you took advantage of this opportunity to submit
your scenaric via the mechanism offered. The consultant is analyzing the results of the general feedback
survey as well as the alternative scenario submissions.

Please note the AAC responsibiiities have changed in this process. The AAC did not take community
input, nor develop alternative scenarios. For additional information on the AAC roles and responsibilities,
please refer to the Boundary Review website at hitps://www.hcpss.org/school-planning/boundary-
review/#aac-meetings.

I hope you remain involved through the remainder of the process. The Board of Education will be
receiving public testimony after the presentation of the Superintendent’s recommendation 8/20/18.

Thank you in advance,
~senie
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"T'm extremely proud of this resolution because it recognizes the past and promotes a fair and
balanced future for our Howard County Public Schoo! System students," said Dr. Jones. "We
are working together to resolve the problematic and systematic inconsistencies that lower-
income students face every day. This resolution helps to enhance, promote, and encourage a
unified and socioeconomic blended education system for all."

"While we often claim to prioritize diversity and inclusion in Howard County, our school
districts do not reflect the values of integration and community that we have built our county
on," said Councilwoman Mercer Rigby. "For decades, Howard County public schools have
become increasingly segregated by race and socioeconomic status, Redistricting is a civil
rights issue here in Howard County, and it's time to take meaningful strides toward integration
in our education system.,"

In the last three years alone, graduation rates for students participating in the FARM program
have dropped from 83% to 78%, which is 17% lower than the graduation rates for non-FARM
students. During the same time frame, FARM program students have become increasingly
concentrated in the same elementary, middle, and high schools in Howard County. These
disparities in student outcomes can be found in the Howard County Public School System's
2019 Feasibility Study and 2019 Equity Report presented to the Board of Education.

"As Chair of the Howard County Board of Education, capable of casting only one vote, I
support this resolution that focuses on the socioeconomic and racial desegregation of Howard
County Public Schools," said Mavis Ellis. "Many have called for equity, and it's the Board of
Education's hard decisions that will make equity happen for all students in Howard County."

"There's a strength in diversity that benefits our community, Legislation and resolutions alone

cannot solve socioeconomic challenges or promote true racial integration; however, they can
provide platforms that allow us to correct past errors," said Candace Dodson-Reed, founder of
the African American Community Roundtable of Howard County and education advocate. "1
applaud Councilwoman Mercer Rigby's and Councilman Jones' leadership and effort as they
work with the community to ensure that each child in our public school system has everything
they need to be successful."

"Let's reclaim Columbia's dream of equal opportunity for all by rebalancing the socioeconomic
and racial profiles of Howard County's public schools,” said Councilwoman Jung, "We know
what we have to do, and we know the time is now."

Numerous academic studies indicate that diverse, integrated classrooms lead to better
academic outcomes for all students, while increased segregation leads to greater achievement
gaps for low-income students and students of color. While the school system undergoes its
School Boundary Review Process, Counciimembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung call on
HCPSS to comprehensively address the socioeconotnic and racial segregation in Howard
County Public Schools through a meaningful redistricting process.

The proposed resolution will be pre-filed on August 23, 2019 and will be introduced at the
Council's legislative session on Tuesday, September 3, 2019. Testimony will be accepted at the
legislative public hearing on Monday, September 16, 2019. To sign up to testify, visit
hitps://apps.howardcouniymd. gov/otestimony/. If you would like to submit your testimony
electronically, email councilmaili@howardcountymd.gov.

#itH
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Sayers, Margery

From: Lisa Schlossnagle <lisabirss@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2019 4:31 PM

To: CouncilMail

Subject; Re: Councilmembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung Call on Howard County Public

School System to Develop Integration Plan

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Dear Ms. Mercer Rigby, Dr. Jones, and Ms. Jung,
Thank you. This is important to me as an HCPSS graduate, parent, and AAC 2019 member. Thank you for your leadership.
Best regards,

Lisa Schlossnagle

On Tue, Aug 13, 2018, 4:19 PM Howard County Council <cgelwicks@howardcountymd.gov> wrote:

Media Contact:
Felix Facchine

ffacchine@howardcountymd.gov
(410) 313-2001

For Immediate Release:

Councilmembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung
Call on Howard County Public School System to

Develop Integration Plan

Ellicott City, MD (August 13, 2019)- Howard County Councilmembers Christiana Mercer
Rigby, Dr. Opel Jones, and Deb Jung will introduce a council resolution in September calling
on the Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) to develop a county-wide integration
plan to desegregate its schools, Currently, school district boundaries in Howard County are
drawn in a manner that concentrate students participating in the Free and Reduced Meals
program (FARMSs) into certain elementary, middle, and high schools.

This sociceconomic and racial segregation in the school system is contributing to increasing
achievement gaps and decreasing graduation rates for low-income students and students of
color, Historic systems have created these achievements gaps and it is incumbent on the
County to introduce new systems that foster necessary change.

11



Sayers, Margery

From: Vick <vickgi@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2019 8:26 PM

To: CouncilMail; Walsh, Elizabeth; Jones, Opel; Rigby, Christiana; Jung, Deb; Yungmann,
_ David

Subject: For your consideration Re: Integration Plan

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Hello All,

How soon will you write and pass legislation that bans new residential development or disallows continuing
development in areas that have been brought down to under capacity for building by redistricting? Answer please, all 5
of you.

Do you wanti people to get on hoard with your call for an integration plan?

I’'m on board as soon as you write and pass legislation that says development cannot start or continue in areas that
have been brought down to under capacity for building by redistricting. Anything less will continue the cycle of school
overcrowding.

2 council people on the press release today are the very same council people who refused to vote or voted against to
extending the wait time for new residential developments in areas closed to development due to school overcrowding.

Somehow Howard county has this belief if we just put people in the right place things will magically happen. Not
exactly your purview but we're willing to spend millions on subsidized housing (not actually spending hut giving in tax
incentives to developers, when have developers ever done anything with the long term best interest of Howard county
in mind)

but it's hard to get $100,000 to help people achieve financial literacy and career advancement and change.

What's going to be done for the fourth grade student that isn’t at grade level in reading or in math?
Putting them in a new school isn’t going to change where they are in their learning path.,

What's going to be done for the first grader who didn’t have opportunities to enter kindergarten as prepared as their
peers to learn? | liked the recent backpack give away as resources beyond the physical school supplies were they for
those who may need them.

Yes | understand these are HCPSS issues but you are inserting yourself into the work of the HCPSS and the BOE.

Most Sincerely,

Vick
ps Please vote yes to CB 38-2019,

ic




continuing development in areas that have been brought down to under capacity for building by
redistricting? Answer please, ali 5 of you.

Do you want people to get on board with your call for an integration plan?

'm on board as soon as you write and pass legislation that says development cannot start or continue
in areas that have been brought down to under capacity for building by redistricting. Anything less will
continue the cycle of school overcrowding.

2 council people on the press release today are the very same council people who refused to vote or
voted against to extending the wait time for new residential developments in areas closed to
development due to school overcrowding,

Somehow Howard county has this belief if we just put people in the right place things will magically
happen. Not exactly your purview but we're willing to spend millions on subsidized housing (not actually
spending but giving in tax incentives to developers, when have developers ever done anything with the
long term best interest of Howard county in mind)

but it's hard to get $100,000 to help people achieve financial literacy and career advancement and
change.

What's going to be done for the fourth grade student that isn’t at grade ievel in reading or in math?
Putting them in a new schoo! isn’t going to change where they are in their learning path.

What's going to be done for the first grader who didn’t have opportunities to enter kindergarten as
prepared as their peers to learn? | liked the recent backpack give away as resources beyond the physical
school supplies were they for those who may need them.

Yes | understand these are HCPSS issues but you are inserting yourself into the work of the HCPSS and
the BOE.

Most Sincerely,
Vick
ps Please vote yes to CB 38-2019.



Sayers, Margery

-
From: Vick <vickgi@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2019 10:18 PM
To: Yungmann, David
Subject: Re: For your consideration Re: Integration Plan

[Note: This emall originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Hello David,
Thank you for your reply, hope all is well . The concern is

If redistricting opens an area for residential development due to the capacity being below APFQ limits, will that area
stay closed to new residential development? The question is will our county council introduce and pass legislation that
keeps areas closed to new residential development if they fall below APFO school capacity dictates for closing as a result
of redistricting?

https://www.howardcountymd.gov/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=xXEgbRD9rTA%3d&portalid=0

It is in the best interest of all to break the cycle of school overcrowding (we have students in trailers). Howard County
doesn't have the budget to build schoocls required to meet the needs of our citizens today.

Sincerely,
Vick
ps Please vote yes to CB 38-2019,

On 8/13/2015 8:38 PM, Yungmann, David wrote:

Is the question whether if, after redistricting, we will keep a school closed if it was previously closed
and now open?

David Yungmann

Howard County Council - District 5

(410} 313-2001
https:flcc.howardcountymd.gov/Districts/District-o

From: Vick <vickgi@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2019 8:26 PM

To: CouncliMail <CouncilMail@howardcountymd.gov>; Walsh, Elizabeth
<ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov>; Jones, Opel <ojones@howardcountymd.gov>; Rigby, Christiana
<crighy@howardcountymd.gov>; Jung, Deb <djung@howardcountymd.gov>; Yungmann, David
<dyungmann@howardcountymd.gov> '

Subject: For your consideration Re: Integration Plan

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or
attachments if you know the sender.]

Hello All,
How soon will you write and pass legislation that bans new residential development or disallows
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Sayers, Margery

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:

Street
Address:

City:
Subject:

Message;

no-reply@howardcountymd.gov
Wednesday, August 14, 2019 10:37 AM
Todes judith@gmail.com

District 4 - School desegregation

Judith

Todes

Todes.judith@gmail.com
10738 SYMPHONY WAY

COLUMBIA
School desegregation

I applaud your efforts to desegregate the Howard County schools. Fer too long the schoo! boundary lines have
been drawn to concentrate low income and minority students in some of the schoaols. I feel self conscious
saying this, but, I want you to know that I am white, so you know that concern about this issue crosses racial
lines.
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"There's a strength in diversity that benefits our community. Legislation and resolutions
alone cannot solve socioeconomic challenges or promote true racial integration;
however, they can provide platforms that allow us to correct past errors,” said Candace
Dodson-Reed, founder of the African American Community Roundtable of Howard
County and education advocate. "T applaud Councilwoman Mercer Rigby's and
Councilman Jones' leadership and effort as they work with the community to ensure that

each child in our public school system has everything they need to be successful.”

“Let's reclaim Columbia's dream of equal opportunity for all by rebalancing the
socioeconomic and racial profiles of Howard County’s public schools,” said

Councilwoman jung, "We know what we have to do, and we know the time is now.”

Numerous academic studies indicate that diverse, integrated classrooms lead to better
academic outcomes for all students, while increased segregation leads to greater
achievement gaps for low-income students and students of color. While the school
system undergoes its School Boundary Review Process, Councilmembers Mercer Rigby,
Jones, and Jung call on HCPSS to comprehensively address the socioeconomic and racial

segregation in Howard County Public Schools through a meaningful redistricting process.

The proposed resolution will be pre-filed on August 23, 2019 and will be introduced at
the Council's legislative session on Tuesday, September 3, 2019. Testimony will be
accepted at the legislative public hearing on Monday, September 16, 2019. To sign up to

testify, visit https://apps howardcountymd.gov/otestimony/. If you would like to submit

your testimony electronically, email councilmail@howardcountymd.gov.




“I'm extremely proud of this resolution because it recognizes the past and promotes a
fair and balanced future for our Howard County Public School System students,” said Dr.
Jones. "We are working together to resolve the problematic and systematic
inconsistencies that lower-income students face every day. This resolution helps to
enhance, promote, and encourage a unified and sociceconomic blended education

system for all."

"While we often claim to prioritize diversity and inclusion in Howard County, our school
districts do not reflect the values of integration and comniunity that we have built our
county on," said Councilwoman Mercer Rigby. "For decades, Howard County public
schools have become increasingly segregated by race and socioeconomic status.
Redistricting is a civil rights issue here in Howard County, and it's time to take

meaningful sirides toward integration in our education system."

In the last three years alone, graduation rates for students participating in the FARM
program have dropped from 83% to 78%, which is 17% lower than the graduation rates
for non-FARM students. During the same time frame, FARM program students have
become increasingly concentrated in the same elementary, middle, and high schools in
Howard County. These disparities in student outcomes can be found in the Howard

County Public School System's 2019 Feasibility Study and 2019 Equity Report presented

to the Board of Education.

"As Chair of the Howard County Board of Education, capable of casting only one vote, [
support this resolution that focuses on the sociceconomic and racial desegregation of

Howard County Public Schools,” said Mavis Ellis. "Many have called for equity, and it's

the Board of Education's hard decisions that will make equity happen for all students in

Howard County.”




Felix Facchine

ffacchine@howardcountymd.gov

(410) 313-2001

For Immediate Release:

Councilmembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung Call

on Howard County Public School System to Develop

Integration Plan

Ellicott City, MD (August 13, 2019}- Howard County Councilmembers Christiana Mercer
Rigby, Dr. Opel Jones, and Deb Jung will introduce a council resolution in September
calling on the Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) to develop a county-wide
integration plan to desegregate its schools. Currently, school district boundaries in
Howard County are drawn in a manner that concentrate students participating in the
Free and Reduced Meals program (FARMs) into certain elementary, middle, and high

schools.

This socioeconomic and racial segregation in the school system is contributing to
increasing achievement gaps and decreasing graduation rates for low-income students
and students of color. Historic systems have created these achievements gaps and it is

incumbent on the County to introduce new systems that foster necessary change.




Sayers, Margery

From: Rigby, Christiana

Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 11:08 AM

To: CouncilMail

Subject: Fwd: Councilmembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung Call on Howard County Public

School System to Develop integration Plan

Wanted to make sure everyone recefved this public testimony...

Get Qutlook for iI0S

From: Lois Patrick <pinksurvivor05@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 9:09:28 AM

To: Rigby, Christiana <crighy@howardcountymd.gov>; Jones, Opel <ojones@howardcountymd.gov>; Jung, Deb
<djung@howardcountymd.gov>

Subject: Fw: Councilmembers Mercer Rigby, Jones, and Jung Call on Howard County Public School System to Develop
Integration Plan

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Dear Howard County Council Members: The article below was posied yesterday regarding desegregation in our school
gsystem. 1am a resident of Howard County and have grandchildren attending the Howard County Public Schoo! System
schools, and | am appalled at the idea of redistricting our children to attend schools out of their school district. This was
tried many years ago in Prince George's County for the same reasons, and their program failed. { am a taxpayer and lived
in this county for over 25 years, and [ am totally against this desegregation plan. The bottom line is, all children have
access to the same education, some children want to learn and some children are just don't have the same interest. Do
not take away from the children that are willing fo learn from their school of record because others do not have the same
interest. | am very angry that this is even a suggestion and | will be one cf the taxpayers that tries to block this resolution.

Lois Patrick

9510 Whiskey Bottom Road
Laurel, MD 20723
443-278-5424

Media Contact:




Sayers, Margery

From: karenlgray@verizon.net

Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 1:53 PM

To: CouncilMail

Subject: [ support the resolution calling for public school integration plan

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

I fully support the Council Resolution calling for the Howard County Public School System to develop an integration
plan.

The recent proposals for redistricting are, frankly, insulting in a county that claims to promote diversity and
acceptance. Oakland Mills High School is very heavily impacted by the proposed plans, more than almost any other high
school. Yet, the economic and racial segregation will be worse under this plan rather than better. it is absolutely

appalling.

[ suggest taking a look at the following blogposts from a county resident for further information on this issue and a
potential plan to redistrict that would help integrate the schools with the same amount of bussing that is currently
proposed.

https://howardcountys40805081.wordpress.com/2019/02/02/how-did-howard-county-schools-become-the-maost-
segregated-county-in-maryland/

https://howardcounty640805081.wordpress.com/2019/07/13/howard-county-plans-to-continue-bussing-students-to-
keen-schools-segregated/

Since county policies over the years have helped to create this segregation, | sincerely hope the County Council will
support this resoiution and that the Howard County Public School System wilt significantly revise its proposais. If not, |
fear Howard County is setting itself up for a serious civil rights lawsuit.

Sincerely,

Karen Gray

5951 Camelback Lane

Columbia, MD 21045

410-730-7941
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Avgust 12, 2019

Dr. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System
Howard County Board of Education

10910 Clarksville Pike

Ellicott City, MD 21042

Dear Superintendent Dr, Martirano and Members of the Howard County Board of Education:

The Oakiand Mills Community Association is submitting the following feedback on the area
boundary adjustment “Feasibility Study” options on behalf of its 10,000 residents in anticipation
of the August 20™ recommendations from the Superintendent to the Board of Education. We are
sending this as we believe the process for input and the survey options provided to date do not
provide for enough flexibility to state our concerns to their full extent. The Feasibility Study
options cannot be fixed with commentary on a few polygons here and there, which is the
direction in which the public survey effectively guides respondents. Furthermore, the
encouragement of such feedback over the years has led us to a situation where we believe the
school system is segregated by income, race, and ethnicity and continuing to move in a negative
direction should current options be pursued. We have concerns throughout the system, but our
responsibility is to the children of Oakland Mills, so our commentary will be limited to the
impact on schools our community attends.

The current Feasibility Study options unfairly target Oakland Mills High School, and frankly, are
immoral. HCPSS Policy 6010 is supposed to direct the school district to consider such factors as
community stability, demographics, diversity, socioeconomic status (measured based on
participation in the federal free and reduced meals program, or FARMSs), numbers of students
moved, and academic performance. By multiple critical measures, apparently this policy does
not seem to apply to Oakland Mills High School in the current options. We fear that while the
public message has been that these options are not “proposals,” the reality is these are being used
as very biased starting points that depend heavily on past trends toward segregation rather than a
fresh start.

Currently, Oakland Milis High School is already the most chalienged high school in Howard
County, It has the highest percentage of students who receive FARMs (48%), the lowest
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percentage of students with math proficiency (26%), and the third lowest percentage of students
with reading proficiency (47%). It is one of the few schools in Howard County with capacity to
receive more students, so it is not surprising that this capacity is being utilized to help relieve
over-crowding at other high schools, which we welcome. However, we did not anticipate that
the district would make so many favorable changes to other high schools largely at the expense
of Oakland Mills HS.

Let us consider how each of the two high school redistricting proposals in the feasibility study
negatively impacts Oakland Mills HS and further exacerbates the existing differences in
socioeconomic status and academic performance between Ozkland Mills HS and the rest of
Howard County.

First, in High School Redistricting Option #1, 383 students will be transferred from Qakland Mill
HS to other high schools, which is 29% of the projected 2019 enroliment, more than any other
high school, even overcrowded Howard HS (19%) and Centennial HS (22%). In other words,
inexplicably, the high school with capacity to spare is losing a larger percentage of its student
population than the over-crowded high schools that are the reason for the redistricting in the first
place. Another 512 students will be transferred into Oakland Mills HS, which is 39% of 2019
projected enrollment and again highest in the county. Altogether, as a proportion of the 2019
projected enrollment, a gross change of 68% would occur at Oakland Mills HS, again more than
any other high school in the county.

If such a drastic change in the student population at Oakland Mills HS were truly necessary, it
would only be logical (and would follow Policy 6010) to take this opportunity to bring the
demographics and academic performance measures of the school more in line with the rest of the
céunty. Unfortunately, this is not the case. Rather, the FARMs percentage would increase
(49%, by far highest in county), and math proficiency (25%, lowest in county) and reading
proficiency (45%, 2™ lowest in county) both would decrease relative to current levels.
Furthermore, other neighborhoods around Oakland Mills Village, which have been part of the
Oakland Mills HS community for more than 40 years, would be transferred to Wilde Lake HS,
which should be considered a major detriment to community stability, and effectively creates an
“island” community East of Route 29 from the rest of Wilde Lake HS. In their place,
communities in the 1-95/Route 1 corridor would be transferred into Qakiand Mills HS. These
also effectively become “island” communities because they are only connected to the rest of the
Oakland Mills HS area via Polygon 45, which is not a residential neighborhood but rather a
retail/industrial area along Route 175/Columbia Gateway with few (less than the reportable
number) or no students,

One particular move in HS Option #1 is an especizally troubling example of the larger problem of
concentration and segregation. Polygon 1081 is a highly impoverished neighborhood and by far



has the largest numbers of students who receive FARMSs compared to any other polygon in the
county (96 students on FARMS, 74% of all students at the high school level). At the elementary
school level, there are 223 students who receive FARMs (83%), which means the number high
school students receiving FARMs will almost certainly increase over time. Both Howard HS (3
miles via Rt. 108, 8 minutes according to Google Maps) and Long Reach HS (2.6 miles via Rt.
108, Snowden River Pkwy and Tamar Dr., 7 minutes according to Google Maps) are
geographically closer and more convenient for transportation to/from this neighborhood
compared to Oakland Mills HS (4.8 miles via Rt. 175, Tamar Dr., and Kilimanjaro Rd., 13
minutes according to Google Maps). Yet in this proposal the students wiil be bused further to
Oakland Mills HS, which is already the most socioeconomically disadvantaged school in the
county. This is wrong, plain and simple, and it will be harmful both for students currently at
Oakland Mills HS and also students residing within Polygon 1081. It is hard to imagine a clearer
example of socioeconomic segregation in the 21% century.

High School Redistricting Option #2 is not an improvement over Option #1 in terms of its impact
on Oakland Mills HS. Again, despite being the school with capacity, Oakland Mills HS would
have the greatest gross change in population in the county, with 178 (14%) students transferred
from, and 297 (23%) transferring into Oakland Mills HS, representing a 36% gross change in
population based on 2019 projected enrollment, more than any other high school in the county.

Again, much like Option #1, despite the major change in student population at Oakland Mills HS
with Option #2, there is apparently no effort to consider demographics and academic
performance measures in the proposed reassignments. The percentage of students receiving
FARMSs would be unchanged (48%), still highest by far in the county with only one other high
school greater than 40%. Reading proficiency would actually decrease from the current level to
45%, 2™ worst in the county. Similarly, math proficiency would decrease to 24%, worst in the
county. This option is also detrimental to community stability, as the Thunder Hill
neighborhood (part of the Oakland Mills Village and well connected by walking/biking paths)
will be transferred to Wilde Lake HS, essentially becoming an “island” community East of Rt.
29. Oddly, this proposal consolidates all of Thunder Hill ES to attend Oakland Mills MS, which
currently feeds 100% into Oakland Mills HS, so this could have been beneficial to the
community if they did not then have to cross Route 29 to attend Wilde Lake HS. Again, similar
to Option #1, the Allview neighborhood (part of the Oakland Mills HS community for more than
40 years) will be transferred to Atholton HS and again essentiaily will become an Fast-of-29
island. While Polygon 1081 (discussed above) and surrounding communities are not assigned to
Oakland Mills HS in HS Option #2, they are proposed for Oakland Mills HS in the New HS #13
Option, so all of the same concerns noted above would also apply in that scenario.

These analyses are compiled and summarized in the attachment to this letter. In summary, there
is no evidence that HCPSS Policy 6010 is being appropriately followed in the propesed high




school attendance arcas when one considers the negative impact on Oakland Mills HS, which is
already the most challenged high school in Howard County. The Oakland Mills Comimunity
Association has very serious concerns about long-term trends toward segregation in the school
system and specifically about what will be proposed during this round of area attendance
adjustments, We are consulting with experts in the field should further action be necessary to
protect our residents and strongly urge you to consider much better options by August 20th than
what we have seen to date. We also strongly encourage the members of the Board of Education
to reject any proposal presented to you on August 20™ that does not reverse these trends.

Sincerely,

Jonathan L. Edelson, Chairman
Oakland Mills Board of Directors

Cec: County Executive Dr. Calvin Ball
Councilman Dr. Opel Jones, District 2

ATTACHMENTS ON FOLLOWING PAGES



Attachment: Oakland Mills High School Characteristics Relevant to HCPSS Policy 6010

Current
s Projected 2019 enroliment = 1318 (94% utilization)
s Highest FARM Rate in Howard County (48%)
s Worst PSAT Math Proficiency in Howard County (26%)
*

Third Worst PSAT Reading Proficiency in Howard County (47%)

HS Onption #1 Scenario

383 students transferred out of OMHS (29% of 2019 projected enroliment, highest in
county), despite being a school w/capacity
512 students transferred into OMHS (39% of 2019 enroliment, highest in county), all
from Long Reach (splitting up these students across multiple receiving schools wouid be
an opportunity to balance demographics and academic performance measures)
Gross change of 895 students, 68% of 2019 projected enrollment; highest in the county
Projected FARM rate 49% (increased from current, highest in county, with only 1 other
HS greater than 40%)
25% PSAT Math Proficiency (decreased from current, worst in county)
45% PSAT Reading Proficiency (decreased from current, 2™ worst in county)
Howard HS and Centennial HS are the most over-crowded high schools in the county, yet
there are fewer students transferring out:

o Howard HS: 359 (19% of 2019 projected enrollment)

o Centennial HS: 366 (22% of 2019 projected enroliment)
Polygon 1081, which has the largest numbers of socioeconomically disadvantaged
students in the county (and growing), is transferred from Long Reach HS and bussed
further to Oakland Miils HS: 96 (74%) students at the HS level, 104 (86%) students at the
MS level, and 223 (83%) at the ES level are all on FARMs,
Polygons in the 1-95/Rt.1 corridor are effectively “islands” in this proposal, They are
connected to other Oakland Mills HS polygons via Polygon 45, which is a
commercial/industrial region with few or no students.
Allview and other neighborhoods, historically part of the Qakland Mills HS community,

will be transferred out of OMIIS and will become and East-of-29 island communities at
Wilde Lake HS,

HS Opfion #2 Scenario

*

178 students transferred from Oakland Mills HS (14% of 2019 projected enrollment)

297 students, all from Long Reach HS, transferred into Oakland Mills HS (23% of 2019
projected enrollment)

475 total students transferred into/out of Oakland Mills HS, a 36% gross change based on
2019 projected enrollment (highest in county)

Changes at Oakland Mills HS greater in comparison to Howard HS and Centennial HS:




o Howard HS: 230 (12%) students redistricted to Long Reach HS, will receive no

new students

o Centennial HS: 246 (15%) students transferred out, 117 (7%) transferred in
s FARMs rate 48% (unchanged, highest in county)
o PSAT Reading proficiency decreased from current level to 45% (2“d worst in county)
o PSAT Math proficiency decreased from current level to 24% (worst in county)
¢ Consolidates all of Thunder Hill ES to attend Oakland Mills MS, but then sends these
same students across Route 29 to attend Wilde Lake HS (essentially creating an island)
and removes the Thunder Hill neighborhood, part of Oakland Mills Village, from

Oakland Mills HS.

o Allview neighborhood, historically part of the Oakland Mills HS community, will be
transferred out of OMHS and will become and East-0f-29 island community at Atholton

HS.

¢ Asin Option #1, polygons in the 1-95/Rt.1 corridor are effectively “islands™ in this
proposal. They are connected (and only in a catty-cornered manner) to other Oakland
Mills HS polygons via Polygon 45, which is a commercial/industrial region with few or

no students.

Table: Overall Impact of Proposed High School Attendance Adjustments on Oakland Mills High School

HCPSS 6010 Factor Considered HS Option #1 HS Option #2
Negative Negative
(>110% utilization In 2021~ (>110% utilization in
Facility Utilization 2022) 2022-2023)
Community Stability Overall Negative Negative
Feeds Negative Negative
Contiguous Communities
{considering the reality that Route 29 and
commercial/industrial Polygon 45 separate communities) | Negative Negative
Frequency of reassignment N/A N/A
Ractal/ethnic composition N/A N/A
Socioeconomic composition/FARMSs percentage Negative Neutral*
Academic performance-Math Negative® Megative®
Academic performance-Reading Negative® Negative’
% of English learners Negative® Neutral
Number of students moved Negative® Negative’

Highest in county

*Worst performance in county

3second worst performance in county

Highest in county as a proportion of school size
N/A, not analyzed or considered in this assessment




Sayers, Margery

From: Jahantab Siddiqui <Jahantab_Siddiqui@hcpss.org>
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 7:25 PM
Subject: Superintendent's Attendance Area Adjustment Recommendations

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Dear Elected Officials,

t wanted to let you know that due to BGE power cutages this evening, we are unable to stream or record video of the
Board of Education meeting. As a result, due to the interest in the Superintendent’s recommendations for attendance
area adjustment and in keeping with our efforts to provide clear communications to the community, the Board and the
Superintendent have decided to reschedule the presentation for Thursday, August 22 at 6pm.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,
Jahantab

Jahantab Siddiqui

Chief Administrative Officer

Howard County Public School System
Office: 410-313-6680

Cell: 443-355-7562




Sayers, Margery

From: Stacy Correll <sycorrell@gmail.com>

Sent; Friday, August 16, 2019 2:08 PM

To: CouncilMail

Subject: Comments on Boundary Study/Segregation Issues

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

| sent this to the Board of Education but received a reply that they are not accepting comments? | thought | would send
it on to you as well since you were soliciting comments.

Thank you -

Stacy Correll

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Stacy Correll <sycorrell@gmail.com>
Date: August 15, 2019 at 3:03:12 PM EDT

To: hoe@hcpss.org

Subject: Comments on Boundary Study

| was not able to attend the session at Oakland Mills High School on July 10 due to a icng-standing
commitment, 1did fill out the online survey but | felt like there was more that needed to be said about
the proposed boundary changes.

My daughter just finished Lake Etkhorn Middle School and will go to Oakland Mills High School in the
fall. She will be a walker and we will not be moving schools as part of the proposed boundary

changes. However, we obviously have a vested interest in the health of OMHS, given that she is about
to spend 4 years there, Let me state for the record that we do not qualify for FARMS and our ethnicity is
white. | am going to focus my comments on the high school boundary changes since that is my area of
concern.

| have been more and more dismayed by what | read, both in official documentation like the feasibility
report and in the various flyers that have been floating arcund. | could comment more on those flyers
but 1 will refrain — although | do give props to the people whao actually put their names on the flyers
instead of hiding behind an anonymous label.

It saddens me that people think that children born into a lower economic status are somehow less
intelligent, less motivated and less desirable as classmates. A rising tide lifts all boats. We should want
the best for ALL children and want them to have the highest chance for future success because our
success as a nation depends on it. These are the future adults who will be doctors, teachers, policemen
and voters In our country. As the adults in this scenario, we should be concerned about the fate of all
Howard County children.

But everything i read seems to somehow support the notion that FARMS = bad. We have created a
segregated school system where the majority of lower income children are concentrated into 4 high
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schools — Oakland Mills, Long Reach, Wilde Lake and Hammond — and the disparity is growing greater
with every boundary exercise we engage in. These 4 schools currently have between 39-48% FARMS
populations. The next highest high school percentage is over 10% lower {Reservoir at 26%). OMHS is
surrounded by high schools that have significantly lower percentages — Howard at 14% and Atholton at
11%. To me, the message you are sending is FARMS students are “undesirable” so we are going to
“contain” them in certain schools that most likely have parent populations that have less influence over
elected officials and will not make as much noise (see the flyers referenced above). That is the message
parents of those students are hearing and the students themselves are hearing. In some cases, our
lower income students are struggling with other issues in the home or are homeless, Now they are
being labeied as the children adults are actively trying to keep out of their schools,

| recognize that the school system does not have control over where lower income housing is located
but you do have control over how boundaries are drawn. You can stand up to the parents who are
beating the “not in my schoo!” drum over and over again, Lower income children deserve the same

opportunities as their higher income counterparts and deserve to be an accepted part of FEVERY
school,

If you are going to move high school students prior to the new high school opening (and as | said in my
survey, | really question why that has to be done at all}, why not consider taking the long view of
creating a mix of students within a school that reflects the county and the country as a

whole. Everyone benefits — schools, students, communities. Instead of going to a school where
everyone is the same, we learn to accept differences, learn from each other, support those who need a
hand and become closer as a community.

I support the analysis that the Oakland Mills Board of Directors sent to you on August 12th. | hope you
will take a hard ook at all the information that has been presented from the Oakland Mills Community.

Stacy Young Correll




Sayers, Margery

From: Beth Stolte <elizabeth stolte@hotmail.com>
Sent; Thursday, August 15, 2019 914 AM

To: Beth Stolte; Rigby, Christiana

Cc: CounciiMail; BoE Email

Subject: Re: Desegregation

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

https://www . baltimoresun.com/marvland/howard/cng-ho-council-calls-for-integration-plan-0822-20190815-
i7m4vob3yzb65pgge2beianzdy-story.htmi?fbclid=lwAROCCpI9DiIDLehnQV-sthAR3gR6C-
ULtmMNg4ixZ0bZp9d0zr390Sy-04

T Howard council members: Balancing
FARMS students, school capacity could
‘improve education outcome’

In a joint news release Tuesday, Council members
Christiana Mercer Rigby, Opel Jones and Deb Jung
announced they are introducing a resolution next month
asking for the school system to create a county-wide
integration plan to desegregate schools.

www.baltimoresun.com

Beth Stolte.

From: Beth Stolte <elizabeth.stolte@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:11 AM

To: Righy, Christiana <crigby @howardcountymd.gov>

Cc: councilmail@howardcountymd.gov <councilmail@howardcountymd.gov>; BoE Emalil <boe@hcpss.org>
Subject: Desegregation

Councilperson Rigby,

Thank you for bringing to light the segregation of Howard County schools. When looking at the demographics
for schools east of 29 the disparity is clear. The neighborhoods of Owen Brown and Cakland Mills specifically
are deeply segregated from the rest of the county. To someone not involved in the redistricting process, it
looks as if FARMs students are concentrated in certain areas to maximize the number of Title 1 schools and
therefore federal money. Also, looking at where FARMSs students reside shows a segregation in the county
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itself. For years so called affordable housing has been allowed to be built in these same neighborhoods under
the guise of caring about low income families. if the CC, former and current, cared about low income families
they'd stop allowing building in these areas. They'd provide incentives for building of affordable housing in
places west of 29, Ellicott City, Gleneg, West Friendship. Other districts besides your district, my district,
district 3. It is disingenuous to put all the onus on the board of education and superintendent, past and
present. This County Council has come out in support of more building in these areas. More students to fill
school slots that don't exist, further crowding these schools.

| posted the following comments on a Facebook post about this issue. The article in from post is below, The
first is a question - are the demographics of the schools listed in this article reflective of the surrounding
neighborhood? Meaning draw 2 mile radius around the school. If it is reflective of the school’s demo then so
be it. Kids shouldn’t have to be bused across the county for “quotas”. The second is that the County Council is
responsible for this as well. The places with affordable housing are concentrated in these same
neighborhoods. Current laws allow for more affordable housing to be built in these same neighborhoods.
Speaking out against that is portrayed by the Council Council as being against poor people. If the County
Council wants the schools to be desegregated, then they need to desegregate the county. The County
Executive, as a former long term County Council member, is just as guilty for this segregation as the former
board of education members and superintendents.

The County Council should look at the demographics of these neighborhoods, Look at the FARMs numbers for
new affordable housing built in the last 10 years. What does that say about where new housing should be
built?

My family lives in district 3. My sons attended Guilford ES and my oldest will be a 6th grader at Lake Elkhorn
MS in the fall. We love our area. We are looking to move in the spring and want to stay with Lake Elkhorn as
our middle school. Owen Brown is the ideal neighborhood for us. It's probably one of the most walkable
areas in the county., We want our sons to be able to leave the house and walk places like the corner store, the
pizza place in Owen Brown Village Center, the CA pools. But we also can't ignore the gerrymandering of the
school attendance areas. We love the east side. It's so diverse and we are all better for it. 1 wouldn't want to
live in the west where it's much more homogenous.

Concentrating FARMs students in areas like Owen Brown and Oakland Mills only makes the problems these
kids face worse. Allowing more and more development in these areas strains the schools in these areas and
makes it impossible to desegregate. Everyone needs to work together to change this. The leaders we've
voted for need to be leaders. Stand up to classism and racism when presented under the guise of not moving
students to a "low ranked school". Stand up to developers and say "no, you can't build here anymore". Make
the tough decisions. It's what we've elected you to do.

Thanks for your time.

Beth Stolte




Sayers, Margery

From: Beth Stoite <elizabeth.stolte@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2018 9:12 AM

To: Rigby, Christiana

Cc: CouncilMail; BoE Email

Subject: Desegregation

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Councilperson Rigby,

Thank you for bringing to light the segregation of Howard County schools. When looking at the demographics
for schools east of 29 the disparity is clear. The neighborhoods of Owen Brown and Oakland Mills specifically
are deepiy segregated from the rest of the county. To someone not involved in the redistricting process, it
looks as if FARMs students are concentrated in certain areas to maximize the number of Title 1 schools and
therefore federal money. Also, looking at where FARMs students reside shows a segregation in the county
itself. For years so called affordable housing has been allowed to be built in these same neighborhoods under
the guise of caring about low income families. If the CC, former and current, cared about low income families
they'd stop allowing building in these areas. They'd provide incentives for building of affordable housing in
places west of 29. Ellicott City, Gleneg, West Friendship. Other districts besides your district, my district,
district 3. It is disingenuous to put all the onus on the board of education and superintendent, past and
present. This County Council has come out in support of more building in these areas. More students to fill
school slots that don't exist, further crowding these schools,

| posted the following comments on a Facebook post about this issue. The article in from post is below. The
first is a question - are the demographics of the schools listed in this article reflective of the surrounding
neighborhood? Meaning draw 2 mile radius around the school. If it is reflective of the school’s demo then so
be it. Kids shouldn’t have to be bused across the county for “quotas”. The second is that the County Council is
responsible for this as well. The places with affordable housing are concentrated in these same
neighborhoods. Current laws allow for more affordable housing to be built in these same neighborhoods.
Speaking out against that is portrayed by the Council Council as being against poor people. If the County
Council wants the schools to be desegregated, then they need to desegregate the county. The County
Executive, as a former long term County Council member, is just as guilty for this segregation as the former
board of education members and superintendents.

The County Council should look at the demographics of these neighborhoods. Look at the FARMs numbers for
new affordable housing built in the [ast 10 years. What does that say about where new housing should be
built?

My family lives in district 3. My sons attended Guilford ES and my oldest will be a 6th grader at Lake Elkhorn
MS in the fall, We love our area. We are looking to move in the spring and want to stay with Lake Elkhorn as
our middle school. Owen Brown is the ideal neighborhood for us. It's probably one of the most walkable
areas in the county. We want our sons to be able to leave the house and walk places like the corner store, the
pizza place in Owen Brown Village Center, the CA pools. But we also can't ignore the gerrymandering of the
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school attendance areas, We love the east side. It's so diverse and we are all better for it. { wouldn't want to
live in the west where it's much more homogenous.

Concentrating FARMs students in areas like Owen Brown and Oakland Mills only makes the problems these
kids face worse. Allowing more and more development in these areas strains the schools in these areas and
makes it impossible to desegregate. Everyone needs to work together to change this. The leaders we've
voted for need to be leaders. Stand up to classism and racism when presented under the guise of not moving
students to a "low ranked schoo!". Stand up to developers and say "ho, you can't build here anymore". Make
the tough decisions. It's what we've elected you to do.

Thanks for your time.

Beth Stolte




August 20,2019

In Response to the news release by the Howard County Council in regards to the Howard
County Schools

Original housing concept for Columbia Maryland (James Rouse) was for Columbia to work, play
learn and worship together, It was an excellent concept and first residents of Columbia worked
hard to achleved that goal. Schools in Columbia were the best not only in the county, state but

country. If Rouse’s vision failed, we have to look at what happen because It worked for many
years,

Columbia still has an excellent infrastructure. Neighborhoods are well kept with many
amenities.

S0, if there is a problem with Howard County schools then it’s coming from the home
environment. The Moynlhan report predicted this over 50 years ago.

It is unfair the County Councll to ask the schools to integrate when it is the Council and the
government that failed to improper plan when it came to housing because Rouse made sure
equity In housing was there for the new Columbia,

Affordable housing became ghetto housing {especially in the many apartments in Columbia)
Section 8 subsidized income vouchers aliowed urbanized people with thelr urbanized manner
getinto apartments and housing market that turned many of Columbia’s schools into Title one
schools, People who have to pay full amount of rent are not going to units where certain
people pay little or no rent due to the vouchers. So, you have a large number of these people
in the apartments.

This was result of improper planning by county officials and greed by apartment owners,

Now Columbia and rest of Howard County are dealing with academic deficiencies and high rate
of crime, Bad behavior and crime caused the village centers to have problems.

Some are closed. Some remodeled and open again with a different demographics.

The truth is Black people ruined Columbia. It's not racism. itis fact. Just look at the crime stats,
And the academic Achievement gap? What a joke, Blacks score lowest of al] people of color.
Title One schools have more resources than non-Title one schools . Now, the Council thinks
putting students of all incomes together will magically transform these low achievers to high
achievers? Asians and Hispanics will still score higher than Blacks. School discipline and
suspension will still be high among Blacks.

Are the households going to take any responsibility? Why Council going to put blame on the
schools to come up with a solution? Now you have the demographics in the various housing

rental units that led to seven schools in Columbia to be title one. Prince Georges County, " A
Montgomery County, Baltimore County are dealing with the same problem as welf as urba‘n\ : /( /é
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Columbia is a census-designated place in Howard County, Maryland, United States,
and is one of the principal cities of the Baltimore metropolitan area and the Washington
metropolitan area. It is a planned communily consisting of 10 self-contained villages. It
began with the idea that a city could enhance its residents' quality of life. Creator and
developer James W. Rouse saw the new community in terms of human values, rather
than merely economics and engineering. Opened in 1967, Columbia was intended to
not only eliminate the inconveniences of then-current subdivision design, but also
eliminate racial, religious and class segregation. And it worked. Columbia's schools
were the best in the nation,

The village concept aimed to provide Columbia a small-town feel (like Easton,
Maryland, where James Rouse grew up). Each village comprises several neighborhoods.
The village center may contain middle and high schools. All villages have a shopping
center, recreational facilities, a community center, a system of bikefwalking paths, and
homes. Four of the villages have interfaith centers, common worship facilities which are
owned and jointly operated by a variety of religious congregations working together.

Most of Columbia's neighborhoods contain single-family homes, townhomes,
condominiums and apartments, though some are more exclusive than others. The
original plan, following the neighborhood concept of Clarence Perry, would have had
all the children of a neighborhaood attend the same school, melding neighborhoods into
a community and ensuring that all of Columbia's children get the same high-quality
education. Rouse marketed the city as being “color blind" as a proponent of Senator
Clark's fair housing legislation. If a neighborhood was filled with too many purchasers

of a single race, houses would be blocked unti! the desired ratio was met.

The schools in Columbia, Maryland were top notch. Elementary, Middle and High
School were in each of the villages where students went to go to learn and play
together.

What happen that the Howard County City Councii feel that the schools have to
desegregate? Why did the neighorhoods turn so that most of the elementary schools
receive Title funds? It's the people. Parents who do not have the vision that Mr, Rouse
did. Children who are being reared by Parents or caregivers who care nothing about
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the education of their children (How many show up at PTA meetings?)

Loaok at the stats in crime. Most are done by Blacks. Blacks ( Coming from the urban
areas ) have destroyed Columbia. Asians and Hispanics' test scores are higher than
Blacks, Socioeconomic is not the reason for poor Black performance. It is the Black
family. Moniyhan Report.

Look what happen when Baltimore City de-segregate the schools. Howard County will
go much faster. All the Council is doing is DUMBING down all of Howard County
Schools. Parents will move, Private Schools will love it. Neighboring Counties will
live it. Howard County will suffer,

Sincerely)
L
Latllda Wallace

I am Black. It is not racism. It is a reality
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Howard County Government
3430 Courthouse Drive
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043

Attention: The Howard County Council

We read with interest your news release dated 8/13/19 about asking the School system to
develop an integration Plan. We wish you would further explain what you mean about
integrate the schools. The term intergrate in the dictionary means

“To mix with and join society or a group of people, often changing to suit their way of
life, habits, and customs: 2. to combine two or more things in order to become more
effective: 3. to end the separation of people by race, sex, national origin, etc,, in an
organization...."”

- Who are the group of people you want to integrate? I thought Rouse vision was to
_combine people of all races and creed to live, learn, work and play together.

In the early 1970s to 1990s, Columbia had some of the best schools in the State. Now
most of their schools are Title One. Why? A latge influx of urbanized people moved in
with their urbanized ways. You really believe that mixing the children of these people
(especially in middle and high school) will change the achievement gap? Look at
Baltimore City, which was the number 1 school system in the state or Montgomery
County which took the crown from Baltimore City as the number 1 school system in the
state. They had the same problems in trying to solve the achievement gap like Howard
County is expetiencing. You need to do a study to find out why it didn't work in those
systems if you want success in Howard County because you will have the same problem.
We will tell you why it is not working. Besides reading the Monihayn Report which
forecast this problem over 50 years ago, you cannot put people together who don't want to
be together and putting low income students in these schools will only cause them more
frustration because they will still score the lowest, We are talking about groups of people
not individuals. There ate always a few that achieve no matter where they attend. We
think the Howard County School system is doing the best they can do. If the FARM
children are not achieving, it has nothing to do with the school.

Start with the family.

O &
Joseph and Joyce Silver (We are black and have lived in Columbia since 1978 and have
seen the change ...the rising crime and who are the suspects.. we are embarrassed how

these urbanized blacks instead of embracing Columbia, have ruined Columbia and rest of
the County. And MS-13 |
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FAMILY BRAWL AT DISNEYLAND !

By ALMAEAM[ afausto@scng.com | Orange County Register
PUBLISHED: July 8, 2019 at 2:38 pm | UPDATED: July 8, 2019 at 2:40 pm

A family brawl that broke out in Disneyland’s Toontown over the weekend
was caught on video and is circling around on social media.

In it, a man punches women as children in their group and other park guests
watch, some of them trying to break up the Saturday, July 6 fight.

The cussing-fill brawl appears to grow out of a group the included a half-
dozen adults, most, if not all, family members. At various times, two women
fight each other.

Two men take boxing stances and face off for a bit.

At one point, a woman in the group who is in a motorized cart gets out to
intercede and is knocked down, apparently by mistake, and falls to the ground
and is helped back up.

“I'm ready to go to jail tonight!” says the man who hit the two women and was
in the center of much of the conflict.

Security staffers eventually respond, with one man subdued by park-goers.
Eventually, the fight disperses and the participants seem to walk away.

Anaheim Sgt. Daron Wyatt said officers responded and took a report, though
the people involved were uncooperative. No arrests had been made.







Family members scuffle as bystanders watch outside Goofy’s Playhouse at Disneyland on
Saturday. (YouTube)




FAMILY BRAWL AT DISNEYLAND

By ALMA FAUSTO | afausto@scng.com | Orange County Register
PUBLISHED: July 8, 2019 at 2:38 pm | UPDATED: July 8, 2019 at 2:40 pm

A brawl broke out between amﬂy members on dy, T uly 6 at Disneyland and was captured
on video. Police said no arrests were made but detectives are evalvating the video. (Youtube via
Inman Entertainment)
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Columbia is a census-designated place in qual;d (EQUI‘?W; l}dafyland United States,
and is one of the principal cities of the Baltimore metropolitan area and the Washington
metropolitan area. It is a planned community consisting of 10 self-contained villages. It
began with the idea that a city could enhance its residents’ quality of life. Creator and
developer James W. Rouse saw the new community in terms of human values, rather
than merely economics and engineering. Opened in 1967, Columbia was intended to
not only eliminate the inconveniences of then-current subdivision design, but also
eliminate racial, religious and class segregation. And it worked. Columbia's schools
were the best in the nation,

The village concept aimed to provide Columbia a small-town feel (like Easton,
Maryland, where James Rouse grew up). Each village comprises several neighborhoods.
The village center may contain middle and high schools. All villages have a shopping
center, recreational facilities, a community center, a system of bike/walking paths, and
homes. Four of the villages have interfaith centers, common worship facilities which are
owned and jointly operated by a variety of religious congregations working together,

Most of Columbia's neighborhoods contain single-family homes, townhomes,
condominiums and apartments, though some are more exclusive than others. The
original plan, following the neighborhood concept of Clarence Perry, would have had
all the children of a neighborhood attend the same school, melding neighborhoods into
a community and ensuring that all of Columbia's children get the same high-quality
education. Rouse marketed the city as being "color blind" as a proponent of Senator
Clark's fair housing legislation. If a neighborhood was filled with too many purchasers
of a single race, houses would be blocked until the desired ratio was met.

The schools in Columbia, Maryland were top notch. Elementary, Middle and High
School were in each of the villages where students went to go to learn and play
together.

What happen that the Howard County City Council feel that the schools have to
desegregate? Why did the neighorhoods turn so that most of the elementary schools
receive Title funds? It's the people. Parents who do not have the vision that Mr. Rouse
did. Children who are being reared by Parents or caregivers who care nothing about




the education of their children (How many show up at PTA meefings?)

Look at the stats in crime. Most are done by Blacks. Blacks ( Coming from the urban
areas ) have destroyed Columbia. Asians and Hispanics' test scores are higher than
Blacks. Socioeconomic is not the reason for poor Black performance. It is the Black
family. Moniyhan Report.

© Look what happen when Baltimore City de-segregate the schools. Howard County will
go much faster. All the Council is doing is DUMBING down all of Howard County
Schools. Parents will move. Private Schools will love it. Neighboring Counties will
live it. Howard County will suffer,

Sincerely,

LatIlda Wallace

I'am Black. Itis not racism. Itis a reality



] i }
OWARD COUNTY councit -
RECEIED

I

"TO WHOM THIS MAY CONCERN 8/20/19 Al J M; 1 7

. FROM THE SUN PAPER {in italicts)

Some members of the Howard County Councll are putting pressure on the education system to
develop a plan to desegregate schools.

Desesgregate Schools? | haven't hard that term since the 1960s.

Council members claim the school district has created boundaries that discriminate against low-
income students and students of color. In a two-page statement, council members promised to
introduce o resolution early next month calling for the school system to address the issue.

Apparently these council members are not familiar with James Rouse and the founding of
Columbia. His plan and goals. | would suggest you read his plan,

The Howard County Public School system is one of the most successful in the state and the
nation, but some members of the County Council said it's also one of the most racially
imbalanced when it comes to where students are assigned to learn,

The success of Howard County Schools is the Parents. Most children are reading by the time
they enter Kindergarden, The Parents teach their children. Lower income Black mothers do
not teach their children and depend on the schools. The racially imbalanced comes from the
apartments who have a very large number of section 8. That was not like that in early
Columbia. Early Columbia did not have a large section 8. It was only Copperstone.

“For decades, Howard County Public Schoolfs have become increasingly segregated by race and
socioeconomic status," Councilwoman Christiana Mercer Righy said. "Redistricting is a civil
rights Issue in Howard County, and it's time to take meaningful strides toward integration in our
education system.”

You can blame the greedy landlords that have turned most of Columbia Apartments into section
8. People who pay full freight and NOT going to apartments where people pay little or nothing
rent due to section 8. Early residents of Columbia and their offspring have moved to
surrounding areas of Howard County and taken their goals and values with them which is why
the schools outside of Columbia are at a higher level. It is the People who segregated
themselves.

This was not part of Rouse's vision, Columbia failed to keep the vision.

The councilwoman's complaints come a few days ohead of a proposal by the school

1




superintendent to address the issue.

"All of our schools are excellent, so no matter where a child goes to school, they're going to
receive an excellent education. So it's up to us right now to make recommendations to balance
out our capacity in considering all of the socioeconomic variables as well," Howard County Public
Schools Superintendent Michael Martirano said.

This statement by the Superintendent Martirano is correct. All the schools are excellent. The
problem is there are certain groups {Mainly Blacks) that are not on board with Rouse vision.
And of course the Council and others will say racism. But it is not racism. It's lasy good for
nothing Blacks that have ruined Columbia. Just like at the stats. Who is doing the most crime?
Who is being arrested ? Recent mugging in Baltimore was done by residents of Howard County.
| call them urban transports. 1 am Black and | know my people. Before other minorities moved
in, Black organizations complained that teachers weren't teaching Black children correctly
because Black test low and Blacks weren't learning. Then came the other groups {Hispanics,
Aslans, Indians and test scores went higher than Blacks.So it is something else why Blacks aren't
scoring higher. Can't say racism. | say it is the family. Many of these Black children come from
dysfunctional homes, What kind of family can't feed their children? have to depend on the
schools.

‘I moved to Columbia in the 1970s and lived the Columbia dream. | taught my children and they
too lived the Columbia dream. ii's sad that these new people that move to Howard County fail
to learn about James Rouse, his vision and live with civility .

There's strength in diversity that benefits our community. Legislation and resolutions alone
cannot solve socioeconomic challenges

Rouse vision for Columbia has failed. People were to live together in harmony, no matter
income level ,race or creed, nationality or religion. People were to attend the same school,
worship at the same church, shop at the same shopping center in the village.

it worked for about 15 years. | know because | lived in Columbia. But as more and more people
from urban areas moved to Columbia that did not share Rouse's vision. Columblia changed.
Volience increased, Drugs entered schools and communities, The orginal Columbians moved to
other areas of the County. Schools switched. Columbia schoals (which were known for their
high test scores) moved to the schools in other areas of Howard County.

| remember when lames Rouse and his committee were planning the new town of Columbia
and how they were going to handle blacks. Some feared back then that Blacks were going to
ruin Columbia. But Mr. Rouse was very firm that his city was going to be for all people.

Apparently, the others were right. Blacks ruin Columbia. Not all Blacks. The urban Blacks., The
trashy Blacks. These are the type of people at Disneyland this past July that were fighting in
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toon town.

| enourage you to read the Moniyhan Report which describes the urban biacks and look at
Baltimore City's desegartion plan back in the 1960s,

What you see Baltimore now will be Columbia in 20 years if you implement a deseregation plan.
People will move out of Howard County. Test scores will continue to drop. School discipline
will rise. Teachers will not be able to teach. Parents will home teach or put their children In
private schools. | would love to see Columbia schools be like it was in early Columbia but it
takes working with the families. Encourage these parents to PUT their children first,

{Excuse my errors. My spellcheck Isnt working)

Linda<€arlson Jones




