SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL MEETING

DECEMBER 15. 1992

7:00 P.M.

AGENDA

1. Roll call and Pledge of Allegiance

2. For Discussion only - Review of Options for Consideration
with Regards to the Wallingford Public School Spacial Needs
Issue. To include:

@. New England School Development Council (NESDC)
Field Services Report Commissioned by the
Board of Education

b. Wallingford Public Schools Spacial Needs An
Alternative Report Produced by the Democratic
Party Issues Committee

NOTE: This meeting is being held at the request of the Town
' Council Education Liaison Chairman Geno J. Zandri, Jr.




SPECIAL TOWN COUNCII. MEETING

DECEMBER 15, 1992

7:00 P.M.

A Special Meeting of the Wallingford Town Council was held on Tuesday,
December 15, 1992 in the Robert Earliey Auditorium of the Wallingford Town
Hall and called to Order at 7:09 P.M. by Chairperson Iris F. Papale.

All Councilors answered present to the Roll called by Town Clerk Kathryn J.
Wall with the exception of Mr. McDermott who arrived at 7:30 P.M. due to
preparation for an early morning flight out of the country. Mavor Wiilliam
W. Dickinson, Jr. was also present. Town Attorney Janis M. Small and
Comptroller Thomas A. Myers were absent.

The Pledge of Allegiance was given to the Flag.

ITEM #2 For Discussion Only - Review of Options for Consideration with
Regards to the Wallingford Public School Spacial Needs Issue. To includs

a. New England School Development Council (NESDEC) Field Services
Report Commissioned by the Board of Education

b. Wallingford Public Schools Spacial Needs an Alternatives Reporti
Produced by the Democratic Party Issues Committee

This meeting is being held at the request of the Town Council Education
Liaison Chairman Geno J. Zandri, Jr.

Motion was made by Mr. Doherty, seconded by Mr. Parisi.

Ms. Papale thanked the Democratic Issues Committee and the Board of Educatior
as well for their reports and concerns on this matter. She reminded every-
one that the Council is present for discussion only. There will be no

votes this evening. She then turned the meeting over the the Council/Board
of Education Liaison Chairman, Geno J. Zandri, Jr.

Mr. Zandri stated that school overcrowding is a topic that will effect all
of us in-this community. If you are a resident with school age children,
obviously it effects you. If you are a resident without school age
children it is going to effect you because basically, taxes are going to
have to be raised in order to implement a building program. This is why'
the topic is of major interest to all of us. There are some key points
that should be focused on tonight because they are the parts of ‘the puzz
that will comprise the entire picture. The topics are:

- what are the projected enrollments over the next five to ten years?

- what is the average class size that we can agree on as a community
to live with, whether it be twenty, twenty-three or twenty-five
children to a class?

- what are the number of classrooms that are available to us today that
exist in our school system today?

- what special classrooms do we need, i.e., art, music, computer-type
classrooms? :

If we can focus on these four items and come to an agreement on them the
amount of classroom space that will be needed will fall right into place.



-2 - December 15, 1992

The first presentation was given by members of the Democratic Issues
Committee, Edward Bradley, Mark Moynihan and Dom Doolittle.

A slide presentation was given to all on hand by the Democratic Parfy
Issues Committee.

Mr. Bradley thanked the Council for providing them with the forum to presgsent
their study and thanked the audience as well for being concerned enough to
be present for this issue.

acknowledged that the Board of Education is aware of the overcrowding
issue and has been working on it since the later part of 1980. The
NESDEC Study, commissioned by the Board of Education produced the school
facilities master plan in February 1992. That looked at the enrollment
projections and future school facilities needs. The Town Council at
its last meeting did appoint a building committee. Mr. Bradley focused
on what the committee has done. The committee became involved in the
study, the same as the Council has, because of overcrowding conditions and
also by listening to the presentation make by NESDEC. It raised some
questions and a group of individuals, which has grown substantially in
number, got together to look at many different facets of alternatives.
A balance has to be achieved based on the educational needs of the
children, what is considered to be a good environment, costs involved,
and just as important, those residents who are retired and people who
don't have children in the school system. Building expansion will
cost dollars. It will come in the form of tax dollars. The one good
thing that is being witnessed by the Town of Wallingford, and it has
occurred in the past, is its residents coming together to solve a problem.
We have to strive to come up with what is best for the Town of Wallingford
and the children of the Town of Wallingford.

Mr. Bradley acknowledged Bill Fritz, Mike Cassello, Joseph Denino, Mike

Denino, Donald Doolittle, Al Gasser, Dennis Lewis, Howard Marshall,

-~k Moynihan, Ronald Passander, Ronald Piazza and Louis Rubenstein,
ibers of the Democratic Party Issues Committee.

The Wallingford Public Schools Spacial Needs report was presented at this
time (appendix I).

The committee made the following statements after extensive study of
spacial needs and considering financial restraints.

History shows that the two middle schools housed the following enrollment:

79-80 1,641 students
80-81 1,591
81-82 i,599
82-83 1,592
83-84 1,545

84-85 1,409
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The NESDEC Projections are as follows:

93-94 1,322
94-95 1,343
95-96 1,400
96-97 1,471
97-98 i,531

These figures do not show a population explosion that would require 28
new middle school classrooms as requested by the Board of Education from
the NESDEC study. The cafeterias handled these students in the past.

Projections beyond five years are not valid. They are based on children
that are not even born. Building projects can be done in three years
which leaves you with no reason to project past five years, updated each
year.

If Yalesville school is reopened there will be a minimum of 23 new
elementary classrooms without combining any special programs. Combining
special programs will add even more new classrooms.

Class size is really not inflated into the future. Tables have shown
that class size remains stable even with current gtaffing. There is an
assumption that 11 classrooms for ART and MUSIC may not be available and
those teachers would continue to float. Then again, there may be space
if you redistrict or make Yalesville a Kindergarten Center.

Construction would occur at only one site and not disturb every school
community.

Portables could probably be phased out at some elementary schools and uged
as needed.

Redistricting of middle schools may have to be doe or you may have to move
gspecial programs from Dag to Moran.

All this is assuming that the community would rather keep the current grade
setup in the Wallingford schools. Otherwise, there are other plans of
reorganization that would solve the problem.

The issues committee feels that by reopening Yalesville School it would
result in a cost savings of $7.5 million to the town which could be used
to make town improvements such as Simpson School and Community Pool that
would benefit the entire community. By saving Yalesville School it could
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be used by the town in the future if enrol lment declines. This would
allow more time to study enrollment and make changes, if necessary by
examining a constant five-year projection based on actual births.

Upon concliusion of the report Ms. Papale thanked the Issues Committee and

invited Dr. Cirasuolo to the floor for his presentation of the New England

School Development Council (NESDEC) Field Services report (appendix 1I).

At this time Ms. Papale extended congratulations to Dr. Cirasuolo for

recently being honored as the Superintendent of the Year by the State
Jonnecticut.

pr. Cirasuolo stated that he welcomed the Issues Committee report at this
meeting because it gives the Board a chance to further clarify some of
the issues that we face as a community.

Sally Von Benken, NESDEC Field Services Coordinator was present to address
the issues of enrollment projections and student capacity of the school
buildings. A supplemental report entitled, "Response to Capacity Deter-
minations made by the Issues Committee of the Democratic Town Committee”
prepared by Dr. Cirasuolo was distributed to the Council at this time
(appendix III).

Ms. Von Benken made it very clear that NESDEC recommends nothing. The
options in the NESDEC report are just that, options prepared to respond
to a space needs shortage cost by program needs and enrol lment growth.
None of them are recommendations. The two reports, NESDEC and the Issues
Committee Report agree on many things. One of which are the enrollment
projections. The birth figures are the key to enrollments. There are
two major categories of births which are not reported to Town Clerks but
are reported to the State. Births are reported by hospitals. I1f the
birth of a child takes place out of the State of Connecticut that birth
is not necessarily reported to the town. If the mother is unmarried, for
reasons of privacy to the mother, the hospital reports the birth to the
st-te but not the town. All births that come out of the records of the

n Clerk’s office will be lower than the numbers reported by the State.
_..'elementary level has been on a steady rise since 1982-83. The amount
of live births to residents has increased by 32-33% over the past fifteen
years. It is this kind of growth that has fueled the enormous growth
that has been experienced at the elementary level. The elementary level
is up approximately 600 children over the past ten years. At the same
time that those 600 are coming into the school system at the elementary
level, the enrollment at the high school level was continuing to drop off.
That is why the total enrollment has not gone up. If you look at it in
its component parts you can see very clearly that the elementary level has
been on a steady rise since 1982-83. This is one of the two largest reasons
why, the other being the enormous building boom in the mid 1980’s, but this
one is the key contributing factor.

The two reports agree on the capacity findings. They are almost precisely

the same. It is what you do with the capacity figures that make a difference
in the findings. If enrollments are planned too close to the capacity of

the school you will have to redistrict all the time. She reminded everyone
that if an average class size of 23 students is the goal then it must be noted
that to maintain that average there will be some classes with 28 or more
students in them. An average of 307 Then there most assuredly be classes
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with 35 students in them. She applauded the work done by the Issues
Committee on their report.

Dr. Cirasuolo took the floor to elaborate on some of the capacity issues.
One thing that was not mentioned in the explication of the master plan

is that the Board does have an intention to add a foreign language program
to the middle school level which will require additional classroom space.
It is the Board’s contention that if they implement the suggestions of

the Issues Committee there will be a reduction in learning at the middle
school level. Basically, the middle school structure is a way of scheduling
students so that they spend most of their school day in a small area of the
building with a team of teachers. That is important to gstudent learning
at thé middle school level because studies show that young people between
the ages of ten and fourteen have to be taught in an area that is limited
and the number of teachers with whom -they interact have to be limited as
well, If you take the rooms that are left vacant when the students on

the teacher teams go to ‘the other subject areas, unified art, art,

physical education, etc., and you use them for teams of teachers, those
teams will not have their own space in the building.

On the elementary level, if we had a Kindergarten Center where all the
children of that age group were there it would impact one of the items in
the Board's master plan. It is the item that asks the Board to take a look
at the structure we have for the students who enter the school system.

What may very well come out of that structure is that we need. to have a
variety of placement for those students. It must be noted that the Issues
Committee report is based on five year projections when it comes: to
elementary capacities whereas the NESDEC Study -and the Board look at ten
year projections., The major reason that is done is so that the Board can
put into place something that removes the space issue from the front burner
for at least five 8r six years. We do not want to deal with space every.
year. We need to put in place a solution for the long term otherwise we
will always be in the middle of a building project of an enrollment pro-
jection study, a building needs study and a possible building project.

It is not a trouble—-free project.  To'have to go through this every two
or-three years becomes a self-defeating prospect. He invited anyone who
has questions about the importance of having adequate space for student
capacity and the impact it has on learning, visit the schools, talk to

the teachers who work there.

Mr., Zandri took the opportunity to thank both groups for their presenta-
tions this evening. At this point in time he turned the meeting back
over to Ms. Papale.

John Wooding, 43 Academy Street, Board of Education Members stated that

in 1982+-83 the enrollment in grades K-5 was 2,578 students. In 1991-92

it is 3,138 students.  That is an increase of 560 students with two less
schools in operation now that were operating then.

David Routhier, 34 Nod Brook Road thanked both the Democratic Issues
Committee and the Year Round School Committee for the exhaustive efforts
on behalf of the overcrowding situation. In the same breath he urged the
Council to not consider at least one component of the report presented by
the Issues Committee this evening. That is the reopening of Yalesville
School as a Kindergarten Center. He has two children who were born in
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Massachusetts who are currently attending Cook Hill School. His children
are an example of the point made earlier by Ms. Von Benken that not all
births are recorded with the town and therefore not in the report compiled
by the Democratic Issues Committee. He asked how much money could be
saved by having two transportation runs to a kindergarten center for
both sessions? If it was deemed an unsuitable situation to be busing
high schools students clear across town to a separate high school then
how can it be suggested that it be done with five and six year olds?
These young students will grow attached to their classmates in that first
ir of school and then transferred to their elementary school without
yse peers? Adjustment to school is a large portion of kindergarten
to those young individuals? 1Is it psychologically healthy to have to
make them adjust again one year later in first grade. What about sibling
support for those kindergarten students? It would be totally lacking
with a kindergarten center. The projected enrollment for Cook Hill School
next year is 600 students. That is almost as many children as are in
Sheehan High School. He supported the building plan put forth by the
Board of Education. This is not a new topic for the town. It is time
to go forward and get settled with it before it is too late. Cook Hill
School is desperate for portable classrooms for academic year 1993-94.
Cook Hill School programs have been the first to go. They are afraid
that the rule of "first in, last out” will apply. They do not want,
nor will they (parents of Cook Hill students) allow this to happen to
them, enough is enough (applause).

Cheryl DeMott, 184 Mansion Road asked, wasn’t there a sewer moratorium
imposed in town because there were not enough sewer lines to handle all
the new construction of homes? Did anyone bother to investigate if there
would be enough school space to service the needs of school children
moving into these new homes?

Mr. McDermott explained that there was a temporary sewer moratorium

in a certain area of town until the Water and Sewer Department had

alleviated the problems in that area. There was no ban on building of
188 because of it.

Mayor Dickinson responded that eleven portable classrooms were recently
brought into use in 1990. There was a significant effort on the part of
the town to address school projections. Those figures presented to the
Council were not correct. That is one of the problems you will find
with discussions about projections. They change fairly rapidly and
cause great dislocation as a result. The approval of condominiums. was
pased on the projection that children would not be a significant portion
of the population in condominiums. Due to the economy that has changed.
Condominiums are the affordable housing and are being used for families.

Susan O'Hara, 15 Cassella Drive was amazed to read in the paper that
forty-nine houses have been approved for building in the town. Children
will come with those new homes. Property that was originally zoned for
one house in her neighborhood is now zoned for two. Within the next

six months there will most likely be more children on her street. ' She
urged the Council to be more responsible and take into consideration

all the children. The building project must go forward and redistricting
should be considered.
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Ms. Stancil, 64 Colonial Hill Drive supported the building project and
applauds the alternate studies that have come forth. She was opposed
to closing the computer room. Computers are here to stay. We are
hiring professionals to teach and then tying their hands so that they
cannot .

Mr. Zandri explained the steps that have to be taken to get something
accomplished. The way the process will have to work is that it is up to
the principal of Cook Hill School to make a presentation to Dr. Cirasuolo
on the needs to operate that school the way the parents feel that is
should operate. Whether that presentation shows that portables or what-
ever to accommodate the number of students, it must be sold to the Board
of FEducation so that it may appear in the upcoming budget and presented
to the Mayor. The Mayor will then make his recommendation before it gets
to the Council. The Council will be the last ones on the list to make a
decision on that school. He, personally, supports whatever is needed to
take care of the children. The parents must focus their attention on the
process so that it can be followed through.

Ms. Andre Whittaker, (address unknown) is in favor of solving the problem
with the least amount of money as possible. She did not want her taxes
raised but does want her children educated in the best manner possible.

If the Cook Hill students do not have a computer room, five years later

when they enter Moran Junior High they will not only have the computer
literacy but they will not have the five years where the computer could have
enriched and enhanced their academics. They will be competing with other
students in other schools within Wallingford with that disadvantage.

Moving further into high school and college they will be competing with
children from towns like Hamden and other schools who have many more
programs offered to them then Wallingford offers their gtudents. These
children will be the adults making decisions when we are senior citizens.

We need to take care of them now and give them the education they rightfully
deserve. With all the influx of taxes from the boom in building in this
town over the past several years we should not have a problem funding this.

Where has that money gone?

Mayor Dickinson explained that the cost per pupil is approximately $6,600.
Most residential property owners don’t pay close to that in taxes yearly.
The industrial base of the town carries the balance of that bill. Not
only is the child's (children’s) education not covered in the taxes but
there is no money being paid towards police, fire, public works, etec..,

all the other services. That is the reason for industrial parks and

the encouragement for industry to move into the town.

Edward Musso, 56 Dibble Edge Road was upset that all the parents come up
and demand these improvements to the school system and forget that half
of the residents in town are living on fixed incomes. His comment to
the woman who feared her children will be competing with children in,
other towns with better programs was, the roads are not closed, she is
free to move to that town. Cheshire built a kindergarten center without
a problem. If they think they have it bad now, wait until segregation

is incorporated into the schools. They will be riding a bus longer than
the amount of time they spend in the schools. If they want, they must
be willing to pay for it. There should be a computer room in Cook Hill

School .
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Donna Lang, 88 Seiter Hill Road. Board of Education Member, asked if the
computer classes are going to be included in the unified art sections?

Dr. Cirasuolo responded that a decision has not been made yet. The judge-
ments made were that, for the most part, if you are running a computer
program of any worth in the middle school level, you are going to need
that kind of space. No specifications have been decided upon yet.

Ms. Lang suggested that if you are going to be rotating children through

~ unified program, you then would not need as much space in home economics
other areas. They are all double classrooms. Perhaps you can glean

..me space in those areas to set up a computer lab.

Dr. Cirasuolo disagreed. No matter how you rotate through those full rooms
will still be needed.

Ms. Lang asked about the two classrooms that have been set aside for
storage. The floor plans in Dag and Moran each show storage space on each
floor, why was more designated?

Ms. Von Benken recalled that it was a result of the interviews with the
principals and department heads involved. It can be taken out.

Ms. Lang referred to page #45 of the NESDEC study and asked, when indicating
the dollar amounts for the project, it read, “"cost per site acquisition and/or
extraordinary site development was not included”. She asked what "extra-
ordinary site development"” meant.

Ms. Von Benken responded, if you had to blast out ledde, for instance.
Normal foundations and digging were included.

Karen Blake, 9 Clearview Drive sﬁpported the idea of not moving IEP children
and combining classrooms. That is an easy fix, but not necessarily the
best one. There are different degrees of IEP classes with different diagnosis.

n Walworth, 20 Laurelwood Drive asked if it was fair to say that since there
wag such a small difference between the population projections, the difference
is in the programs and also the flexibility? 1Is it true to say that the
Democratic Issues Committee report had a very small margin in safety factor
in developing the size of the extra classrooms?

Edward Bradley responded that there was no guideline per se looked at, a
threshold of 23 or 25, those are just how the numbers came out based on
the ratios used.

Mr. Walworth spoke on behalf of keeping the in-school suspension option,
one which the Issues Committee suggested is not necessary and should not
be the responsibility of the school. It is a treat for the students to
be sent away from school for the day. The needs assessment committee has
gupported the issue of in-school suspension for that reason among others.
He felt that this was a great forum for exploring all options.

Valerie Nolan, 7 Templeton Road., Board of Education Member feels that the
building project is needed as well as a permanent -solution to our over-
crowding issue. We have not stayed on top of the projections before and
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once we do follow them, need Lo conlinue to do so (applause).

Mr. David Routhier, 34 Nod Brook Road asked the Mayor, of the $6,600 per
pupil cost for education, what percentage is paid by the State?

Mayor Dickinson responded, approximately 30-40%.

Mr. Routhier reminded everyone that we also pay the State taxes, income
tax, gas tax, sales tax, etc. He wanted evervone to keep that in mind.
He asked, wasn't the act of bringing portable classrooms to Cook Hill
School a direct result of a substantial parental battle to bring that
need to the attention of the town (applause)?

Mayor Dickinson was not aware of a substantial parental battle but was
aware of the usual process of identification of a need being brought
forward. The funding was provided gquickly. He was not aware of any
other project that moved ahead with such expediency.

Mr. McDermott thinks that computers should not be grouped with art and
music, put set aside as a top priority along with reading, writing and
arithmetic. It should no longer be considered a special program.

Two studies were presented this evening, each with valid, valuable
ideas of their own. We can take from both the studies. ~Neither group
feels that their study should be accepted 100% or not at all. They
were options offered, as was the Year Round Education issue.

Mr. Holmes stated that the Town Council does not have the jurisdiction
to make a decision on whether or not to move an IEP class. They also
don't decide to take computer classes out. Nor do they . decide whether
or not a kindergarten center will be created at Yalesville School. The
funding for the Board of Education will effect some of those decisions.
It is very difficult to project accurately the needs for the future.
Before us is an option for a $13.5 million building project which does
not include the cost of hiring teachers, benefits, furniture, insurance,

utilities, etc. There has been no discussion on how we will be able to
raise those funds. It will be a significant taxpayer expense in the
future vears. We could be looking at a $400-$500 tax increase. This

is not to say that we are going in the wrong direction of spacial needs
but there has to be an awareness of everyone concerned that this is
going to be a very expensive project.

Mr. Killen agreed with Mr. Holmes regarding the danger of projections.
He has seen results of projections cause problems. We have to move very
slowly. This is not a process that takes place overnight. It is not
just a one group process. As Mr. Zandri pointed out it starts with

the Principal going forward to the Superintendent, Board of Education,
Mayor, Council, etc. People coming forward with their concerns can

do more than any superintendent and/or principal can. The people have
to back them. You cannot pick and choose when you will be part of the
process, you must be involved at all times. If we are to represent you
we have to know what you, as our constituents, want. They only way we
will know that is for you to come to the meetings and become involved.
Everyone is allowed to speak. Our meetings are very open. Don’t be

so quick to fault the Mayor or Council on certain issues for if you don’t
come out to the meetings and let us know what you want, we can only
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assume. We cannot guarantee that you will get everything but if you want
anything at all we can give it to you, but you are going to pay for it.
That is what slows a lot of the process down. He welcomed all to attend
the meetings.

Dennie Lewis, 59 Constitution Street felt that if a parent has to miss work

to stay home with their child when that child is suspended from school, that

parent will make sure the child realizes the consequence to the parent so

that he is not a repeat offender. In school suspension is not a necessity.
1¢ school system is not a baby-sitting service. The parents need to get
wolved in training and parenting their child to a greater degree. He

telt that the Council is the last one to be blamed for this issue by the

public for the Board of Education and Superintendent’s Office has been

aware of this problem of overcrowding, particularly at Cook Hill School, for

guite some time. They are the ones who have sat on it.

Mardge Burns, 7 Fawn Drive has been actively involved in bringing this issue
to light. She has been attending all the Board of Education meetings to
watch this issue carefully. She urged the Council to visit the schools prior
to deciding on the funding. A band-aid approach was used last time when the
portables were put in place and that is no longer a viable option.

Dr. Cirasuolo clarified the issue of the Superintendent failing to do any-
thing on this issue. Two years ago when Dr. Cirasuolo was hired as the
Superintendent of Schools within a month of his arrival he recommended to
the Board of Ed that a population projection and building needs study be
performed. Those recommendations were accepted, budgeted for and
accomplished by 1991-92. In June of 1992 a recommendation was presented
to the Council that was approved by the Council to go forward for State
funding and put in place a building committee. For the past two years .the
administration and Board of Ed have been moving as quickly as they ocould
move to provide a permanent sclution to the space problems that we have.

Mapy . 80 Nod Brook Road is frightened because she has a
ughter starting school next year and feels that she will fall through the
acks 'in the system. She was opposed to the kindergarten center due to
the double busing which negates the cost savings to the town. ~She urged
that the computer room not be eliminated. She asked if any of the Councilors
have visited Cook Hill School?

Ms. Papale responded that a commitiee has been formed for this building
project and it will quite some time before they make final recommendations
to the Council. She acknowledged the fact that the Council has heard loud
and strong what the concerns are of the parents. Ms. Papale and Mr. Zandri
have toured the school because they were part of the ad hoc committee for
the modular classrooms. They did bring all the information back to the
Council to make them aware of the situations. The committee has been
charged with obtaining an architect and will report back to the Council
within one month of their organizational meeting.

Mr. Zandri wanted to address the comment that the Council "holds the

purse strings” in this matter. He stated that in looking at the past four
or five budget sessions you will see that the Council has been very supportive
of the town's school system. In fact this Council has attempted to put

additional dollars into the school system's budget. There is support on
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the Council side of the table, however, you have to garnish the support
of all parties involved.

Ms. Andre Whittaker asked that when the Board of Education presents their
budget to the Council with portables included, please support it.

David Heck, 19 Stella Drive reminded everyone that 45% of the $13 million
will be reimbursed by the State so there should not be a significant
tax increase to residents. He was pro in-school suspension.

-Mayor Dickinson pointed out that a 5% increase on the buddet may mean a
9% increase in taxes with current situations. There are no new revenues,
the grand list is not increasing nor is there any new money from the State.

Mr. William Fritz, 43 Grove Street, Yalesville, Issues Committee Chairman,
stated that it is very difficult to pass anything through an education
referendum in many communities surrounding us, Cheshire being on of them.
He was of the impression that it would be easier to pass a referendum
with a $6 million price tag, even if that is possible today, than it 1s

to pass one for $13.5 million. We have to take the best shot for what we

can get.

Barbara Beecher, Chairperson, Board of Education responded that the

Cook Hill parents, as well as other parents, have been attending the
Board of Education meetings. They were encouraged to come this evening
to let you know what they are up against, not to harass vyou. She stated
that the Board has been working very hard over the past gseveral years to
get this project under way. They have appeared before the Council many
times to keep them apprised of every step along the way. They have had
to work along the framework of State and town government which i8 not
always the easiest thing to do. She appreciated the time the Council has
taken out to listen to what everyone has to say and again, to state that
the Board works very hard and listens to the people in town and works
closely with town government.

Mr. Killen stated that he wished those individuals who place so much
emphasis on the computer and computer room also place as much importance
on making sure the students receive a well-rounded education in all the
other important subjects (applause).

There being no further questions from the Council Ms. Papale thanked Mr.
Zandri for bringing this issue forward this evening. She wished everyone
in Wallingford happy holidays since it is the last meeting of the year
for.the Council:

Motion was made by Mr. Doherty to Adjourn the Meeting, seconded by Mr.
Parisi.

VOTE: All ayes; motion duly carried.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 10:14 P.M.
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wallingford Public Schools
Spacial Needs Study
AN ALTERNATIVE

The following packet of infFormation is another view of the
spacial needs of the wallingford Public Schools. [t was
compiled by the ISSUES COMMITTEE of the Democratic Party
of Wallingford.

The purpose of the study is to consider educational setting
and cost when looking at the best way 1o utilize our school
buildings.

Wwe all realize that there must be some compromise between
the perfect educational setting and little to no cost. This
study makes an attempt to find that middle ground which
would be quite workable to students and educators and cost
effective to Wallingford taxpayers.




wallingford Public Schools
Spacial Needs Study
OVERVIEW OF THIS STUOY

This study begen by carefully reading through the material
provided the Board of Education by NESDEC. After attending
several meetings where the NESDEC report was cited, this
committee had several! important questions.

The current economic times may not be conducive to the
inclusion of any new programs in the Wallingford Public
Schools. This committee was very concerned with a school
overcrowding problem. [ike NESDEC, this committee was
concerned that our students had proper class size.

However, we had questions about some of the rigures provided
by NESDEC. Our study only includes five years into the '
future and not 10 years. The validity of any projections
beyond five years are based on children that are not even
porn. We also hed questions cbout how many additional
spaces were really necessary. In doing this study, we

found no /arge class size at the elementary level but there
was a need for additional .classrooms., We dic not rind o
need for 28 new middle school classrooms or o need to build
¢t several elementary schools. We also see the possibility
of phasing out the portables ct the elementary schools with
@ possible use at the middle school/ level. Building ¢z
several sites woulc couse much confusion, COS? many dollars,
and oe’initely play negctively on our students durino the
constiruciion periocs.

We realize thet NISDIC becsed much of its study on the
reguests provided by the Wallingford Board of Educctiion,
The rfollowing stucdy suggests several compromises to those
requests. )




£ Look At
CLASSROOM SPACE
Miogdle School

Dag Hammarsk jold

Current use 92-93

4cademic wing - 1st Floor

9 - Sixth grade classrooms

| - IEP classroom (9 students
|1 - IEP classroom (6 students
one-half class - Social Worke
one-half class ~ copy room/bo

Academic wing - 2nd Floor .

© -~ Seventh grade clecssrooms

1 - Lipbrary
one-half class - Reading teac
one-half class - AV/Book room

)
)
-
o

k room/special tutor

her
/Health Teacher Office

Academic wing - 3rd Floor

10 -= £ighth grade clcssrooms

1 - £MR claossroom (5 student
! - Computer clcssroom
one-half ¢clcss - LD Teacher

one-half clcss - Enrichment ¢

- Music room

& — Unifiec Arts classrooms
!
)

- Auditorium side clessroom with office usecd by

s)

lcss/Book room

tutor

The school also hes ¢ main.office, teacher's room,

nurse wing, gymnasium and caf

eteric.

<

-



£ Look” AT )
CLASSROOM SPACE
vicole Schocl

James Moran
Current use G2-93

scagemic wing - Ist Floor

¢ - Sixth grade classrooms

{ - JEP classroom (13 stucdents)
| - Health classroom

{ - Social Worker class

one-half class - Read ing teacher

Acagemic wing - 2nd Floor
- Seventh grade classrooms

- Library
- Open classroom

- ~— 0

Academic wing - 3rd Floor

- £ighth grade classrooms

Compuier room

- half LD/heolf Enricnment

- Laroe room sharec by tutors and also workroom

— ma ~ 0O
L}

- Unified Arys clessSrooms
Music Room

- JEP classroom (12 students)
- JEP clessroom (7 students)

-~ ~a N
i

The school also has ¢ mcin office, teacher's room,
wing, gymnasium and cofeteria

nurse




2pcciel Neecs
OPTIONS
Mioggle School

Several changes could be made immecigiely as the miodle
sSchools to free up spcce. Here (s ¢ |ist of some of tne

possibilities,

1. In $2-93 there are two /EP classrooms at Dag, one with
nine students and one with six, Moran has three JEP
classes, one with 13 students, one with 12 and one with
seven, You could move the Dag students to Moran and
gouble up two teachers in the same full classroom. This
year that would amount to five teachers for three
classrooms with a total of u7 students or an average of
15.66 students per class.

GAIN -~ TWO FULL CLASSROOMS AT DAG

2. The Dag health teacher floats to the teams for class.
has his choice of two to three classrooms per period to
hold his class. The Moran health teacher has his own
classroom. |f the need arises, he could rloat without c
grect deal of Iinconvenience.

GAIN - ONE FULL CLASSROOM AT MORAN

Lo

Moran currently hcs three classrooms ther could be used
by The reoular academic track. One is a two~room mul? i-
purpose facil ity that coulcd be sectioned off with a cur

or temporary wall.

GAIN - TWO FULL CLASSROOMS AT MORAN (3rd Floor) ond
ONZ FULL CLASSROOM (2nc Floor)

k. The Dag MR class (5 studenis) coulc be moved to one of
the open rooms ct Moran.

GAIN - ONZ FULL CLASSROOM LT DAG

(n

The Dec Socicl worker coulcd be moved to ine 4Auditorium
wing oiffice and the nalf clcssroom could be used cs
computer room.

GAIN - ONE FULL CLASSROOM AT DAG
6. Use portcoles ¢t the Midcdle Schools irf necesscry.

R IN THIS PACKIT YOU W

! FING THAT FOUAR
SROOMS AT THE M/DDLE SCH (Y

OLS WOULD B

S

{n in

L
CLA

1C.



A Look At
1EP PROGRAMS
in Detail

SCHOOL Students Served

~

_Moses Y. Beach
Cook Hill
Highland
Highland

Pond Hill
Stevens
Stevens

NDOO~DONO

7 CLASSROOMS 62 Students Served

The construction of the Yalesville project will allow the
system to maintain these I[EP classrooms. Until the building
project is complete, you may need to divide classrooms by
inserting a sliding partition placing a teacher and aide on
each side with small classes above. Some of these students
may also be mainstreamed.

SCHOOL Students Served

Dag Hammarsk jold 9
Dag Hammarskjold 6
Moran 13
Moran 12
Moran 7

5 CLASSROOMS : 47 Students Served

You can always add portables quickly if it is necessary.
Our committee feels that the following proposal is worth at
least a trial run with the [EP programs.

1. Hire another lEP teacher and one aide. This gives you an
average of 7.8 students per teacher and aide.

2. Elementary l1EP numbers show that future projections will
maintain no real classroom number growth.

3. Divide three classrooms with a temporary sliding sound wall

that can be removed, Iif necessary at a later date. They
used these in the middle schools for years.

u, A4 large percentage (from 25 to 50 %) in a givenyear are
mainstreamed at least one or two periods per day.

5. Using half a room with these numbers is already being
accompl ished by L.D. teachers.

6. You can always change again to another idea.

6




A Look At ;
CLALSSROOM SRACE
Elementary School

Moses Y. bSeach
Current use 92-93

school has 21 regular classrooms plus two portables

23 classrooms

1 1EP (10 students)

I Art room

1 Computer room (not full classroom)
Cook Hill

school has 21 regular classrooms plus four portables

23 classrooms
1 JEP (7 students)
! Computer room

Highland

school has 21 regular classrooms plus six activity rooms

17 claessrooms

Primary I1EP (8 students)

Interm. 1EP (11 students)

EMR (10 students)

Computer room (not full classroom)

Art Room

T A o Y|

Pond Hill
school has 22 regular classrooms plus one portable

21 classrooms
1 IEP (6 students)
1 Computer room (old teacher's faculty room)

Rock Hill

school! hes 21 regular classrooms plus six activity rooms
1& cléssrooms

farly Childhood (15 students)

Preschool (13 students)
Computer Room (not Ffull claessroom)

~¢ =~ o~ (p



Elementary school (continued)

Stevens

schoo! has 24 classrooms plus two portables

2

e e s~ T\

classrooms

Kinder. lEP (8)

Primary IEP (12 students)
Pre-K (32 students)

Art Room
Computer room (in old BOE secretary room)

Parker Farms

school has 20 classrooms plus two portables

21
1

classrooms
Computer Room (in a portable)




Spac’icl- Neecs )
OPTJONS
Elementary ' Scnool

Here is ¢ Ilist of elementary school possibilities.

Reopen Yalesville school! adding 10 classrooms for a total
of 25 new classrooms for elementary

Redistrict the town and run eight elementary schools

Make Yalesville school a kindergarten center...Other
schools make the following room gains

BEACH - gains three classrooms
HIGHLAND ~ gains two classrooms
COOK HILL - g9ains three classrooms
POND HILL - gains three classrooms
ROCK HILL - gains three classrooms
-~ if you move farly Childhood and Pre-Scho
programs you gain ct lecst ¢ fourth clas. m
STEVENS -~ oains three classrooms
move PRE-K and g@ain a Tourth classroom
PARKER FARMS - ogains three clessrooms

YOU GAIN 22 CLASSROOMS AND STILL HAVE AN OPEN CLASSROOM
AT YALESVILLE SCHOOL

Combine elementary JEP progroms

Combine BEACH (10 students) with STEVENS (12 students)
putiing 22 students anc two teachers in one class.
GAIN ONE CLASSROOM AT BEACH

Move K-JfP (8 students) from Stevens to Yalesville

Combine COOK HILL (7 students) with HIGHLAND (8 students
primery anc 11 siudents intermediate) Three teachers for

two rooms ai HIGHLAND

GAIN ONZ CLASSROOM AT COOK HILL



TABLE A

The following information is a table comparing the pirths
reported in the NESDEC study and the findings of this
committee based on Wallingford births from the office of the
Town Clerk.

YEAR NESDEC TOWN CLERK DIFFERENCE
1975 418 392 +26
1976 k18 _ 396 +22
1977 uo8 382 426
1978 391 368 +23
1979 - uuo 409 +31
1980 u22 386 +36
1981 456 416 +40
1982 455 432 +23
1983 %6 u1s +25
1984 498 u69 +29
1985 542 | 510 | +32
1986 520 uz3 “u7
1987 539 498 + 47
1988 564 508 +56
1989 -576 517 +59
1990 57u 522 +52
1991 574 552 422

TOTALS +590
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TABLE B

The following ta@dble /s ¢ list of rctios celerminec by
c/vicing c¢ctuecl births into kinderccrtien enrollment five
vears lcter. This /s besec on the births listed in TABLE 4
cnc tne velicdity of the historical cdata o the Wallingforc
Public Scnools preoviced NESDEC by the wecllingforc Eoarc of
focuccrtion,

The year listed on the left is the school year with the
births coming from five years earlier. The most recent years
were used to compute a irend for future projections.

YEAR K-enrol |, NESDEC ratio TOWN CLERK ratio
19€5 Lo9 . 969 1,059

1986 467 1.02u - 1,122

1987 L58 1.006 1.060

1988 525 1.193 1.2€5

1989 SUE 1.301 1.381

1290 67k 1.2u3 1.321

1991 622 1.196 1.215

The TOWN CLERK roiio hcs been more consisient over the

h
fme Trame. 1t is clso obvious tThot the rciio varies
Nnc does noT Show o consisien: rise.

Note that the Town Clerk rctio (s more consistent in
Tcble & by the amount of .322 to .232 for NESDEC. 4lsc,
enrollment rctios 0o not show ¢ consisient rise. These
~clics very up cnc down.

12




TABLE C

The following (s a table of future projections for kindergarten
enrol lments. Projections for NESDEC were taken from their
report. Ratios were computed based on their reported births

and their projections. Notice a steady decline in the NESDEC

ratios.

Our projections use the high end ratio with no decline unt il
1996-97. Even without Jower ing the ratio as NESDEC did, our
committee projections are l€ss in four of the five years.

we found no need for projections beyond five years since It
is not at all val id to predict pirths. Also, the study can be
updated each year. Building projects can be completed within

three years.

This table begins with 91-92 which is already a given.

YEAR K-NESDEC NESDEC ratio K-CLERK CLERK )
91-92 622 - 622 -
92-93 668 1.24 657 1.32
93-94 693 1.23 671 1.32
Su-95 704 1.223 682 1.32
95-96 704 1.223 : 689 1.32
96~-97 700 1.22 718 1.30

13



K=-12 -

Source: Fiscal incicator = State of Connecticut

YEAR ENROLLMENT FIVE-YEAR GROWTH (in %)
1962-83 : 6507

19E3-8Uu 6295

198L-~-85 6078

]19E85-86 58u6

1986-87 595u decl ine by 8.5 %
1985-86 58u6

1986-87 595u

1987-88 5907

1985-89 . 5886

1989-90 5915 increase by 1.01 %

The current economic times and ihe cbove historical look
c: school enroliment indicate no population explosion in
wellingford. :

14
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GRADES K-Ki2

TOTAL ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

8000
7oooﬂ

60004

50004—N

4000+

3000+

50004—8

1000

O ‘ N _. I I .' ‘ ' 2 D
1991-82 1983-94 1 995-96 1997-98 1999-00 2001-02

EHE

1992-93 1994-95 1996-97 1998-99 2000-01

RS SOURCE: NESDEC ‘ |

16




School Year
1994-95
1995-96
1996-97
1997-98
1998-99
1999-00
2000-0,’1

2001-02

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY GRADE

K 1 2 3 4
704
659
576
570

559 -

553

556

562




“NROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

2 %

700

680

6601 \\
640- _
620 ‘ \

500 \
580 X2

54G T T T‘ T T T . i T ! Y T T ! 7
1994-95 1996-37 1998-99 2000-01
1985-96 1997-98 129389-00 2001-02
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TABLE D

The committee has already illustratec that the NESDEC numbers
mcy be a bit inflated. The table below assumes, however, that
those figures are correct.

we have taken the current staff for 92-93 in the elementary
schools for use in this table. We did this because we already
have the space rfor these teachers. The committee realizes tha
teachers may be shifted among the grades to offset changes In
grade size. Obviously, redistricting is also a reality.

The table shows that even at current staffing, elementary
class sizes are not inflated if redistricting was done.

CLASS Sl1ZE
GRADE 92-93 STAFF 93 QU 95 96 97
K 17.5 19.8 20.11 20.11 20.00 20.0
T 3 18.33 18.33 16.66 16.66 15.0v
! 25 | 23.12 23.96 2u.36 24,36 24,2k
2 27 18.81 20,22 20.96 21.33 21.33
3 25 22.08 20.12 21.64 22,40 22.80
4 22 22.72 24.59 22.40 24.09 2u4.95
5 | 23 18.60 21.52 23.30 21.21 22.82




/t is obvious to both the Issues Committee and NESDEC
that redistridting has to be done. [n our study we wish to
provide some rough examples of the redistricting process.

EXPLANATION OF REDISTRICTING

/. You need a well-prepared plan that will stand up for
several years

A. Survey the residence of all of your school! population

B. Survey all preschool (ages o-4) with residence

C. District key streets surrounding each school

D. Plan your desired school population for each school

E. Plan and district your exchangeable areas and streets
based on that capacity you would | ike for each school

checking preschool for a plan that will stand up to the
test of time

F. Put final plan into practice

/1. A plan could be developed pefore the building plan is
complete to see the actual numbers. Administration could
prepare this plan.

The rfollowing two pages are a general redistricting of
the entire elementary population in grades 1=5. The second
of the two pages illustrates a more geographical approach.
we realize that these results are not perfect by any means.

20




One fact regardless of the spacial options is some form of
redistricting., This first table looks at a complete
restructuring of the numbers given by NESDEC. There was no
geographical /nformation available at this time. A close
look at all age groups would have to be done. Here /s a
compar ison of teachers, grade levels and class size for

the next several years. '

Year 93-94 9u-95 95-96 96-97 97-98 98-99
Grade 1 578 599 609 609 606* 608*
Teachers 25 ** 23.12 23.96 2u.36 24.36 24.24 2u. 32
26 22.23 23,03 23.u42 23.42 23,30 23.38
27 21.40 22.18 22.55 22.55 p22.u4 22.351
28 20.64 21.39 21.75 21.75 21.64 21.71
Grade 2 508 546 566 576 576 573%
Teachers 27 ** 18.81 20,22 20.96 21.33 21.33 21.22
26 19.53 21,00 21.76 22.15 22.15 22.03
25 20,32 21.8y 22.6u4 23.04 23.04 22:9
Grade 3 552 503 541 560 570 570
Teachers 25 ** 22.08 20.12 21.64 22,40 22.80 22.80
2u 23.00 20.95 22.54 23.33 23.75 23.75
23 24.00 21.86 23.52 2u.3u 2u4.78 24.78
Grade U 500 5u1 493 530 5u9 559
Teachers 22 ** 22.72 2u4.59 22.40 24.09 24.95 25.40
21 23.80 25.76 23.47 25.23 26.1u4 26.61
20 25.00 27.05 24.65 26.50 27.45 27.95
Grade 5 L28 u95 536 uss 525 Suy
Teachers 23 ** 18.60 21.52 23.30 21.21 22.82 23.65
22 19.45 22.50 24.36 22.18 23.86 2u.72
21 20.38 23.57 25.352 23.23 25.00 25.90
20 21.40 2u4.75 Q4. 40

19 22.52 26.05 25.68

* These sections are based on birth pro jections and not live
births.
**x Current staff 92-93 which also denotes available space

CONCLUSION : By redistricting and shurrling starff, you
maintain class size. '

21




This teble attempts to show a more geographical redistricting
of the student population. The GROUP 1 Table totals the
populations of Moses y. Beach, Rock Hill, Pond Hill angd Stevens
and builds class sizes and faculty accordingly. The GROUP 2
Table totals Cook Hill, Parker Farms and Hightand.

Using 92-93 schoo! totals there are currently 71 classrooms
being used by GROUP 1 in grades one through five. GROUP 2
is currently using 51 classrooms in grades one through rive.

/f the population had been redistricted.for this year by those
two groups, you will see below that you could save six
classrooms. '

GROUP 1

GRADE ! 2 3 by 5
Students 292 309 306 263 278
Teachers 15 15 Ty 11 12
Class Size f9;u 20.6 - 21.85 23.90 23.16
GROUP 2

GRADE ! 2 3 b 5
Students 226 2u8 205 183 192
Teachers It 12 10 8 3]
Class Size 20. 54 20.66 20,50 22.87 24,00
Current Staff 25 27 25 22 23
This Plan 26 27 24 19 20

22




Redistricting
SOME CONCLUSIONS

1. NESDEC and the ISSUES COMMITTEE agree that redistricting

has to be done.

2, Redistricting should be invest
before all building has begun.

igated in greater detail

3. All necessary information for redistricting was not
available to the I[SSUES COMMITTEE at this time.

4. Redistricting is not a popular

jssue but a necessary one.

5. Our examples are not that different from a rinal report.
We attempted a rough example because the ISSUES COMMI 1
bel ieved that our example was better than no example &
faced with this important issue.

73



Educational Research
CLASS SI1ZE
Comments and Conclusions

There have been many specific educational studies done since
1983. That was the year the National Commission on Excellence
in Education published its report, "A Nation at Risk".

Our study is not an attempt to increase class size in the

wall ingford Public Schools. [n any redistricting or reshuffling
of classes and programs we all real ize that there may be some
up and down.shifts in class size. That has been going -on since
schools began.

we oid feel that whether it be the NESDEC study or that of the
ISSUES COMMITTEE, questions about class size would ultimately
arise. With this in mind our committee researched educational
studies done on class size. We have included articles on two
such studies in this report. "Do Students Learn More in Smaller
Classes" from Consumer Research Magazine and "Interesting
Developments on Class Size"” from Phi Delta Kappa Magaz ine.

CONCLUS IONS

1. Studies show (Gene Glass and Mary Lee Smith) that when
there are between 20 and 40 students in a class "students
achievement remain largely insensitive to changes in class
size. Other things equal, 4O students taught together learn
about 5% less than will 20."

2. Class size of 15 students or less is the rirst area that
shows significant improvement in student achievement. But
this size class is cost prohibitive.

24




A Look At
ELEMENTARY SPACE
in Detail

Reopening valesville school adding 10 classrooms and complete
Redistricting shows the following spacial needs

Classroom space avalilable at eight SChOOISe e enaaseesassl8l
Classrooms grades 1 to 5 to year 2000..................125
classrooms for K and DK to year 2002, s vssennensssneesas 18
Current I1EP rooms maint@ine@d....oceeeveceovrorosssssnns 7
Current Transitional maintqined..........;............. 2
EMR ClASSicevoosnconas J T A P I I IO S TR L

Chapter One Pre-K, Early Childhood, Prescho0l.eevecesee 3

Library at Yalesville.cooeeeensornnerensnnnrorerronsss !

LW

Computer Rooms (Five schools have other rooms.

Music/Art Combination ClaSSrOOMe s e sesveonensecerrrrss 8
(Three schools already have an art room)

TOTALS
Classroom Space Available (Regular ClaSSroOMS ). s vessso 184
Classrooms needed abOVE...«.ceees ceeoanes teeeeesesaeess 169

Classrooms still available....... v i seseeesres e e aee +15

25



TABLE E

The following table is a look at Middle School enrol!lments,
starffing and class size. Once again, the figures used are
from the NESDEC projections of class size though we have
already shown that they may be suspect.

Currently there are more students at Dag Hammarsk.jold than
Moran Middle School. There are 18 sixth. grade teachers, 18
seventh grade teachers and 19 eighth grade teachers at the
two Schools for the 92-93 school year.

Projections are provided for an additional one or two teachers
at both the sixth and seventh grade level. Currently, four to
five classrooms could be made available to cover this need.

The committee found that 28 additional middle school
classrooms are really not needed with current programs.

GRADE TEACHERS 93 Su 95 96 97

6 Students Le9 430 uo7 539 490
18 26.0 23.88 27.61 29.94 27.22
19 24.68 22.63 26.15 28.36 25.78
20 23.u45 21.50 2u4.85 26.95 2u4.50

7 Students yu3 uz7u 434 502 Suy
18 2. 61 26.33 2u.11 27.88 30.22
19 23.37 2u,9u 22.84 26.u42 2€.63
20 22.15 23.70 21.70 25.10 27.20

8 ' Students 410 439 L69 430 Loz
19 21.57 23.10 2u4.68 22.63 26.15
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Middle School Class Size Table continued:

GRADE

6

TEACHERS
Students
20
21
22
Students
20
21

a2
Students

20

21

22

97-98 98-99

490
24,50
23.33
22.27
544
27.2
25.90
2u.72
Y97
24.85
23.66

22.59

27

528

26. 40

25. 14

24.00

495

24.75

23.57

22.50

539
26.95
25.66

24.50

99-00 00~01

547
27.35
26.00

24, 86

533

26.65

25.38

2u4.22

490

24.50

23.33

22.27

556

27.80

26. 47

25.27

552

27.6

26.28

25.09

528

26, 40

25.14

24.0

01-02

556

27.80

26.47

25.27

562

28.1

26.76

25. 54

Shé6

27.30

26.00

24.81



Using the NESDEC projections and the class size averages
computed in TABLE E and its con:inuation, we can draw the
following staffing conclusions

GRADE STAFF MEMBERS PER YEAR
6 03-0u SU-95 ©5-96 96-97 97-98 98-99 99-00
19 18 20 20 - 20 22 22
7 19 19 18 20 20 20 22
8 19 19 19 19 20 22 20
TOTALS 57 56 57 59 60 6u 6U
Current 55 +2 +1 +2 +UY +5 +9 +9

According to the options discussed in our study, we could

get by with the current Dag Hammarsk jold and Moran buildings
antil 1998-99. Class sizes would be normal (25 or less) until
that time. :

vou would still have time to do a building project at a /later
date if it is found to be necessary. You could also rent/buy
portables as you would need four in 1998-99.

The middle school population in 1998-99 would be 1,562
according to NESDEC which would still be 79 students less
than Dag and Moran housed in 1979-80.




The [SSUES COMMITTEE wanted to
when doing th/s study. We were conce
opportunities for our Wallingford st
consulted tre Master Plan prepared &
found that we would not be eliminat

Master Plan - Elementary

1993-94

consider Program Enhancement
rned with not reducing
udents. For this, we

y Or. Cirasuolo and

ng Program Enhancement.

Expand before and arfter school! program - NO NEW ROOM

y childhood structure

ucture - NO NEW ROOM

2. Add one [l ibrarian - NO NEW ROOM
3. Review and make decisions on earl
NO NEW ROOM
1994y-95
1. Expand before and after school/ program - NO NEW ROOM
2. Add one [ ibrarian -~ NO NEW ROOM
3. Develop revised instructional str
4, Review time allotments of subjects = NO NEW ROOM
1995-96
1. Add one-half library position ~ NO NEW ROOM
2. Implement revised instructional

structure - NO NEW ROOM

3. Begin implementation of time study - NO NEW ROOM

1996-97

1.

CONCLUSION - Our proposal does not
MASTER PLAN

79

Complete implementation of time study - NO NEW ROOM

impact elementary



Master Plan - Middle School
1993-94
1. Impiement Advisor-Advisee - NO NEW ROOM

2. Implement I[n-school suspension - NOT NECESSARY TO DEVOTE
A FULL CLASSROOM AT EACH SCHOOL FOR THIS PURPOSE.

1994-95

1. Review grouping practices - NO NEW ﬁOOM

1995-96

1. Implement results of review of grouping - NO NEW ROOM
1996-97

1. No items planned - NO NEW ROOM

CONCLUSION - None of our suggestions will impact the
education of our students in a negative way.
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‘pacial Needs Study
'ONCLUS IONS

"his committee makes the following statements after extensive
itudy of spacial needs and considering financial restrcints.

Ly

History shows that the two middle schools housed the

following enrolilment:

7980 I, 64l students
80-81 1,591

81-82 1,599

82-83 1,592

83-84 1,545

8u-85 1, 409

The NESDEC pro_jections are as follows:
93-9Uu 1,322

Qu-95 1,343

95-96 1,400

96-97 1,471

97-98 1,531

These figures do not show a popula
would require 28 new middle school
by the Board of Education from the
careterias handled these students

Projections beyond rive years are
besed on children that are not eve
can be done in three years which |
to project past five years,

Jf Yalesville school is reopened t
of 23 new elementary classrooms wi
special programs. Combining specia
more new classrooms.

is really not inflated
have shown that class size remains
staffing. There is an assumptiion
ART and MUSIC may not be available
continue to ¥loct. Then again, the
redistrict or make Yalesville a Ki

Class size

Construction would occur at only o
every school community.

Portables could probably be phesed

" schools and used cs needed.

Redistricting of middle schools ma
may have 10 move special programs

All this
the current
Otherwise,

is assuming that the comm
grade setup in the Wal
there are other plans o

tion explosion that
classrooms as requested

NESDEC study. The
in the past.
not valid. They are

n born. Building projects
eaves you with no reason

updated each year.

here will be o minimum
thout combining any
| programs will add even

into the rfuture. Tables
stable even with current
that 11 classrooms fFor
and. those teachers would
re mcy be space It you
ngergarten center.

ne site and not disturb

out ct some elementary

y - have
from Dag

10 be done or you
10 Moran.

unity would rcther keep
l ingford schools. '

P

r reorganization that

would solve the problem.
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The following information was obtained from the state of
Connecticut. After obtaining these figures from the State
Department of Education, the Public Expenditure Council and
the Office of Policy and Management, we show a future
downward trend in schoo! population and not a student
population explosion.

WALL)NGFORD SCHOOL SYSTEM TRACKING FIGURES
State Department of Education

Enroliment Year School! Pop. Town Students
1970 8,963 8, 939
1980 7,324 7,200
1985 6, 009 5,919
1989-950 . 5,937 |
1990-917 | 6, 0u7

WALL INGFORD SGHOOL STAFF
Public Expenditure Council

Tyoe 1980 1985 1990
Classroom 368 320 335
Speciql Ed 32 3u 3u
Vocational uo 39 37
Support 23 23 23
Administration 23 : 20 25
TOTALS 506 436 usuy

PRE~-SCHQOOL PORPULATION TRENDS
Office of Policy and Management

Year Pre-~-School! Population Ages O-4 Projections
1990 2,590

1995 2, 660

2000 2,450

2005 2, 180
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Cost estimates based on NESDEC study
Education.

Board Request

by the Board or

a. Reopen Yalesville School $6 million

b. Agd 9 Classrooms to Elem. $1.8 million

C. Add 28 Middle School Class. $5.7 million

Enlarge Carfeteria :

TOTALS $13.5 million

lIssues Committee Study .

a. Reopen Yalesville School $6 million
TOTALS $6 million
Savings $7.5 million

This would allow the town of Wallingford to improve the
educational setting ror its students as well as:

I L]
2.

3.

L,

Save $7.5 million on the project
Save Yalesville School which could b
in the future if enrollment declines
Have more time to study enrolilment a
if necessary, by examining a constan
projection based on actual births.

e used by the town

nd make changes,
T FIVE<YEAR

Use the savings to make town improvements such as
Simpson Schoo! and Community Pool that would benerit

the entire community,
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f anything about education has ever
ﬂseemed self-evident, it is that smaller

classes mean better teaching, and, conse-
quently, more learning. That a relationship ex-
ists between class size and.student achievement
is a virtually unchallenged premise.
Arguments about class size and its relation-

~dren hove been heard since the Ancient Greeka.
But only in the past 50 years of American educa:
tion has the subject received serious and scien-
tific study, Despite substantial efforts to
establigh the link, the educational benefits that
would offset the higher costs of smaller classes
have been difficult to prove. Nonetheless, many

75

states have recently considered reducing class
gize g9 part of their programs for school improve-
merit, and the debate about the issue has inten-
cified. Lower pupil/teacher ratios have
substantial cost consequences, and the alleged
benefits for students are not the only interests to
be served.

The wave of reform and the quest for excellence
triggered by the National Commission on Excel-
lence in Education’s 1983 report, A Nation at

Mr. Tomlinson ‘is a staff researcher for the Office of
Educational Research and Improvement ot the US.
Department of Education.

ship to the intellectual and social growth of chil- |

[ I

‘Do Stur'ents Learn More
it Smaller Classes?

By Tommy Tomlinson

Risk, provided an opportunity to argue for small-
er classes as part of a general program of s:hool
improvement. Advocates have not missed their
chance. California, Indiana, Tennessee, and
Texas have developed legislative pcckages de-
signed to reduce class size; and at last count 14
other states and tha District of Columbia had
taken or were contemplating steps to pare the
average class size in their schools.

Sky-High Costs

Reducing class size is an expensive endeavor
and, despite claims of enthusiasts, the benefits of
this strategy are, at best, uncertain, The follow-
ing examples of initiatives under way in a num-
ber of states illustrate just how high are the costs
and uncertain the results. )

First, according to the Atlanta Journal, Geor-
gia's House Speaker Tom Murphy "plans to
mount a campaign to reduce teacher-pupil ratio
to 1-to-15 in the first grades, a program he ac-
knowledged would "cost a 'ton of money' to hire
additional instructors.” The state's Director of
General Instruction called Murphy's statement
“great news,” even 88 he acknowledged that the
state faced *big teacher shortages” and would
have to step up its already intense recruitment
campaign. Meanwhile, the state's legislative
budget office estimated that it would cost be-
tween $200 million and $300 millior annually to
reduce the ratio in all five grades, and that it
would require inereasing the number of elemen.
tary teachers by one-third.

Second, South Carolina has required districts .
with more than 9,000 students to reduce the size
of their language arts and mathematics classes
in grades 7 to 12 from 28 to 25 pupils per teacher.
The state School Boards Association estimates
that this will require hiring 227 teachers in 21
school districts at a cost of $5.5 million in addi-
tional salaries. Another $3.7 million will be
needed to pay for added space.

Soptombc( 1988 11



“Evidence to date, from research
and practice, does not generally
support a policy of limiting class
gize in order to raise student
achievement .. .”

Despite these costs, many glates and localities
are determined to improve the quality of educa-
tional practice through class gize reductions.
Tnreats to public support by querulous legisla-
tors and sky-high costs are balanced by the pow-
erful intuitive appeal of the idea. But citizens
and their representatives deserve more than in-
tuition to back up a very expensive educational
policy. Accordingly, claims about class size and
the evidence offered on their behalf will be
examined.

The Current Debate

Following publication of A Nation at Risk, edu-
cation rose in visibility and political signifi-
cance, and the argument about smaller classes
took a dramatic turn. Some states began propos-
ing to reduce average class size by a few students
as a means of improving student achicvement
and attracting greater numbers of qualified
teachers. Few teachers disagreed. Indeed,
through their lzrgest professional association,
the National Education Association (NEA), they

What You Should Know
about
Marijuana and Cocaine

Get the latest official information on the
hazards of these so-called recreational
drugs. Send for our newly -updated
16-page report. Available now.

Send $2.00 to: Consumers' Research
Publications Deportment
800 Moryland Ave., N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Name:

Address:

CltylStatel[Zip:

Speciol rorer avoilable for bulk orders.

12 Consumers’ Resaarch
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reductica, urging affiliates to ‘geel ar optimum
class size of 15 students.” '

Assume, for the moment, that the basic concept
is correct—smaller is better. One may still
wonder why the number 15 wase picked. Why not
10? Or 207 Or 307 What evidence gupports the
assertion that 156 students, or for that matter any
fixed sumber of students. is the "cptimum” class
gize? Cptimum according to what criteria? Stu-
dent achievement? Cost? Workload?

When champions of smallier classes -lescribe
the benefits of student achievement, they usu-
ally cite the research of Gune Gluss and Mary
Lee Smith. Their studies ghiow that, first, when
there are between 20 and 40 gtudents in a class,
student achievement remains largely insensitive
to changes in class size. Other things equal, 40
students taught together will learn about 5% less
than will 20.

Second, 15 students—the NEA's “optimum”
number—is the class size that first provides a
significant improvement in student achievement
that is statistically defensible (sec table 1, next
page). So, according to these findings, a
whose size alone could reliably improve stu
performance 10% or more would contain no more
than 15 students. Since an average clags size
today is about 24 students, almost a8 40% reduc-
tion would be required to gain about a 10% im-
provement in learning. Currently, no state
policy, pending or enacted, meets this standard.

Reducing class size to 16 would involve im-
mense costs. In 1986, for example, 8 reduction of
the national average for regularly convened
classes from 24 to 23 pupils would have required
almost 73,000 more teachers and 5 billion addi:
tional dollars, not counting the expenses of build-
ing more classrooms. Reducing the average class
to 20 students would require over 335,000 more
teachers at an added $22.8 billion. At 16 stu-
dents, 1 million extra ciassroom teachers would
be needed and added coets clcae to $69 billion.
Furthermore, the required number of ‘teachers
and the costs of their employment would -con-
tinue up each year as galaries increased and as
more teachers were hired just to keep pace with
increased enrollmentas.
Why should schools, at such great-exper
duce class size to 24 or 20 or 2ven fewer &t
if, as Glass and Smith indicated, little i |
ment can be expected 8o long as classes exceed 16
students? Couldn't the same or better effects be
achieved far more economically by improving in-
struc'ional practice, instructional technology,
the quality of textbooks or the training of teach-
ers? Futhermore, if the average class contains 24




students, then money released by increasing av-
erage class size a few more (not to mention many
more) pupils, could pay for substantial invest.
ments in altérnative methods of school improve-
ment without materially reducing student

achievement.

Sifting the Evidence

State policymakers are frequently told that a
reduction of a few students per class, especially
at the elementary level, will lead to an increase
in student achievement as well as improved
working conditions for teachers. While the latter
may well be true, it is nonetheless important to
establish whether studenta in fact learn better in
smaller classes and whether they will do 80 as an
aggregate and on a statewide basis, Therefore, it
is necessary and worthwhile to examine evi-
dence other than the controlled and compara-
tively small research studies reviewed by Glass
and Smith.
In this case, the associatinn between statewide
average class size and standardized achievement
test scores is described, This relationship is
crude at best, but there is little alternative.
While standardized teat scores may not measure
what has happened in a classroom between stu-
dent and teacher, they do tell us to what extent
the general academic goals of schooling are be-

*Reducing the average class to 20
gstudents would require over
335,000 more teachers at an add-
ed $22.8 billion. At .5 studentr,
1 million extra classroom teach-
ers would be needed and added
costs close to $89 billion.”

R I

ot}

Perhaps more important, test scores are recog-
nized and accepted by the public as an index of
school performance. Indeed, the public gauges
the educational quality of their schools, their
gtate and the nation as a whole {rom the results
of standardized tests, and it is from these tests
that they will seek the benefits of smaller
classes. Let us look first at student achievement’
levels in an area of steadily declining pupil/
teacher ratios.

Standardized test scores, with rare exceptions,
declined over the two decades prior to 1980. The
decline was obscrved on virtually all stan-
dardized tests of academic aptitude and achieve-
ment, in all grades, among many different strata
of students, in many subjects, and in every re-
gion. Not surprisingly, this phenomenon caused
great concern. Many theories about the qualities
of the schools were offered to explain it, but none
have fully accounted for the phenomenon. Most
recently it has been argued that the declines

¥ R

D g DL T A T T 4 §12
B by R eI T A

able 7 Relati

levamentand

n:Ach
L)

o
DAL
et ATy 1

VAT
)

AT
A

| apan e et
o IR

S
RIS

- for {
r*:};.g ¢
A e e

B - d X

G
B 2 5 (‘!

‘L. e
Ml PROAs
SRR

T

> ik
9 é_

o

;\q"';;,:‘-.-‘vm-.u..u, (-';::;;ﬁl:'&o T 7.» 1‘&).;-:
i ne) 2 &gw‘z‘%:}é »

SATe [GelZns
O L0 T R
A Ay I e S

¥
AT t.‘ﬁ‘;:ﬁl;

T ’__ 3 TR

i)
D —
e
A
5 B P 1]
Y

3 % ‘ﬁ;’.} 3
e e

G2

K o
IRV i g

P A
el

A

i) f!‘is}.ﬁ'

SROSEH

s PE
s

T peolrEy YA
{aicoy,

fﬁ.‘é’(}:ﬁ;n < KN L iy ,i},fﬁl{'c,;i&:"f\:ﬁ"' gty |
RS i P AT D Ak Pade L A e oS '#W&&ausi

Ny A el 1; .

- Seplamber 1088




tics, however, the United
States is not the only nation to
trail’ the Japanese, whose stu-
dents lead the world in math
achievement (see table 3 at
right).

Morc important for our pur-
pose here, however, is claes

V3
‘.;}‘\

GG T YT .:’ e -.‘ e e et
tvalent Stir-Grade Classas:
P2 ¥ :

AR s T

size in Japan. On averege, Ja-
pan has 41 pupils per class in
mathematics, a figure sub-
stantially higher than the
American average of 26. More-
over, it ia larger than class size
in the Netherlands, which,
with 24, ranks second in math
achievement. Note also that
Luxembourg, despite having
the smallest classes of all (19
students per teacher), is
ranked 18th.

It is, of course, theoretically
possible that Jaspanese
achievement would be even
greater if classes there were

smaller. Even 8o, international

averages provide little support for the thesis that
smaller classes produce higher achievement.
Both the best and worst scores come from nations
with the same relatively large class size, while
nations with the smallest classes are as likely to
be found near the bottom as near the top of the
achievement rankings. This evidence is entirely
consistent with the domestic U.S. findings: there
is simply no easy and linear relationship be-
tween class size and academic achievement.

Conclusion

The natural appeal that smaller classes hold
for parents—and the fact that many teachers be-
lieve small classes are a much-needed education
reform~has prompted many states to consider
smaller classes as a school improvement meas-
ure. Nevertheless, the cost of reducing average
class size by even a few students is very large
and, of itself, the measure is not likely to en-
hance school outcomes.

Evidence to date, from research and practice,
doed not generally support a policy of limiting
" class gize in order to raise student achieverent
_ or to improve the quality of worklife for teachers;
nor does it justify small reductions in pupil/
teacher ratios or class size in order to enhance
student achievement.

Given the high costs and uncertain benefits,
there are other strategies that deserve consid-

eration before steps are taken to reduce class
size. For example, improving teachers’ instruc.
tional competence will also lighten their work-
load by helping them to perform more effectively
in the claseroom. Furthermore, to the extent
that learning depends on instructional quality,
improved teacher competence will algo raise stu-
dent achievement. Strengthening instructional

competence is consistent with the growing trend

. to professionalism and with the creation of the

National Board for Professional Teaching Stan-
dards as recommended in A Nation Prepared:
Teachers for the 215t Century.

Certainly, enhancing the status and im
teachers by improving their ability to meel  _
er standards of competence will produce greater
educational returns for all parties than will cost-
ly strategies to reduce workload by reducing the
gize of the task. W8

This report is excerpted from o U.S, Departmént of
Education report "Class Size and Public Policy: Politics
and Panaceas.”
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by Helen Pate Bain and C. M. Achilles

A renewed interest in research on the effects of

class size has become a part of the education
reform movement. The authors review this
important issue, paying particular attention to

Tennessee’s STAR Project.

E: ISSUE of class size has
generated considerable debate
among researchers. ‘and - prac-
titioners. It seems intuitively

logical that dramatically smaller classes
(one teacher to approximately 15 stu-
" should influence the teaching/

I process in positive ways, In-

: some parents elect to send their
children to private schools because of
the smaller classes that make individual
attention more available. Most teachers
will jump at the chance to enumerate the
benefits to both teachers and students of
smaller classes. Class size has been 2
continuing issue in negotiations between
teachers and school boards, and the
need to attend to class size remains a
popular topic for discussion in educa-
tion organizations. As Milbrey Me-
Laughlin and her colleagues noted in-a
recent Kappan anicle, “Problems re-

HELEN PATE BAIN (Tennessee Stare
Universiry Chapter) is an associate profes-
sor of educational adminisiration o! Tennes-
sec State University, Nashville, where she
directs the Cless Size Study for.the Center of
Excellence. C. M. ACHILLES (University of
Tennessee Chapter) is coordingtor of field
services with the Bureau of Educational Re:
search and Service, College of Education,
Universiry of Teancstec. Knoxville.

lated to the composition of classes —
particularly class size and the increased
academic and emotional needs of stu-
dents ~ head the list as a source of
tcacher dissatisfaction and concern.™
Meanwhile, the findings from studies of
class size have been vigorously debated
in the literature.?

Despite the significant amount of at-
tention that class size has already re-
ceived, the issue is still alive and well —
especially as it relates to-the early years
of schooling. Some observers belicve
that smaller classes in grades K-3 could
be a key factor in improving U.S. edu-
cation. But two stumbling blocks kecp
the reformers: from seriously consider-
ing a substantial reduction of teach-
er/pupil ratios in the early grades. First,
there is no conclusive evidence to con-
vince funding agencies  that -smaller
classes would be a highly productive
use of their funds. Second, the ‘public
schools lack the money to.pay for the
additional ‘teachers, space, matcrials,
and other expenses that smaller classes
would necessitate. [n ‘the competition
for limited school resources, smaller
classes in the primary grades are not a
high priority.

However, two states. '— Indigna and
Tenncssee ~ have fezused eonsiderable

attention on class size in prades K-3.
Some local school districts have also'be-
gun 1o study variables associated with
reductions in class size.

THE RESEARCH

Early studies of class size concentrat-
ed on reducing classes from 40 students
to between 35 and 30 students. But a
meta-analysis of the research on class
size, conducted by Gene Glass ‘and his
colleagues, showed that hitde gain in
achievement could be expected by re-
ducing class size from 40 students to
even as few as 25.3 Glass and others
did suggest, however, that a substantial
reduction in class size — to about 15
students — would be likely to yicld
higher levels of achievement.

Thus researchers are currently study-
ing classes with: pupil/teacher ratios in
the neighborhood of 15:1. Thev are also
focusing on vanables that carlier studics
marked for futurc research.

Last vear, researchers in Chicago
studicd  governmcnt-funded kindergar-
ten classes in more than 100 schools,
most of which serve low-income fami-
lies. The classes varied in size and in
duration (full day or half day). The re:
scarchers found that “the strongest in-




School Days [Condnued)
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they do on the specific class size

@ Studies indicate that the most
negative impact of large class sizc Is
feit when classes have more than 35
or 40 children, and the most positive
" effeet results when classes are re-
duced to 15 or fower, 1 stzc that is
rare In public schools today.
¢ n onc comprehensive revicw of
77 studles of class size, It w2s con-
cluded that reducing class size 1o the
range of 20 to 40 students had only 2
slight impact on achlevement 2s
measured by standard tests. How:
cver, it was also found that both
tcachers and students surongly prefer
smallér classes. It s just cormmon
sense that puplls can recelve more
individualized attention anad teach-
ing timein them. Thisadvaniage may
not show up on cvery achicvement
test but will have a strong impact
over several years. The bencefits o¢-
curin relaton to the development of
personal and soclal competence,
self<confidence, and the abllty 1o be-

comc 2 sclf-directed scarner. Thesc.

competencies In the long run’are,
more powrtful than' the short-term:

results oa standardized tests.
¢ The student mix In a class has
been proven to be a more Imporiant
variable than the total student enroll-
ment. if the class has several trou:
bled leamers, or even one severcly
disturbed child, the tcachers atien-
tion will be focused accordingly.
Converscly. the presence of 2 fow en-
thusiastic learners can stimulate
both the teacher and the wholc class.
As 2 concerncd parcnt, you ¢an, at
the elementary level, urge that your
school schedule the smallest classcs
affordable. Elementsry classcs
should be kept below 2 maximurm of .
30 puplls. Bear {n mind that with the
financial pressures on most schools,
small classes may come only through
persistent parent advocacy (and ac-
tve support of increased taxcs) -
Teacher aldes or ‘possibly parent
volunteers: can somectimes team up
with teachers to.permit grouping
children Into smaller.undts. for. spe-
clbe actvitics, Teaming teachers of-
fers similar possibilities, Two teach:
ers in adjoining ‘rooms can ' some-
times comblnc talents, such as hay-

ing onc shos. a fim while the-other
works with 2 handful of students,

If reésources 20 not permit small
classes or If tr= particular class hasa
dysfunctional mix, parents may have
to supplement s~hooling with extra
help at home 3nd make surc their
children participatc in mosz cnrich-
Ing activities outside school. Coordi
nate this with clagswork through reg:
ular tcacher contact.

Helping with homework.

keep getting mixed signals

from my daughter’s school
oh whether parents should
heip with bomework. On one
hand, we &re encouraged to
show regular Interest in our
chlids asstignments, bat onthe
other hand, nty daughter’s sec:
ond-grade teacher tells the
class very firmly, “Do your ow
workl” Should | help her, |
thouldn't | help her? '

"+ Parents and teachers both have
real problems with this lssuc. Schools
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ace compositlion, aousing uniz growth, live birzh datca, eatgo, This
fi-st saction of the repors deals with these factors. (N.3.
Yaless otherwise notad, all data are pased upon the Zederzl

census daca of 197b, 1980 and 1990.)

... The population of the Town of Walliagford is curTsntly

Q

oF

14% higher than it was in 1970. Ia contrast, duriag that same
twenty year period, the populaﬁions of the State of Conneczicut
and New Haven County grew by only 8%. (Table 1l/Grapa 1)

... In terms of population under the age of 18, the Town,
the State and the County all have very similar numbers (just

|7

=

under 1/4 of the population), although Wallingford's rate ot
decline in this area is considerably higher than either the
County or the State. Walliagford's population ia terms of median

age is approximately 1 year older than eizher the County or tie

State. (Table 2/Graph 2)

... Table 3 shows a growth pattern in building permizs
issued similar to those of most New England communicies--neavy

increases rising to a peak in the mid-80's and then subsidiag

ab:uptly.
... This growth is shown cumulatively in Table 4 which also

shows a decline in the number of persons per dwelling unit, a

phenomenon which is caused primarily by the growth in the aumber

of single person households. With the housing growth race ex-
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==e Councty (whose numpers have been identical in each
raraa census Vears). (Table 4/Grapit  3)

™a carza on race and anacional Qrigia saow wallincford
naviag far lower percentages of non-whites and Hispaaics ia izs
minority cooulations are increasiag in all chree geagTaphic
units. (Table 3/Grapi ¢)

.. Given the decline in that portion of the population
under the age of 18 it is not surprising to sese declines in the
percentage of tie population enrolled in the public schools. I.
1970, just over 1/4 of Wallingford's population was enrolled in
the public schools; by 1990, the number had fallen to approxi-
mately 1/7 of the population, & slightly higher number than that
for the State as a whole. (Table 8)

. The same kiand of demographic change can be seen.in the
decline in the numbers of stucdents per dwelling unit, with Wail-

student in every 1.2

[a]
H
L d

WJ[)
4
5
e}
=]
.—‘

ingford's students pe unitc declinina
éwelling units ia 1970 to 1 student ia every 2.7 qnits in 1990.
Again, this is a slightly higher figure than that of the State.
(Table 7)
... There has been substanﬁial growth.in the numbers of live
births to residents over the past 15 years (Table 8/Graph 3).
These increases have already contributed to higher Kiandergartecn

earollments and should push K earcllments even higher over the

gext five years, Ultimately, of course, all grades are affected

~
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The cumulacive aflfact of cChose LicTz2adsec mim=mg =
dallingZford residents is shown Lo cne subscantial Licrsase Lo ils
aumsers of tae pooulation under che age ot S (Table 9y Iz is
aot su-sScising to also see lacTeases in those residencts petwesn
zhe ages of 13-44 (the age group wnich includes tize so-called

“baby 2oomers”)

This latzer growtl

1=

ave che

raplaced ia tle childbearin

Taple 9 al

o)

Wallingford's population

over 8% by the

of growth than

Fh

0

’.4.

nitias

10)

Wwallingford's population is projected to incTesase

~he South Central Planning Region as a whole.

, the age cohortT to whom mOST bdbies ar=a tor:.

should serve to keep birth aumbers at prsasent

-1

2

ar

1]

.axt few years before tle "baby boomer

a gneracion.

4]

vears by a much sma
so shows that the fastest growing segment of

=
-~

is the group over tie age of 63.
oy
turn of the century, a substantially highexr rate
that projected for either the Stats or tle commu-

(Table

QI
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SQFULATION

§TATT OF CONNECTICTT:
DOPULATION NO.INCREASE
1970 EITR TR R )
1980 3,107,376 75,399
1990 3,287,116 179,540

NEW HAVEN COUNTY:

POPULATION NO.INCREASE

1970 o
19SQ 761,337 16,389
1990 804,219 42,882

TOWN OF WALLINGFORD:

POPULATION NO.INCREASE

o T3
1980 37,274 1,560
1990 40,822 3,548

i i o i - cvn

2.3%
5.8%

5.6%




PERCENTAGILS

GRAPS 1

RATE OF POPULATION GROWTH

1970- 1990

10

1970 1980 1990
‘ YEARS
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gTaTT OF CONNECTICUT
'NO. GNDER 18 3 UNDER 18 MEDTAN AGE
1970 1,020,959 33.7% 29.1
1980 822,919 26.5% 32
1990 749,581 22.8% 34.4
NEW HAVEN COUNTY:
NO. UNDER 18 % UNDER 18 MEDIAN AGE
1970 245,350 32.9% 29.3
1980 196,954 25.9% 32
1990 182,618 22.7% 34.2

TOWN OF WALLINGEZFORD:

NO. UNDER 18 % UNDER 18 MEDIAN AGE
1970 12,968 36.3% 28.1
1980 10,013 26.9% 32.4
1990 9,406 23.0% 35.4
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SERCENT OF POPULATION UNDER 18

1970— 1990

<0

PERCENT

1970 1980 1950
YEARS

L TOWN  _, COUNTY _,STATE

-~




SFDU'S * MEDU'S *
FY 7S &0 15
T776 132 58
5777 133 2
F778 196 2
ET79 219 208
F730 o121 62
F78l 75 44
FY82 87 _—
FYg3 148 -
FY84 216 100
F785 227 225
FY86 234 173
5787 252 335
Fv88 127 316
£Y89 124 149
F790 81 56
F791 104 6
FY92 39 17 (thru Dec.)

Source: Office of the Buildiang Inspector

* SFDU = Single Family Dwelling Unit;
MFDU = Multiple Family Dwelling Uniz.



TRELE ¢
TOTAL NUMBER OF OWzllING CMITS
2D FETISONS PER UNIT
STATZ OF CCONNECTICTT:
STRSONS PER
JO. OF OWELLING UNITS DWELLING UNIT
1970 981,603 3.%
1980 1,138,884 2.7
1990 1,320,830 2.3
NEW HAVEN COUNTY:
DPERSONS PER
NO. OF DWELLING UNITS DWELLING UNIT
1970 242,851 3.1
1980 287,184 2.7
1990 327,079 2.5
TOWN OF WALLINGEFORD:
PERSONS PER
NO. CF DWELLING GNITS DWELLING ONIT
1970 10,612 3.4
1980 - 13,218 2.8
1990 15,936 2.6




NUMBER OF PERSONS PER DWELLING UNIT

GRAPH 3

PERSONS PER DWELLING UNIT

19701990

1970

1980
YEARS

o TOWN  _, COUNTY _, STATE

10

1990




bh

1980

1990

NUMEZR

CF CONNECTICUT:

2,799,420

2,859,353

NEW HAVEN COUNTTY:

WHITE 3LACX
1970 684,743 56,630
1980 673,877 67,488
19g0 687,491 82,011
TCWN OF WALLINGEFORD

WHITE BLACX
1970 35,509 124
1980 36,645 261
1990 39,652 412

OTHER

u
~3

19,972

34,717

OTHER
81
371

758

11

A

13.0%

%
NON-WEITE

NON-WHITE

0.6%

=

. 71%

.9%

CLATION
EISPANIC 3
ORIGIN HISTANCIC
(of any racs)
N/A
124,499 4
213,116 5.3
AISPANIC %
ORIGIN AISPANIC
(Qf any race)
N/A
41,406 5.4%
71,575 8.9%
HISPANIC %
ORIGIN HISPANIC
(of any race)
N/&
892 2.45%
1,316 3.2%

(V2



PERCENTAGES

GRAPH 1

PERCENT OF NON—WHITE POPULATION

1970— 1990
0
15 b
10 -
5 -
__a
_+—
o LT ,
1970 1980 1990
: YEARS

- TOWN  _, COUNTY _,_ STATE



INROLIMENT STATISTICS

s e g e o R -

TARBLI 5
SERCINTAGE OF X-12 INROLILMENT IN COMMUNITTY AND STATE

STATE GOF CONNECTZICUT:

2UBLIC * % X-12 INR
x-12 v
POPULATION SNROLLMENT PQPULATION § CHANGE

- st o —— - — i o — P e hnt et - s o oy i

1980 - 3,107,378 534,283 17.2% -21.3%

1990 3,287,116 462,004 14.1% -18.3%

* CT Stace Deot. of Education

PUBLIC * 3 X-12 ENR.
R-12 N
POPULATION ENROLLMENT POPULATION % DECLIN

(2]

- i . - > -y - - o - i i . o o

1970 35,714 9,042 ' 25.3%
1980 37,274 6,500 17.4% -31.1%

40,822 5,909 14.35% -16.6%

o
\O
0
O

«~ Qffice of the Superintendent and State Dept. of Educatlion




STATS OF CONNECTICUT:

1970
1980

1990

*

TOWN OF WALLINGFORD:

1970

1980

1990

14

x-12 STUDENTS PER DWELLING CNIT
$ OF PBLIC ¥ K-12
BEQUSING =12 STUDENTS
UNITS ENROLLMENT DER UNIT
981,603 662,205 Q.87
1,138,884 534,283 0.46
1,320,850 462,004 0.353
cT State Dept. of Education
$# OF PUBLI R-12
HOUSING Z-12 STUDENT
UNITS ENROLLMENT PER UNIT
10,612 9,042 0.85
13,218 6,500 0.49
15,936 5,909 0.37

[ )

1
118}
o
=
Y

DECLINE



TZAR

R,
1973

1988
1989
Source:

RATE OF CHANGE:
cween second two.

same time periods were +11% and +13%,

PR,
~rALZ 3
TABLE

=

LIVE 3I2ATES TO RESIDENTS

e

440
422
456
455
440
4938

542

CT Department of

9% increase between first two average

»
By

AVERAGe

R ]

ealth Services

)
tn

S

21% be-

State of Connecticut birth changes Zor the

15

respectively.




NUMBERS OF BIRTHIS

600

4350

400

G

RAPK 5

LIVE BIRTHS TO

1975—1989

ESIDENTS

~1

i

31

82
YEARS

33 8 8 8 8 &



AGES

0-4

3077

35714

9%

25%

12%

8%

aF ACGE CSECRT SZZIZES
1980

3 OF
NUMBER ~ TOTAL
2157 6%
7854 21%
4123 11%
10671 29%
4280 113
3967 11%
4220 11%
37274 100%

DERCENTAGE CHANGEZ, 1980 TO 1990

= 10%
= 31%
= -16%
= 18%
= -2%
= 37%

17

NUMBER

3477
14051
4427
3692
5769

40822

100%




TA3LZ L0

POPULATION ZROJECTICNS

1990 1995 % 2000
CZNSUS 2204, INCREASE 2804,
STATE 3,287,118 3,393,370 3.2% 3,451,120
SOUTHE CINTRAL
PLANNING REG. 536,853 553,800 3.2% 363,280
WALLINGFORD 40,822 43,230 5.9% 44,260
Source: Connecticut Office of Policy and Management

18
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II. ENROLLMENT HISTORY AND PROJECTIONS




mne gracde-gv-grace snrollments saown in Tacie 1iI Zdeflne Ioe
tm_.and out-migration Pa&TTEIIS OL students in zhe Walllzgzord
Sunlic SCICOLS mapla 11 shows chat duriag tas et vye2r3 Zouncec

ve 1991-92 average grade size (exclusive of tie sceclal
education classes and the s-ansicion class) is 442 stucents, Uup

from 427 stucdents 3 years previous. This is caused by Two fac-

sors: L) the substantial i che snteri

Fh

acreases in the sizes o

1~

iech, in turn, have been caused by the

o

Xindergarten classes w
increasing numbers of live nirths to residents previously dis-
cussed; and 2) tle establishment of the DK program wiich, in

causas students to be counced as XindergarTeners for Two

ot

affect,
years. The Xindergarcen classes are now nearly double the size

of the graduating classes. Tven wizhout any additional in-migra-
cion, this faczor alone will cause total sanrollments to iLacrease.

Other growth/decline patterns noted:

Until the arrival of the DK program 3 years ago, Grade 1l's
were always substantially larger than Kindergartens since signi
icant numbers of students were retained at that level and were
counred as Grade 1 studeats two years in a row. The presence Of
the Developmental Rindergarten classes has simply moved most of
this "bubble* from Grade 1 to Kindergarten. |

As a class moves from Grade 1 ta Grade 5 it declines in

size. For example, the 1991-92 5th grade with 437 stucents was

19



-~a 1g= GgTac2 class of 1387-38 2T wRiCI -Ine LT ~agd 482 3=ufa==3
-wa z-zcik of 2ach isz ¢Tacde clisE &S L7 SrogTasses over Ils vsars
== a 3zh grace class sa0OwWs & similtar cezzerz

During the vears i winick @ class moves Izrom tie 3Tl grade

The curTent 8t grade class 15 exacT.y che gsame size iz was in
1988-89 when iz was a 3th grace class (395 students).

From 3% =o 13% of the 8tk grade classes lsaye to atzend noun-
public sciools causing 9ti grades to always be lower in enrgil-
ment than the previous year's st grade; 9th grace classes con-
riague to lose membership throughout thie high school years.,

Senior classes are 11% to 20% smallef than they were as f:esﬁmen,

though over tle last three years, tie raductions have been at

b

a
the low end of that range.

Table 11 also shows increases in tie Special EZducation
population fzom 2% to 2.7% of the total school population. This
is somewhat misleading, however, since the mecthod of reporting
the numbers of these students. changed four years ago. Siace
1988-89, this column nhas included all students wio nave had core
evaluations wich I.E.P.'S developed rather tlan only those stu-
dents who spend more than 30% of their school day ocutside of tne

students in this lacter

h

regular classtoom setting. The number O

the total K-12 popula-

rt

category has increased from 2% to 2.4% o
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Tacls L3 comparss taig 3 acfzrd esigfenzs i:
con-gunlic Zacilizies ZIom 1982-33 ca-sugh 1990-9L (z=ze Ilguras
for 1991-3%32 are not yes available) mhis charT shows zT2at tle
gon-public Zacilitcles aave nistorically enrollad between 10% and
12% of zhe gotal school-agec Wwalliagford ressidents

TABLZ 13
TNROLLMENT OF WALLINGZFCRD STYDENTS

IN PUBLIC AND NON-PUBLIC FACILITIZS, 1982/83 - 1990/91
SCEOQL SUBLIC SCHOdL NON-2UBLIC %
YZAR ENROLLMENTS SCHOOL ENR. TOTAL NON=-PUBLIC
1982-83 6252 706 6958 10%
1983-84 5937 745 5682 LL%
1984-85 58438 786 6634 12%
1985-88 5788 760 6548 12%
1986—87 5833 713 §346 11%
1987-88 5756 753 6309 12%
1988-89 5760 728 6488 11%
1989-90 5777 764 §541 12%
1990-91 5909 699 §508 Liy

23
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Ta-silments ¢ Big¢h sScC2ool STURCERTS in Tne WO T2CLInal
- = - - . ol S T4 -y,
;ocacional-zecinical facl.ltles &Te sahown Lo Téoig = Thae
- - - . VRS M y - ror 1 .
an-slimen= DatIar: SHOwWs ceclines LI chesa [iQUISS Da&l3li2l.ncg
2

LR O

.._——.-____.._....__——_——_—__._._......,_._.—.——-———_———__-_———-_—_-...____

INROLLMENT OF WALLINGTFORD STUDENTS

IN REGIONAL VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS

1982-83 214

1983-84 205

24




INROLLMENT 280JZCTICNS

INROLIMENT PR0JECTION METZ0ODOLCGY

The conors survival zachanicgue is the mos< f-acuentzly used
mesrod of grepariag enrollment Zorecascts NESDEC Ladeed uses

char cschnigue, but modifies iz in order co move away Irom Zore
casts which ars wholly compucer, O formula, ¢riven. Suck modi
ficarion permics ctle iacorgoration of imporzanc, curTent TQWn-

speciiic information iato the generacion oI =ae enzollment fore

2

casts. Basically, percentages &are calcﬁlaced from the niscoric
enrollment data to decermize & reliable percsntage of increase
decrease in enrollment Detween any two grades. For example, iZ
100 students enrolled in Grade 1 in 1989-90, ingrazased to 104

students in Grade 2 ia 1990-91, the percentage of survival woul
have been 104% or a ratio of 1.04. Such ratios are calculated

-

perween each pair of grades or years in school over several
recent years.
The racios used are the key £actors in the reliapility of

the projections, givexn che validizy of the data at the starziag

e

oint. The strength of the ratios lies in the Zact that each

0

ratio encompasses collectively the variables that could possid

account for an increase or decrease in the size of a grade en-

rollment as it moves on to rhe next grade. Each ratio, then,

L Y

represents the cumulative effect of the following factors:
1. Migratiom, in or out, of the schools;
7. Retention in the same grade;

3. Drop-outs, traansfers, etc.

4. B8irchs and deaths;

d

e
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Jagad uCcn & raasgnabla seT ok assumpTions, I2TL0S [oscs
i~dicarlive O prasant TI2NCS ars dararmined Ior sairis o ¢grices
cr YR2ars To project fcor the future, <ae ratics thus selscIec

ofF at an averace ci 574 per year through to the end of the
planning period;

2. that the iz and ouc-migration pacteris established ia
the past will contiaue, i.e. declines Zrom X-3, rsiacive stabili-

9-12;

[

ty, 6-8 and decline

)

3. that tie DK program will cause steady reductions in the

3

ransizion class;

£y

ze of the

'J.

8

¥

at

He |

4. that those students reguiring tf neir educational

ot

program De offersd in large measure outside of the rsgular class-

room will scabilize at 2.4% of the total population;

—— - s La

5. +that the nousing growth will not rev

= to the levels of

®

ragsent lLevels;

®

the mid-80's, but will rataer stablilize at

o

6. that there will be no policy changes in regard to Xia-
dergar<en entrance age, recention, or new DLOGIAMS which would
cause shifts in enrollment.

7. that non-public and voc-tech enrcllmencs will not change
significantly (a0 facility closings or openings nor significant

program expansion);

L

r
®
"
®
A
l-a-
(o]
t
(53
1]

any of these assumptions needs To be a

it

i
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-1ONS GRADE 8Y GRADE
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-agul=zing La & Lacrease, x-12.0f 1236 stucenzs 9T -2.% ocver
oresent levels. The snrollment figuras sSIOwn =3 she laZz oi ctle
solid plack line ars, of necessizy, basec ugol srojectad, Catoer
cman aczual, birTia I GUISS Tor this rsascn, TICsS2 figurzs arcs
far less relizble caan tas oraer “igures shown walch &I8 sased on

actual, "countable” children.
he grace combinations (Table 1§) show the declize ia nigh

-

school earollment to ead in 1994-95 and then incTease by 24% by
2001-02. The increases in the Grades 6-8 enrollment wiich tegan
twWo years ago will continue through the encire planniag period,

and the earollment will be 33% higher in 2001-02 than &t present.

wn
'-0
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3
'.4
(& h
. o
|

THe elementary grades will also continue TO experisnce
cant growth, with the K-5 figures reachiag rhe 3600 level (+13%)

ate in the planning geriod. It 1is imporTant TO note that growtl

—

ar the high school level, particularly, will pot cease at tiae

conclusion of tie ten year period showi. Ta facz, if the §-12
an-ollment projection wers car—ied out an additional cen years,

cens

]
3

§
{

ir would show high school enrollment reaching tZe 2000-st
level. (A caveat. Beyond school year 2005-06, the high school
projections start to rely on projected pi==h data, and they, to9,

lose some of thelr reliability.)
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ITIMENTARY CRPACITIZES

In assigning capacitlies o Ile various elesmentary schcols,

0
o
0
a}
8]
o
.—
n
i3
n

ne Study Team visited each Izcilizy and discussed spa

wizha the principals. To determine an operacional capacizy of 2
school, i= is pecessary tco consider tize following cxzrz2e faczors
i. 2hysical space. The volume and extanc of sc&ce avail-
aple.
2 Pupil /teacher ratios. School policy on groupiag prac-

tices for instruction has a direcc earlng on the classroom spacs

chat will be reqguired. In Wallingford, it was agreed to utilizs

ol

s per RKindergarten session and per classroom

I

a ratio of 23 pupi
for Grades 1 tiarough 5, and 15 pupils per session for DK and for

Transizion classrooms.

(3

3. School orograms. The allocation of space for presen

fu

e
-

n

and planned educational programs offered outside of the regul

1

@®

o

classroom setting must also be considered. In an mentary

chool, rooms used for such programs as special education, com-

(71

uter education, art and music iastruction, developmental and

L ¢)
Lh}

emedial services are not counted in the capacity decermination

kg

ry

since they serve as "pull out" programs. That is, when a 4th
grade class has, for example, paysical education izstruction, tie
students are “pulled out" of their regular classroom which then
remains empty during this instructional period. Therefore, it is
not possible to count both the gym and the regular classroom whez
determiniang capacity.

When all these factors are taken into consideration, one can



a-—is a= & SUIT20T coeratiang capacity IST 28CT Sul_2inz. This
ccerztliag C2Dacliy i3 fraguenciy lass tiEn II® STLGLIE. arcnizac-
zu-al capacizy. The guestion 2 De answerad 13, "How ma&zy chil-
G-an will zhis school nouse gliven =ze types of services curTesnzly
provided (0T vill Se provided in the Zuture)?” Tois Ziguzrs is

size is of a number gTeater than clac used ia =he Study T=2am’'s
computations oOr wnen -ooms excluded as ingeructional spaces ars,
in facz, used for regqular classroom instruczion. (Non-rsgular

inst-uctional spaces such as the cafeteria, auditorium, ofiice

space, storage areasy conference/tutorial rooms, resource rooms,
etc. are not iacluded in capacity decerminations.) Utilizaclion
under capacity occurs wien class size falls below the number use
in determining the capacity of the building. Ia WallingZord, tae

average elementary class size is curreatly between 20 and 21

students (exclusive of DK and Transition classes).




CAZACITT QF D.X./X CLASSRCOCHMS

X CTZASSRCOM CR2aCTTY COMPUTED AT AVIRAGE OF
SEZSSICN; DK CLASSROCHM CaPACITY COMPUTED AT
STON.

COOK %72 - 4 X SZSSIONS = 92
2 DK SEZSSIoNs = 30

HIGHLAND - 3 X SESSIONS = 69
L DR SESSION = 153

MOSES Y. BEACE - ¢ SESSIONS 9

g
1L DK SESSION

= 92
= 15 (Additionally, Moses
1 pre-X program for 13 cial
DARKER FARMS - 3 K SESSIONS = L1135
1 DK SEZSSION = 153
DPOND HILL - 3 K SESSIONS. = .89
1 DK SESSION = L3
ROCX HILL - 4 X SESSIONS = 92
2 DK SESSIONS = 30 (Additionally, Rock gill ha

23 STUDENTS ?PE
5 STUDENTS PER

S

pre-school classrooms for 440

X SESSIONS

0
3
11
2
ol
2
7
|
(S

92 (Additionally, Stevens nas

L

X classroom for 30 children)

2 DK SEZSSIONS 30

TOTALS: 621 K CAPACITY
150 DK CAPACITY

(one in Parker Farms and one in Rock Hill);

space for two more sessions than curreatly

LI
1~

e

is,



AL T ROCMS COUNTED AT L3 STUDENT CaZAC-TI/

GRADES 1-3 RCOMS COMPUTED AT 23 STUDENTS ZacCkE
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MOSES ¥.3. 19 CR'S = 437

PARKER F. 18 CR'S = 414

POND HILL L TCR = 15

it

17 CR'S 391

ROCX HILL 1S CR'S 345
TEVENS 1 TCR = 15

17 CR'S = 391

TOTAL: , 2774

19¥)
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MIDDLZ SCZOCL CARPACITY

fach iastzuctional space was assigned a capacity cased upon i:is
use and school practice rslative to class size end groupliag of

students. Consideration was also given to the way Lia wiich

iddle Schools are organized and operated.

Middlie schools reccéniza the special developmencal diZier-
ences~--paysical, intellectual, social and emotional--0f prs-~ or
early adolescents. Recent researcil suggests that & curriculum
and instructional program which takes into account the differ-
ences in these students "in transition” positively afZescts scudent
achievement, personal development, learning climace, Zaculty
~morale, stafi development, and parental and community invélve-
ment.

3ecause students are moving along a developmenzzl continuum,
a middle school program shculd provide a "contiauilty of school-
iang" where students pegin with greatsr degrees of supervisicn aad
advance to more opportunities for independence with a rich pro-
gram of explératory experiences.

The program should also ensure a strong teacher-mencor
relationship with the teacher as advisor and should be developed
arcund small teams of teachers wno get to know the same students
better through an inter-disciplinary team organization and a

common planning time.



Junisc High grograms, oa Iig OTIer Iang, &re orzanlzsd alsa-
<22 same subiect-cencerad llzes as & 2igl scicol (fhersiora, -=a
zizle "lizzle" or “"junior* high school) Witl similar scheduliac
anc departmencalized academic, achletic, and aciivitlss grogram-
ming, junior aigixs lack the inzerdisciplizary apcrcach and do zoc
crovide for common planniag time for teachers. (Capacities of
junior zigh schools ares decermined diZfsrently chan a-es capaci-

ties of middle schools.)

At Moran and Dag Bammarskjold Middle Schools, teaching teams
instruct students in the primary (or core) subjects wnile non-
team tsachers handle the related arts. Teacher team members
share a common planning period.

¢ the operational capacicy of a

urposes of detsrminir

"eg
O
"

0

middle school, the procedure follows that typically used for the

elemenctary level. The general classrooms (includiag the science

)

rooms) ares assicned an average number of students, 23 ia the case
of wWallingford. (Current average class size is almost exactly
that figure.) The "special use rooms" such as art, music, ecc.

ided in determining the middle school capacity, since

f
by
®
oy
)
ot
'.&
3}
O
.—0
s

as at the elemencary level, they service "pull out" programs.

Auditoriums, cafeterias, storage spaces, office space, conier-

ence/tutorial spaces, resource rooms, are likewise not included.




MORAN

TOTAL:
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29 CR'S (iacludin

8 s
and 1 healca
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37 CR'S
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(]
Oy

=~

i~

1311
STUDEXNTS



STCONDAZRY CARACITIZES

Thwe process for decermialzg t2e capacicy for seccrndary

3 Ve o {ma T oa o - b - i = - N - e s .
schools is similar co that used I2r Ti= elamentary/milddle schkools

ia =hat suZporT arsas such as cafaceria, audizorium, officas,
erc. and chose arsas for special zeeds instructlon, deparzmental
rasourcs rooms, Liatarzal suspension room, and pPrep-sSTOTEAGgE IJOCES

are not counted in capacicy.

jowever, at the high school level, ia addiciom ©o the gener-
al classrooms, the soecial area rcoms, which usually have a
specific use due to instructional reguirements, e.g., laboraco-
25 or shops are iacluded. Each generzl classréom nas been
assigned a capacity depending upon size and use. The capaclty

room is usually contingenc upon tle

=

fb

assigned to each special are

e

~,

qumber of work stations existing in the space. Cnce the capacic

12

of each iastruc=ional space is determined, a total capacity can
be computed based on the sum of the individual capacities.

No secondary school building can operace effactively at 100%

(6]
o]
(4]
o
o
0
i
o
=
0
n

capacity. Firsc, s-udents cannot be scheduled int
of 22,20 or 18. Second, the elective system provides opporzuni-
ties for studentcs O choose from a variety of course offeriags.

Furcther, schools which choose tTo provide ability-level groupiag,

nrichament classes and programs for tie academically talented,

®

accept iacreased problems in achieviag evenly-balanced classes.
A comprehensive educational program raquires, therefors; & great-
ar number of taaching stations than would be the cas2 in a school

with a pre-determined curriculum. IZ secondary schcols wers TO
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seversly curtallad. For this esason, ogerztional
saconcary schcols reflect not only spaces availani
program cesicn of che school and are calculaced in

e

capacity o

the puildlzc.




SHEZTEAN

27 CENERAL CLASSROOMS & 23 = 8673
3 ART @ 135 = 43
3 ECME EC 2 15§ = 43
3 1.4, 8 16 = 48
1 CAD 8 10 = iQ

2 'MUsSIC 4 25 = 3
5 P.E.8.30 = i30
7 SCIZNCZ RMS 3 24 = 168
L ZLEC.LAB 2 158 .= 15
6 BUSINESS ROOMS @ 25 = 130
TQTAL: 1383
4 .85
1159

Spaces not included in capacity determination:

Computer lab ' Self-contained SpEd roonm
Library/media center Resource rooms

Planerarium Confersnce/tutorial spacses
Audizorium Teachers' room

Caferteria All offices (includiag those

used for central administration)
All storage areas




HALL
50 GENERAL CLASSROCMS 3 25 = 750
4 ART @ 186 = 54
3 HOME EC 2 15 = 43
4 T.A. B 18 = 64
1 uMuSIC 8 40 = 40
> p.z. @ 30; 2 P.E. @13 = 90
7 SCIZNCT aMsS @ 24 = 168
1 HZALTH M & 16 = 5
3 3GSINESS ROOMS & 25 = 75
TOTAL: : 13153
¢ .85
1118

Spaces not included in capacity determination:

Science lecture room Auditorium
4 SpEd classrooms : Cafeteria
3 Computer labs Library/media ceater
1 Readiag Lab Conferance/tutorial spaces
1 Photo/Darkroom All QOffices
§ Voc-Ag shops All sctorage
TOTAL #IGHE SCHOQL CAPACITY: 2277

40
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Pogipe S50
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INROLLMENT

CapaCcITYE 91-22 96-37 0L1-02
X/2K 771 6§22 700 792
GRADES
T-3 2774 2516 2813 2892

1250 1471 1564

an
i

903
4=
[¥2)
§=*
=

-351 SPACES
NEZD 186 CR'S

GRADES

9-12 2277 1422~ 1513+ 1763*
#100 students should be added
ro each 9-12 total to account
for tihe ouc-of-district vo-
ag student enrollmenc ila acéa-
demic classes
+ 412 SPACES
SPECTIAL EDUCATION
g - 12 136 140 153 \ 169
(17 CR'S NEED S5 CR'S
2 8 STUDENTS ZACH) (3 at Elem.; 2 &t Middle)

TOTAL SPACES NEEDED TO ACCOMMODATE ENROLLMENT GROWTH (given currens
grade organization) :

LEMENTARY LEVEL:
T

9 (6 Reg. Eaxr.; 3 Spec.Ed. Ear.)
DDLE LEVEL: 18 (1L

§ Reg.=ar.; 2 Spec.Ed. Ear.)

(
(

e 3]
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v lonal
sceciiicaciouns as established by tie Board of zZducaticn have sic-
niflcanz sgace ilmplicacticns

OTHZZR SPACES NEZDED TO MEZT 30ARD OF EZDUCATION 2ROGRAM GOALS

Music Rocms in each Elementary Schcol (*7 cT's)y

Arz Rooms in each Elementary School (+¢ c*'s)

(Moses Y, Highland and Stevens have art rooms at prasen-

Small group instructional/conferences spaces (+7 c¢T's)

TOTAL ADDITIONAL ELEMENTARY CLASSROOMS NEEDED TOR PROGRAEM
IMPROVEMENTS: 18 CR'S

ition, permanent cr's will be needed to replace cle
i temporary cI's currently on elementary sites.

i
o
O
£
3
[
m

MORAN: 1 Music Rocm,
space, addizional storage space

8]

Comp. Labs, enlarged Library
+ 3 ¢cr's

DAG: 2 Ccmp. Labs, 1
space, additional storage space

[T e

.S.S. Room, enlarged library
+ 3

TOTAL ADDITIONAL MIDDLZ SCHOOL CLASSROOMS NEEZIDED FOR
PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT: 10

|..4
(R
fu
I
(3
6 )
®
"
'_A
fu

In addition, both facilities need additiona
space

13
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Ko
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(8}
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28]
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2
(o]
[}
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w
&}

LEMENTARY LEVEL - 27 CR'S PLUS 11 CR'S "9_~
ALLOW FOR RETIREMENT OF TEMPORAZ_ZS;

MIDDLE LEVEL - 28 CR'S

42




- Sty : 3 P 3 - P - . - O
"we following char= summarlzes tie total sgéacs n2eds as ocuzllinzo,

Spaces =0 meat Tie ProgTam seeds are "deduczTecd” Ircom 2 prase

capacizty TO show how many students could e accommocdatad La tiae
srasent facilizles LI cihey wers altared to offsr zhe ecucatlional
orograms desirad 2y the 3card 1% Educatlon.
STATEMENT OF P9ROBLEM
ENROLLMENT
CAPACITY 91-92 96-97 01-92
X/DK. 771 6§22 700 702
GRADES
T=3 2774
- 181 (MUSIC, 7 CR'S)
- 92 (ART, 4CR'S)
- 161 (CONF. SPACE, 7 CR'S)
- 69 (SPED SPACE, 3 CR'S)

2291 2516 2813 2892
' _01 SPACZS

NEZD 27 CR'S

orLUs 11 CR'S TO REPLACT PORTABLES

GRADES
6-8 1311
- 23 (MUSIC, 1 CR)
- 4§ (LIBRARY EXPANSION, 2 CR'S)
- 92 (COMP.LABS, 4 CR'S)
- 23 (I.S.S., 1L CR)
- 46 (STORAGE, 2 CR'S)
- 46 (SPED SPACE, 2 CR'S)
1035 , 1250 1471 1664
- 629 SPACES
NEED 28 CR'S
GRADES
9-12 2277 1422 1513 1763

+ 100 out-of-district students
+ 412 SPACES



OPTIONS




The crtlcons cdeveloped 2v the Study T2am wers Irsxed ln accoris
ances wizz the Zcllowing paramecers estaplisfied Zv e 3card of
Iducatlon:

! all ecducacional specificaticns ares co be mez;
2. temporary classrooms &re not =c Se used as sciuzions z2
long-range spacs needs;
3. thac Wellingford meaiatzin 2 high schools, each wicthz a 9-12

grade configuration.
Seven options are included: 4 for the elementary lavel; 2 Zor
the middle school level; and 1 covering both tlhe slemencary and

middle schools,

' The description of each option includes:

s
)

—

. & list of its compeonents

ct

2. a table showing the "fit" of students iato spaces
3. considerations, botl pro and con

4, estimated costs



eacn Option ars casad upen iaformacion Zrom tie Study Team arcii-

ac= and fzom the Connecticut Stacs DeparTment of educatzion. Thwis

1
"
[¥1)
®
‘3
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i
N
3l
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1
4
®
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N
a
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0
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i : s = . M - b
magic informatica Ls saown e

All figures are in 1392 dollars and ars cotal prgoiect costs

e
b
1
1
01}
i
e
N

waich iaclude csastructlion, archicectural and engineeri:
fyrnishings. Coscts for size acquisition and/or extraordinary sizs

s s

development work ars not iacluded. Reimbursement dollars from the
State are likewise not included.

ST EMENTARY SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION: Uew school. 120 sg.ft. per stu-
a4 $130.00 per sqg.ft. '

Addit
with cireulation factor of .3
addition) & $143.00 per sg.ritT.

n 900 sg.ft. per classrcoom,

ions.
ro 1.5 (dependent upon size of

: Replacement of portables. Same as addi-
cions--sach replaced by a 900 sq.ft. classroom plus cizculation
factor of l.4.

MIDDLE SCECOL CCNSTRUCTICN: New school. 170 sg.ft. ger studentz g
$130.00 per sg.iz.

Additions. 750 sqg.ft. per classroom
with 1.5 circulation factor & $145.00 per sg.ft.

Caf. enlargement. Four art rCOOmMS (two
ar each middle school) taken for enlargement are replaced with tous
art rooms of 1500 sg.ft. each with 1.3 circulation factor & $143.00

per sg.ft.




TSI IMENTARY OPTICN !

o s

(¥l

ALL SCHOOLS REMAIN X~

A. CONSTRUCT NEW £T,EMENTARY SCHCOL FOR 630 STUDENTS

3. REDPLACT PORTABLES WITH PERMANENT ADDITIONS A8 USEFYL LIFZ
ZNDS .
INROQLIMENT
CiPACiTY 91-32 96-97 05202
¢ 771 622 700 702
GRADES
T-5 2291 2516 2813 2892
§30 (NEW SCHOOL)
e - 601 SPACES
2941
ESTIMATED COSTS: New Elementary School = $10.1M
Replace portables = S$2M
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: $12.1M
N.B8 17 Board of Education wishes to reconfigure entry way &t Rock
4ill as per Crime prevention Officer's IeDOTLT of Decemper 1990,
(regardless of qption selected), additional $25K will be needed.
CONSIDERATIONS:
1 Meets all program and enrollment growti needs Ior 10 years.
2. Significanc radistricting necessary

3. Any aew school building iacreases operational and personiel
costs

4. New school would allow all elementary schools to remain at or
near present earollment levels

5. New school could be sited in area of heaviest growth (Cook H
and Stevens have been the two fastest growing elementary schools

over the last 3 years)
§. Might necessitate site procurement COSTS

7 Additional growth, if any, subsequeat to the end of the plan
: e 2

ning period could be accommodated with addiclons to existing P
iags. -



TLIMENTARY CPTION 2

ALL SCHOOLS REMAIN &-53

A CONSTRUCT 2 NEW ZLIMENTARY SCHCOOLS FOR 430 STUDENTS ZacH
= 2EMOVE PORTABLES AS USEFUL LIFE ENDS
ZNROLLMENT
CAPACITY 91-92 96-=97 01-032
X 771 6§22 700 702
GRADES
T-3 2291 2516 2813 2892
900 (NEW SCZOOLS)
- 250 (PORTABLES REMOVED)
----- - 601 SPACES
2941
ESTIMATED COSTS: . 2 New Elementary Schools = S14M
CONSIDERATIONS:
1. Meets all program and enrollment growth needs for 10 years.
2. Allows for retirement of portables or their conversion to aon-
iastructional use.
3. New schools could be sited in areas of greacest growth although

size procursment costs may be incurzed.

4, Plenty of flexibility to accommocdate future enrollment growT!.
or expanded program througi additions to all sites.

5. All school could remain at or near present enrollment levels.
6. Significant redistricting would be necessary.

7. Increased operational and personnel costs

47




TT IMENTARY OPTION 3

St e i

27

ALL SCHECOLS REMAIN X-3

A. ADD 28 CR'S TO EZXISTING =T IMENTARY SCZOOLS

3. RTPLACT PORTABLES WITH PERMANENT ADDITIONS A4S USETUL LIFZ
INDS
SNROLLMENT
CADACITY ' 91-92 96-97 01-02
g 771 6§22 700 702
GRADES
L5 2291 2516 . 2813 2892
§50 (ADDITIONAL CR'S)
i - 601 SPACZS
2941
ZSTIMATED COSTS: 28 pnew classrooms - $5.5M

Replace portables = 32M

TOTAL, ESTIMATED COSTS: $7.5M

CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Meets all program and enroliment growth needs for 10 years.

2. Some redistricting will be necessary

3. Multiple, potentially disruptive, comstructien projects

4. Would create some very large elementary schools (QOne possible
allocation of additions: 6 at Stevens, 6 at Highland, 6 at Parker
Farms, 6 at Cook Hill, 2 at Pond Hill, 2 at Rock Hill). Capacities
would range from 513 students at Rock Hill to 712 at Steveas.

5. Playground/parking space diminished

6. Little to no flexibility to accommodate growth subsegquent £O
the planning period.

7. Fewer additional cperating and personnel costs than ia Option 1.

§. Decisions as to timetable and location of classroom additions
may require the retirement of the portable units before the end OL

their useful life.

43



SLIMENTAZRT CPTICN 2

P PuiRY S al pasy

ALL SCEO0LS REMAIN X-3
A 9T PEN YALEZSVILLE SCHOOL WITH 10 ADDITIONAL CLASSROOMS
3 250D 9 C2'S TO THISTING SLEMENTARY SCHQOLS
C 22 ACT DPORTABLES WITH PEARMANENT CONSTRGCTION
INROLIMENT
CAPACITY 91-92 95-97 01.-02
R 771 6§22 700 702
GRADES
T-5 2291 2516 2813 2892
400 (YALESVILLE)
207 (NEW CR'S) : - 601 SPACES
2898

ESTIMATED COSTS: * Reopening Yalesville = $6M (as described in
Feasibility Study from DeCarlo and Doll, Imc.,;:1991L)

9 additiocnal classrooms = S1.8M

Replace portables = 32

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: §$ 9.8M
CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Meets all program and enrollment growth needs for 10 years.

2, Utilizes existing Town-owned property

.—a

3. Not much less expensive than a new school (exclusive of site
acquisition costs) '

4. Yalesville not located in heaviest growth area
5. Concurrent multiple construction projects
6. Significant redistricting at elementary level

7. Depending upon location of 9 additional cr's, some schools
micght become considerably larger than others

49




wTHPLI SCECCL CPTICN L

SoTE SCZOOL REMAIN GRADES 6-3
5. CONSTICCT L4 CR ADDITION TO 30TH MORAN AND DAG
5. INLARGE CAFETEIRIA SPACEZ AT 30TH
ENROLLMENT
CADACITY 91-92 96-97 01-02
GRADES
6-8 1035 : 1250 1471 1564
§50 (2 L4 CR ADDITIONS)
i -629 SPACES
1685

£STIMATED COSTS: 28 added cT's = $4.6M
Cafateria enlargement - S1.1M (replacement of a:

o

rooms taken DY expansion)
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: §5.7M

CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Would meet all program and enrollment growth needs for 1O
years. :

2. 3oth middle schools have existing problems with parking wnic:h
would be exacerbated Dy construction addicions.

New classrooms should be conscructed to recognize tie educa-
onal features of a middle school, allowing teams in each grace

avel to be united with easy access to core facilitles.

=0 W

4. Both schools have limitad outside physical educacion and &ta-
letic space; excending the buildings could reguire expensive sice
work to replace field space taken.

5. TIf additioms are fully connected to existing puildings (iZ
walls are broken througi), code update work (fire code sprinklers)
would be necessary.

§. Would create two large middle schools (& 850 students sach).

7. Accommodating enrollment or program growth subseguent to the
end of the planning period would be very difificulc.

L
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30TE SCHOOL REMAIXN GRADES 6-8

OR 630 STUDENTS

Y1

A. CONSTRUCT NEW MIDDLZ SCZOCL

EZNROLIMENT
2PACITY 91-92 96-97 01-02
GRADES
6-3 1035 12350 1471 1664
6350 (NEW SCHOOL) - 8§29 SPACES
1685
£STIMATED COSTS: New Middle School = $i4.4M
CONSIDERATIONS:
1. Would meet all program and enrollment growth needs for 10
years. -
2. Significant redistri icting would be necessary.
3. New school would be designed specifically for middle school
educational program.
4. New school would reguire increased operational and persoanel
cosTs.
5. New school would xeep enrollment levels at or near present
levels in existing schools.
§. Further growtl could be accommodated chrougn addicions To any

and/or all three schools.




TMENTARY/MIDDLEI SCHCOL OPTIOW

13

-
s

GRADE ORGANIZATION CEANGZD TO X-4, 3-3, 9-.2

TTEMENTARY LEIVEL: ADD 3 Ca'S TO EZXISTING ELEMENTARY SCHEO0LS AND

RESLACT PORTABLIS AS USEFUL LIZT ENDS.

MIDDLZ SCEOOL LIVEL: CONSTRUCT NEW MIDDLE SCZOCL FOR 730 STUDENTS
AND 2DD 10 CR'S TO BOTH MORAN AND DAG; ENLARGEZ CAFS AT MORAN AND
DAG

ZNROLLMENT
CAPACITY 91-92 96-97 01-02
X /DK 771 6§22 700 702
GRADES
T-4 2291 2079 2325 2342
63 (3 CR'S) - 51 SPACES
2360
GRADES N
$-4 1035 1687 1959 2214
750 (NEW MIDDLE SCHOQL)
450 (20 CR'S ADDED) -1179 SPACES
2235

TSTIMATED COSTS:

(3]

lementary Level: 3 cI's = $ 500K
Replace portables = 32M

Middle Level: New school = $16.6M

20 additional cr's

= M
Caf. enlargement = 3

$ 3.
1.1M
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: $23.5M |
CONSIDERATIONS:

1. ALl program and enrollment growth needs met for 10 vears.

2. Change in grade organization will require parent/staff/student
orisncation and staff development work to plan a 5-38 middle school

program.



3. Focuses groftlem alnosc entizsly az Riddla sc=n6 2ral i
Lizzle o 20 QLSTUDTLOR at elementary 3CRoOls i
4 Allcows gracdual rspiacsment (or retlr2ment) cof zorTablsg.

edisczictizc would De necsassary &t middls school lavel.

silment at middle schoois would ze approximately 730 scu-
Z .

7. New middle school might reguire site acguistlion costs; disctrics
overacizg ancé personnel costs would increase.
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MENTARY OPTION

TMENTARY OPTION

EMENTARY OPTION

ELEMENTARY OPTION

MIDDLE OPTION 1

MIDDLE OPTION 2

T
e

[3%]

OPTION SUMMARY

comporents
New school for 630 stucents
radual replacemeat Of cCemporary
cr's wiglh permanent addiclons

Two new schools Zor 450 each
Abandon/conver= Cempor

Additions to elamentary schools
Replace temporariss

Reopen Yaleswville with 10 add. cT's
guild 9 additional cT's
Replace temporaries

4 cr additions to Moran and Dag
nlarge cai atc both

l’lln—'

New School for 630 studencs

Change grade org. to X-4,5-8

add 3 elem. cr's & replace temps.
Build new middle school

add 10 cz's to Moran and Dag
Eplarge caf. at both

W
B

Cisz
L2.0M
14, QM
7.34
9.8M
5.74
re., &4
23.3M



faciti-ias, the Study Team SUGEe2STS che follecwing crizeria co zihe

P

w
Y]
'
-
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O
o

ootions presentad (Oor To any otiher options which tle admini

apd Boars of Zducation might want to consider):

-

1. How well does the option solve the problem as defined? Does L:
solve i= long-term or Ls it mersly a "band-aid?” Shorz-zerm solz-

-

~ions are not desizable.

2. Does =he option provides for long-term flexipilizy. Enrollmenc
projections are just that--projections. They are nct cuarancees.

whartever the Board of Education chooses to do should cake into

a 10% swing either way ia terms of

[}

account the possibility o
enrollment. Addizionally, subsequent to the planning period,
additional growti will almosc certianly occur, particularly at tae

secondary level.

3. Does the ooption improve program (Or iz iz a= lesast program-
neutral)? It is never acceptable to provide additional program
spaces Ior one gIoup of s-udents at the expense of tiae procram of

another.

4, 1Is the option financially responsible? Does it provide the
"most Ffor the least"? The best approach need not be either the

most expenasive nor the least expensive optioun.
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NESDEC commends the Wallizgiord 3car

(1]

efores alr

ady undertaken iz long-range planniag for L33 school

d and the ovtiods ana-

Jae
({0

c

i

facili-ias needs. As this reporT is st

lyzed, cle school stafi and 8card oL

Goas

ucartigon members saould

3}
.

cheir commuaity and schools,

[g N

engage thelrl own iatimate knowladge o

\ . .
all iataresstad

persons in the process of determianing how best to provide & gualizy

educational envirommeant for all wallingford students. The above

criteria might provide a framework for that process.
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INTRODUCTION

This is a response to three of the conclusions that were reached by the
Issues Committee of the Wallingford Democratic Town Committee and were
explained by the Issues Committee in the report that it recently submitted
to the Town Committee. The conclusions are the following.

1. Additional student capacity at Wallingford's elementary and middle
schools can be obtained by taking special education classes that are
now assigned to separate classrooms and assigning two classes to one
classroom.

5. Additional student capacity at Wallingford's middle schools can be
obtained by assigning classes to rooms that are left vacant when the
students who have been assigned to a given team of teachers are in
unified arts, art or physical education classes.

3. A larger student capacity for each elementary and middle school than
that which was determined by the New England school Development
council (NESDEC) can be obtained if the basis for determining capacity
is the number of teachers and not the number of rooms.

All of these conclusions relate to the question of what is the student
capacity of a school building. Unfortunately, answering that question
cannot be derived by simply employing a universally accepted formula. In
fact, the question cannot be answered at all unless at least the following
questions are answered. '

1. 1Is the traditional school calendar to be maintained as opposed to year
round education?

Because in a year round education format 20% of the students would not
be in attendance at any given time, the capacity of a school building
would be increased by 20% if year round education was employed.

2. 1Is a single session school day to be maintained as opposed to a double
session school day?

Employing a double session school day would increase the capacity of a
school building by 100%.

5. 1Is the average class size to be maintained at the 20 - 25 range?

Increasing the average class size to the 25 - 30 range would increase
the capacity of a school building by 20%.

4. Are there to be classrooms set aside for art, music and computer

instruction and is there to be adequate classroom space for the
delivery of special education and pupil personnel services?

If no such provision is made at an elementary school, the capacity of
an elementary school would be increased by 125 students.

5. Is the middle school concept to remain in effect at the grades 6 - 8
level?

Re-organizing instruction at those grade level would increase the
capacity of a middle school.

=1-




Depending on the particular circumstances that exist in a specific school
system, some of these questions would be revised and other gquestions would
be added. It should be clear, however, from this list of questions that

A T A c SIONS_AND E _PRO
USES INTENDED FOR THAT SPACE. NESDEC addressed this issue in its report
and the relevant sections of that document can be found in the appendix of

this response.

Because of the crucial linkage between capacity determinations and the
intended usage for school space, the Wallingford Board of Education
established specific usage designations before charging NESDEC with a
number of tasks, among them determining the capacity of each of
wallingford's school buildings. Those designations are the following.

Every elementary school will have an art classroom.

Every elementary school will have a music classroom.

Every elementary school will have a computer laboratory.

Both middle schools will have sufficient classroom space for art,
music and computer instruction.

Both middle schools will have sufficient library space.

All elementary and middle schools will have sufficient space for
special education classes and for the provision of pupil personnel
services.

=W
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In addition, the Board told NESDEC that a decision had been made to
continue to maintain two high schools. The Board made this decision after
reviewing enrollment projections for the high school grades and deciding
that those projection indicated the need for two high schools. For
example, in school year 1997-98, a year for which high school enrollment
projections are based on cadres of students who already attend the
Wallingford Public Schools, there will be over 1900 students in grades
nine through twelve. Sheehan High School has a capacity of 1159 and Lyman
Hall High School has a capacity of 1203. Clearly, then, neither high
school is big enough to hold the projected enrollment of over 1900

students.

This report, therefore, addresses the three recommendations that were made
by the Issues Committee of the Democratic Town Committee from the
perspectives of the effect of those recommendations upon educational
programs and the space specifications that were established by the Board

of Education.



CLASSROOMS FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION CLASSES

The Issues Committee of the Democratic Town Committee asserts that
additional student capacity can be obtained in our elementary and middle
schools if instead of assigning each special education class to its own
classroom, the school administration assigns two such classes to a single
classroom. The Committee is correct in its assertion but the Committee
has not considered the effect that this arrangement would have on student
learning. The effect would be negative.

students who are assigned to special education classes have significantly
areater difficulty learning than students who are not assigned to these
asses. The classes are designed to remedy that difficulty by delivering
re concentrated and individualized instruction than is available in the
reqgular classroom. For this type of instruction to be delivered
effectively, it must be delivered in a setting where the space per student:
is significantly greater than the space that is available in the regular
classroom because the students need to be freed from the distraction that
even the presence of fifteen or more students in the classroom causes.

If the school system were to implement the recommendation of the Issues
Committee to double the number of students in each special education
classroom at the elementary and middle school levels, the students in
these classes would learn at a noticeably lower level despite the fact
that the teacher - pupil ratio would not be increased. By putting more
students in a special education classroom than the appropriate level, the
school system would be establishing a setting that by its very nature
would reduce student learning. For this reason, the Issues Committee's
recommendation should not be approved and student capacity designations
for schools should be based on the assignment of each special education
class to its own classroom.




‘The Issues Committee of the Democratic Town Committee asserts that the
student capacity of the middle schools can be increased, if classes are
assigned to rooms that are left vacant when students are in unified arts,
art or physical education classes, The Committee 1s correct in its
assertion but the committee has not considered the effect that this
arrangement would have on student learning. That effect would be

negative.

To understand why this arrangement would have a negative effect on student
learning, it is necessary to understand what the middle school structure
is, why that structure is appropriate for students in grades six, seven
and eight and why what the Issues Committee is suggesting would harm the
implementation of the middle school structure in Wallingford's middle
schools.

MID CHO RUCT

The middle school structure is a method of scheduling students so that
they spend the bulk of their school day, that portion that is devoted to
the study of language arts, mathematics, social studies and science, in _a
seriously limited number of rooms and with a team of teachers.
operationally, a school implements the middle school structure when it
assigns students for language arts, mathematics, social studies and
science instruction to no fewer that two teachers and no more than four
teachers with a pupil teacher ratio of one teacher to twenty to twenty
five students and when those teachers are assigned for the entire school
day to contiguous classrooms. The students, then, experience most of
their learning without having to interact with many teachers and without
having to travel throughout the school building.

10 FOR D S S CTU

The rationale for the middle school structure is based on what is known
about how children between the ages of ten and fourteen learn best. For
these children, it is difficult to concentrate on learning if they are
required to interact with five or six teachers every day and if they are
required to move throughout the school building for their classes. They
need the security that is provided by having a small team of teachers
facilitate their learning and by being assigned to a particular part of
the school building that is in essence their space. Without that
security, the simple act of moving throughout the building and of having
to maintain relationships with too many teachers hinders the ability of
these children to learn. :

For these reasons, most American school systems have abandoned the junior
high school structure and implemented the middle school structure. The
junior high school structure is implemented in approximately the same
fashion as a high school structure would be implemented. There are no
teams of teachers and students move every forty to forty five minutes from
one part of the school building to another. The result wherever the
middle school structure was implemented appropriately has been enhanced
student learning.



wallingford's middle schools have been recognized for successfully
implementing the middle school structure. The New England Association of
Schools and Colleges (NEASC) granted both of our middle schools ten year
accreditation periods, the longest period of accreditation that is granted
by the NEASC.

IM T .OF ISSUES CO T OMMENDATZIO SCHOO TRUCTU

The Issues Committee's recommendation would eliminate the advantages of
the middle school structure for approximately 300 of Wallingford's middle
school students. These students would be assigned to teams of teachers
who along with their students would have to travel every forty to forty

ve minutes to different parts of the school buildings. This would occur

cause these teachers and their students would be assigned to classrooms
that would be left vacant when the students of other teams of teachers
would be assigned to unified arts, art and/or physical education classes.

For these 300 students, there would be no space that would be essentially
their own. Their educational experience would be nomadic as they traveled
from floor to floor and room to room throughout the school day. Deprived
of the space security that children of this age need to learn well, these
students would learn at a lower level than the students whose teams would
be assigned to their own space. So, the resultant situation would be one
that would represent a backward step in educational programming and one
that would represent an inequity in terms of quality programming.




The Issues Committee of the Democratic Town Committee asserts that if the
student capacity of the schools is determined on the basis of the number
of teachers instead of the number of rooms, the capacities of
wallingford's schools can be increased. Once again, the Committee is
correct in its assertion but the Committee has not considered the impact
of its assertion on students. In this case, the impact would be seen in
yearly disruption in the educational experiences of some students and in
lack of space for all programs.

SRU

Tt is almost axiomatic that students whose educational experiences take
place in the same school building over a number of vears learn more than
students whose experiences take place in different buildings each year.
It is always wise, therefore, to have sufficient space to allow stability
in the students' school assignments. For this reason, it is the almost
universal practice in school districts throughout the country to send the
teachers to where the students live instead of sending the students to
where the teachers are assigned.

Once a decision is made to send the teachers to where the students live,
it is recognized that the students' residencies are never placed
throughout a community so that every subsection of the community has an
equal number of students per grade level. Facilities have to be planned

with this in mind.

If a decision is made to send the students to where the teachers are
assigned, it is also recognized that students' residencies are never
placed throughout a community so that every subsection of the community
has an equal number of students per grade level . Every year, then, some
students would have to be re-assigned to a different school so that class
sizes in some schools would not be too high and class sizes in. other
schools would not be too low. In such a situation, the learning of those
students who would become annual nomads, moving from school to school
depending on the pattern of grade level enrollments neighborhood by
neighborhood, would suffer. This would be a step backward in the quality

of educational programming.

PROG A

The Issues Committee has based its capacity determinations on the number
of classroom teachers. The number of art, music and special education
teachers was not included. 1In the Committee's determinations, therefore,
there is no space for art, music, computer and special education

classrooms.

when programs are not given their own space, the quality of the
programming is significantly reduced. When the quality of programming is
reduced, the students level of learning is significantly reduced.



The school system is already suffering a reduction in student learning
because of inadequate facilities for all of our programs. This is barely
being tolerated because the Board of Education's proposed building project
includes sufficient space for all programs. If that project is reduced to
conform with the capacity determinations of the Issues Committee, the
present unsatisfactory situation would be perpetuated into the future
indefinitely. The community would be in the position of embarking on a
major building project knowing from the start that the end result would be
less than it should be to meet all of the educational needs of our
students. Limiting ourselves to less than what we ought to be from the
beginning of an effort to improve our schools inevitably results in

schools that are deficient.




SUMMARY

The contentions in this response to the Issues Committee of The Democratic
Town Committee is a relatively straight forward task. The Committee has
proposed ways that would increase the student capacities of the
wallingford Public Schools. Unfortunately, the means proposed to increase
capacity would all have a negative impact on student learning. The
Committee's capacity determinations, therefore, canhot be supported from

the perspective of making the effectiveness of schools what it should be
in terms of student learning.
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ELEMENTARY CAPACITIES
In assigning capacities to the various elementary schools,
the Study Team visited each facility and discussed space problems
with the principals. To determine an operational capacity of a

school, it is necessary to consider the following three factors:

1. Physical space. The volume and extent of space avail-

able.

2. pupil/teacher ratios. School policy on grouping prac-

tices for instruction has a direct bearing on the classroom space
that will be required. In Wallingford, it was agreed to utilize
a ratio of 23 pupils per Kindergarten session and per classroom
for Grades 1 through 5, and 15 pupils per session for DK and for
Transition classrooms.

3. School programs. The allocation of space for present
and planned educational programs offered outside of the regular
classroom setting must also be considered. In an elementary
school, rooms used for such programs as special education, com-
puter education, art and music instruction, developmental and
remedial services are not counted in the capacity determination
since they serve as "pull out" programs. That is, when a 4th
grade class has, for example, physical education instruction, the
students are “pulled out" of their regular classroom which then
remains empty during this instructional period. Therefore, it is
not possible to count both the gym and the regular classroom when
determining capacity.

When all these factors are taken into consideration, one can
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arrive at a current operating capacity for each building. This

operating capacity is frequently less than the original architec-
tural capacity. The question to be answered is, "How many chil-
dren will this school house given the types of sérvices currently
provided (or will be provided in the future)?2" This figure is
the practical, operationally useful measure of a school's capaci-
ty. On a practical basis, the capacity is exceeded where class
size is of a number greater than that used in the Study Team's
computations or when rooms excluded as instructional spaces are,
in fact, used for regqular classroom instruction. (Non-regular
instructional spaces such as the cafeteria, auditorium, office
space, storage areas, conference/tutorial rooms, resource rooms,
etc. are not included in capacity determinations.) Utilization
under capacity occurs when class size falls below the number used
in determining the capacity of the building. In Wallingford, the
average elementary class size is currently between 20 and 21

students (exclusive of DK and Transition classes).
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MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITY

To determine the capacity of the Wallingford Middle Schools,
an inventory was made of spaces available for instructional use.
Each instructional space was assigned a capacity based upon its
use and school practice relative to class size and grouping of
students. Consideration was also given to the way in which
Middle Schools are organized and operated.

Middle schools recognize the special developmental differ-
ences—-physical, intellectual, social and emotional--of pre- or
early adolescents. Recent research suggests that a curriculum
and instructional program which takes into account the differ-
ences in these students "in transition" positively affects student
achievement, personal development, learning climate, faculty
mbrale, staff development, and parental and community involve-
ment.

Because students are moving along a developmental continuum,
a middle school program should provide a "continuity of school-
ing" where students begin with greater degrees of supervision and
advance to more opportunities for independence with a rich pro-
gram of exploratory experiences.

The program should also ensure a strong teacher-mentor
relationship with the teacher as advisor and should be developed
around small teams of teachers who get to know the same students
better through an inter-disciplinary team organization and a

common planning time.



Junior High programs, on the other hand, are organized along
the same subject-centered lines as a high school (therefore, the
title "little" or "junior"” high school). With similar scheduling
and departmentalized academic, athletic, and activities program-
ming, junior highs lack the interdisciplinary approach and do not
provide for common planning time for teachers. (Capacities of
junior high schools are determined differently than are capaci-
+ies of middle schools.)

At Moran and Dag Hammarskjold Middle Schools, teaching teams
instruct students in the primary (or core) subjects while non-
team teachers handle the related arts. Teacher team members
share a common planning period.

For purposes of determining the operational capacity of a
middle school, the procedure follows that typically used for the
elementary level. The general classrooms (including the science
rooms) are assigned an average number of students, 23 in the case
of Wallingford. (Current average class size is almost exactly
that figure.) The "special use rooms" such as art, music, etc.
are not included in determining the middle school capacity, since
as at the elementary level, they service “pull out" programs.
Auditoriums, cafeterias, storage spaces, office space, confer-

ence/tutorial spaces, resource rooms, are likewise not included.




SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
JULY 7, 1992

7:00 P.M.
AGENDA

Roll Call & Pledge of Allegiance

PUBLIC HEARING to amend the 1992-93 Annual Budget for the
Center Park Special Revenue Fund - 7:00 P.M.

The purpose is to appropriate a sum of money for the purpose
of renovations to the Railroad Station: suchloeal funds to

match federal and state grant funds. NOTE:PUBLIC HEARINGC CANCELLED.
oo taled s BEANING WANGLLLLED .

PUBLIC HEARING to amend the 1992-93 Water Enterprise Fund
Budget, the purpose of which is to provide funds for principle
and interest for a $7,000,0000 Bond Issue - 7:15 P.M.

PUBLIC HEARING to amend the 1992-93 Sewer Enterprise Fund
Budget, the purpose of which is to provide funds for principle
and interest for a $1,000,000 Bond Issue — 7:30 P.M.

Consider and Approve a Transfer of Funds within ‘the Water
Division: From Acct. 612-000 $4200, Acct. 673-000 $1000,
Acct. 675-000 $500 TO: Acct. 613-000 $800, Accr. 624-000
$800, Acct. 642-000 $2000, Acct. 651-000 $600, Acct. 652-000
$1500. -

Consider and Approve a Tranfer of Funds of $3,000 from Acct.
001-8040-800-8250 to Acct. 001-1620-900-9010 requested by
Mark Wilson.

Set a Public Hearing to amend the 1992-93 General Fund Revenue
and Expenditure Budget in the amount of $7,800. The Purpose
of this public hearing is to appropriate funds to account

for the Federal Highway Safety Program.




SPECTIAL TOWN COUNCII. MEETING
JULY 7, 1992

7:00 P. M,

A special meeting of the Wallingford Town Council was held on Tuesday,
July 7, 1892 in the Robert Earley Auditorium of the Wallingford Town
Hall and called to Order by Chairperson Iris F. Papale at 7:05 P.M.
Answering present to the Roll called by Town Clerk Kathryn J. Wall were
Councilors Duryea, Holmes, McDermott, Papale, Parisi and Zandri. Mr.
Solinsky arrived at 7:09 P.M. Mr. Doherty and Mr. Killen were on
vacation. Mayor William W. Dickinson, Jr. arrived at 7:08 P.M., Comp-
troller Thomas A. Myers and Attorney Gerald Farrell were also present.

The Pledge of Allegiance was given to the flag.

ITEM #2 -~ Withdrawn }
The transfer will be used to pay the difference of the low bid quotes of
Motion was made by Mr. McDermott to Move Agenda Item #5 Up to the Next

Order of Business, seconded by Mr. Parisi.

VOTE: Doherty, Killen and Solinsky were absent; all others, aye; motion
duly carried.

ITEM #5 Consider and Approve a Transfer of Funds within the Water Division:
From Acct. #612-000, $4,200; Acct. #673-000, $1,000; Acct. #B875-000, $500;
To Acct. #613-000, $800; Acct. #624-000, $800; Acct. #642-000, $2,000;
Acct. #651-000, $600; Acct. #652-000, $1,500.

Motion was made by Mr. McDermott, seconded by Mr. Holmes.

Monitoring of water quality in Pistapaug Pond continues to show unacceptably
high turbidity levels in the reservoir. In order to maintain water quality
at acceptable levels into the distribution system, it continues to be
necessary to operate the MacKenzie Filter Plant on a 24-hour per day basis.
This results in the expenditure of labor overtime in excess of funds
currently allocated within a number of accounts and, therefore, the need to
transfer funds to allow for the continued operation of the MacKenzie

Filter Plant for the remainder of the current fiscal year. Accordingly,

the transfers listed above are requested.

VOTE: Doherty, Killen and Solinsky were absent; all others, aye; motion
duly carried.

Motion was made by Mr. McDermott to Move Agenda Item #6 Up to the Next
Order of Business, seconded by Mr. Parisi.

VOTE: Doherty, Killen and Solinsky were absent; all others, aye; motion
duly carried.

ITEM #6 Consider and Approve a Transfer of Funds in the Amount of §3,000
from Acct. #001-8040-800-8250 to Acct. #001-1620-900-9010 - Risk Manager

Motion was made by Mr. Holmes, seconded by Mr. Parisi.
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$32,500 and the Council Approved budget figure for this line item, The
quote was presented by the incumbent Alexsis Risk Management Services,
Public Bid 91-246, May 1, 1992. The amount budgeted and adopted by the
Council was $23,000.

VOTE: Doherty and Killen were absent; all others, aye; motion duly
carried.

“*)tion was made by Mr. McDermott to Move Agenda Item #7 Up to the Next
der of Business, seconded by Mr. Zandri. '

VOTE: Doherty and Killen were absent; all others, aye; motion duly
carried.

ITEM #7 SET A PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 19392-93 General Fund Revenue
and Expenditure Budget in the amount of $7,800. The purpose of this
public hearing is to appropriate funds to account for the Federal
Highway Safety Program.

Motion was made by Mr. McDermott to schedule the Public Hearing for
July 28, 1992 at 7:15 P.M.,’seconded by Mr. Zandri.

VOTE: Doherty and Killen were absent; all others, aye; motion duly
carried.

ITEM #3 PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992-93 Water Enterprise Fund Budget,
the purpose of which is to provide funds for principle and interest for
a $7,000,000 Bond Issue - 7:15 P.M.

Motion was made by Mr. Holmes to Increase Acct. #427-011, Interest on
Long Term Debt - W.S.P. by $350,000 and Decrease Net Income by $350,000,
seconded by Mr. Parisi.

1 the fiscal 1992-93 budgets of both the Water and Sewer Divisions, funds
s:re allocated for the purpose of providing for principle and interest
payments for these anticipated bond issues. Now that the anticipated
issue dates and interest rates for the bond issue have been determined,
it is necessary to amend the budgets in order to place the funds in the
appropriate accounts so that principle and interest payments can be made
when payable.

Mr. Myers explained that the Working Capital figures represent the intended
use of enterprise funds. They are shown in the budget to disclose how the
funds, derived by the enterprise rates (electric, water, sewer rates), are
going to be used.

VOTE: Doherty and Killen were absent; all others, aye; motion duly
carried.

ITEM #4 PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992-93 Water Enterprise Funds Budget,
the purpose of which is to provide funds for principle and interest for
a $1,000,000 Bond Issue - 7:30 P.M.

Motion was made by Mr. Holmes to Increase by $50,0000 the Interest on




Long Term Debt. STP. III Acct. and Decre

by Mr.

VOTE:

Parisi.

Doherty and Killen were absent;

- 3 -

¥

July 8, 1992

ase Net Income by $50,000, seconded

all others

, aye; motion duly carried.

Motion was made by Mr. McDermott to Adjourn the Meeting, seconded by Mr.

Parisi.

VOTE:

Doherty and Killen were absent;

There being no further business, the m

Approved by

all others

, aye; motion duly carried.

eeting adjourned at 7:59 P.M.

Meeting recorded and transcribed by:

i
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Kathryn'F, Milano, Town Council Secretary
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TOWN COUNCIL MEETING

JULY 28, 1982

7:00 P.M,
AGENDA

#**#+*NOTE PUBLIC HEARING TIME***%

Roll Call & Pledge of Allegiance
Correspondence

Consent Agenda

a. Consider and Approve a Transfer of Funds in the Amount of
$1,011.00 from Small Equipment Acct. #2036-400-4850 to
Partner K-1200 Saw, Acct. #2036-999-9909 - Dept. of Fire

Services

b. Consider and Approve Amending the Personnel Pages of the
Water and Sewer Divisions to Reflect an Increase of One Pay
Grade for the Positions of Laboratory Technician in the
Water and Sewer Divisions

c. Consider and Approve Waiving the $750 Lease Payment for the
§.C.0.W. 1992-93 Program — Program Planner .

d. Consider and Approve a Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to
Apply for Grant Funds for a Community Services Grant
Which Supports the S.C.0.W. Organization - Program Planner

e. Consider and Approve a Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to
Sign an Application for the Social Services Block Grant
Program - Program Planner '

Consider and Approve Minutes of the 6/9/92; 6/10/92; 6/23/92
and 7/7/92 Town Council Meetings

Discussion on the Town Attorney‘s Opinion of Mr. Killen’'s
Motion to Transfer $3 million into the Capital and Non-
recurring Account as Requested by Councilor Albert E. Killen

PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992-93 General Fund Revenue and
Expenditure Budget in the Amount of $7,800 to Appropriate
Funds to an Account for the Federal Highway Safety Program

- 7:15 P.M.




11,

13.

14.

15,

16.

i#8ider and Approve a Budget Amendment in the Amount of
"7 ,800 to Federal Grants — Highway Safety Program Account
- 01=-1050-050-5883 and to Police Department Highway Work
ine Safety Program Account #001-2017-400-4241 - Mayor's
fice

PUBLIC QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD - 7:30 P.M.

Discussion on the Elderly Tax Relief Committee Report as
Requested by Vice-Chairman David J. Doherty

Remove From the Table the Naming of the Simpson School
Study Committee as Requested by Vice-Chairman David J.

Doherty

Discussion on the Park and Recreation Commission®s Need
for New and Expanded Recreation Facilities - Town Council

Presentation on the Board of Education's Master Plan as
Requested by Dr. Joseph Cirasuolo, Superintendent of
Schools

Report Out by the 88 South Main Street Building Committee
on the Progress Made to Date on the 88 South Main Street
Project as Requested by Councilor Albert E. Killen

€

Consider and Approve an Agreement Between the Town of
Wallingford Board of Education and the Wallingford
Connecticut Health Service Professional Association
(Board of Education Nurses) for a Period of Three Years -

Personnel '

N

Discussion Pertaining‘to the Planning & Zoning Commission's
Ruling on the Bristol Meyers Helipad Application as
Requested by Councilor Brian M. McDermott

Consider and Approve Amending Section VI of the Town
Council Meeting Procedures

The purpose of this request is to change the deadline
for submitting agenda requests to the Town Council
Chairperson from noon of the Wednesday prior to the
Town Council Meeting to noon of the Tuesday prior to
the Town Council Meeting.

SET A PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992-93 Board of Education
Special Funds Section of the Town Budget. The Purpose is

to Accept a Computer Assisted Employability Grant in the
Amount of $19,577.00 A

SET A PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992-93 Board of i:duceiion
Special Fund Section of the Town Budget. The Purpose ig io
Accept a Family Literacy Extended Education Program in the

Amount of $41,820.00




17.

Executive Session Pursuant to Section i1-18a(e)(2) of the
CT. General Statutes to Discuss Strategy and Negotiations
with Respect to Pending Litigation (Worker's Compensation
Intervention in the Matter of Edward Demarco v. Edith
Villaneuva) - Town Attorney

£EAE
L, Rk



