
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:

a.    New England School Develop ment 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.
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SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL 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 Earley 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 .     Mayor William

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 include

a .   New England School Development Council   ( NESDEC)  Field Services

Report Commissioned by the Board of Education

b .   Wallingford Public Schools Spacial Needs an Alternatives Report
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 Educat' ior
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 effect's 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 enrollment' s 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 cometo an agreement on them the

amount of classroom space that will be needed will fall right into place .
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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 Party
Issues Committee.

Mr .   Bradley thanked the Council for providing them with the forum to present.
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 1990 .     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 Ru-benstein.

fibers of the Democratic Party Issues Committee .

The Wallingford Public Schools Spacial Needs report was presented at this

time  ( appendix D .

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 1 , 599

82- 83 1 , 592

83- 84 1 , 545

84- 85 1 , 409

f
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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 1 , 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 staffing .     

There is an

a?<ssumption 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 used
as needed .

Redistricting of middle schools may have to be doe or you may have to move
special 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 enrollment 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 conclusion 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 II) .

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

recently being honored as the S'u'perintendent of the Year by the State
onnecticut .

Dr .   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 enrollment 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 .     If 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

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 five 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 19801s ,   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 2€3 or more

students in them .     An average of 30?    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 ofthe  '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

studentsso that they spend most of their school day in a small'  area of the

building with a team of teachers .       That is important to student learning

at the 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 e' lementar' y 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  t̀hose 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 thatremovesthe space issue from the front burner

for at least five 6r 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 enlrollmentpro-
jection study ,

ro=

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 threeyears 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 Routhi' er ,   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 Ya. lesville.
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

Lr of school and then transferred to their elementary school without

se peers?    Adjustment to school is a large portion of kindergarten

Lo those young individuals?    Is 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
iesbecause 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

based 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 Education so that it may appear intheupcoming 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 students .  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 ,   etc . ,

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 schoolsystem and forget that half '

of the residents in town are hiving 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 ledge ,   for instance .

Normal foundations and digging were included.

Karen Blake ,   9 Clearview Drive supported 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 .

in . Walworth,   20 Laurelwood Drive asked if it was fair to say that  :.since there

was such a small difference between the population projections ,   the difference

is in the programs and also the flexibility?    Is 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

supported 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 to conl; inue to do so  ( app Iause) .

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

to-x,   gas tax ,   sales tax,   etc .     He wanted everyone to  'keep that in mind .

Heasked,  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 riot 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 quickly .     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 notla 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 projectaccurately the needs for the future .
Before us is an option for a  $ 1: 3 . 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  't̀hose funds .     It will be a.  significant taxpayer expense in the

future years .     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 welcomedallto attend
the meetings .

Dennie Lewis ,   59 Const i tul. ion Street fell;   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.

ie rr school system is not a baby- sitting service .     The parents need to get

evolved in training and parenting their child to a greater degree .-    He

melt 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

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

Marge 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 ,   budgetedforaril

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 could
move to provide a permanent solution to the space problems that we have .

Mary'' 60 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 committee 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

r
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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

willbereimbursed 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 budget 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 is

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;  you .     She stated'

that the Board has been working very hard over the past several years to

get this project under way.     They have appeared before the  ,Council many

time' s to keep them apprised of every step along the way .     They have had

to work along the framework of State and town government which is 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 .   P4pale 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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Meeting recorded and transcribed by

K il ryn V .  Milano ,  Town  ' Council Secretary

Approved by:
Iris F.   Papale ,   Chairperson

to

Kpdthryn J.       11 ,     own Clerk
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Irallingford Public Schools

Spacial Needs Study
AN ALTERNATIVE

The following packet of information is another view of the

spacial needs of the Wallingford Public Schools.   It 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 to utilize our school
buildings.

We al /  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.

1



klollingford Public Schools

Spocial Needs Study
OVERVIEW OF THIS STUDY

This study began by carefully reading through the material

provided the Board of Education by NESDEC.     A,` ter attending

several meetings where the NESDEC report was cited,   this

committee hod 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.     Like NESDEC,   this committee was

concerned that our students had proper class size.

However,   we had questions about some of the figures 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 Dosed on children that are not even

Dorn.     We also hod ouestions about how,  many oddidionol

spaces were really necessary.     In doing this study,   we
found no large class size at the elementary level but there

was  ' a need for odd it' ional  -classrooms.     We did not find a

need for 28 new middle school classrooms or o need to build
cT several elementary schools.     Ale also see the possibility
or phasing out   ! he portables c'   the elementary school' s with
a possible use at the middle school Level .     Buildino ..ct
several sites w'vuld cause much confusion,   cost.  many dollars,
and definitely ploy neoctively on our students during the
construction periods.

We realize the A'-;- SD-7C bcsed much of its study,  on The
requests provided by The Wallingford Board of Education;
The followino study sucoests several compromises to those
requests.

2



c Look At

C_. CSSROOA!  SPACE

N, idd l e School

Dog Homma' rskjold
Current use 92- 93

Academic wing  -   lst Floor

9  -  Sixth grade classrooms

1  -   IEP classroom  ( 9 students)'

1  -   IEP classroom.' ( 6 students )

one- half  'class  -  Social Worker

one- half class copy room/ book room/
special tutor

Academic wing  -  2nd Floor .

a  -  Seventh grade classrooms

1  -   L iorary
one- half class Reading teacher

one- half ` c l ass  -  AV/ Book room) Hea l t h.  Teacher Office

Academic wing  -  3rd Floor

10      £ iohth grade classrooms

1    -  EMP classroom  ( 5 students )

1 Computer classroom

one- half class  -   LD Teacher

one- holf.: class  - ` Enrichment class/ Book room

6 Unified Arts classrooms

1  -  Music room

1 Auditorium side classroom with of` ice user'  b)°  tutors

The school also has c main office,   teacher ' s roor,

nurse wing,   gymnasium and cafeteria.

3



A Look, At

LA SSR-jOM SPACE
Merle S hocl

Domes Moran
Current use 92- 93

Acodemic wing  -   
1st Floor

9 Sixth grade classrooms

I.EP classroom  ( 
13 students )

1 Health classroom

1 Social worker

R Classteacherone- half c / ass Reading

Academic wing  -  
2nd Floor

9  -  Seventh grade
classrooms

1  _   Library

1  -  Open classroom

Academic wing  -  
3rd Floor

o riohth orode
classrooms

1  -  
Computer room

1 half LD/ half Enricnmenutors and also workroom

1 Laroe room shared oy

6  -  Unified Arts
classrooms

1 Music Room

1       } EF classroom  ( 
12 students )

1 IEP ' classroom  ( 
7 students )

nurse

The school also has a mein o,`+` 
ice' teacher ' s room,,

ing,   gymnasium and core t er is

4-

XX



JacC ic/  Neecs

O0' 1 ONS

Middle Scno' ol

Several chanoes could be made immedictely as the middle
schools to free UP space.   Here is c list of some of he

possibilities.

7 .   In 92- 93 there are two IEP classrooms at Dag,   one with

nine students and one with six.   Moran has three IEP

classes,   one with 1. 3 students,   one with 12 and one with

seven.     You could move the Dag students to Moron and
double up two teachers in the some full classroom This
year that would amount To rive teacher' s for three

Classrooms with a total of 47 students or an average of

15. 66 students per class.

GAIN  -   TWO FULL CLASSROOMS AT DAG

2.   The Dog health reacher floats to the teams for class.
has his choice of two To three classrooms per period To
hold his class.     The Moran hea l' t hteacher has his own
classroom.   if the need arises,   he could float without c

grect deal of inconvenience.

GAIN  -  ONE FULL CLASSROOM AT MORAN

3.   Moron currently hcs three classrooms 7hC7 could be used

by The reoular academic track.   One is o two- room multi-
purpose

ulti-

purpose foc l iry that coulc'  be sect ioned off wi r,,  a curtc ',
Or temporary wall .

GAIN  -   TWO FULL CLASSP,OOPS AT M,ORAN  ( 3rd Floor )  and

Ota+r FULL CLASSP.00P  ( 2ne Floor)

4:.   The Dog  _`MR class  ( 5 students)  could be moved to one of
The open rooms at'  Moran.

GAIN  -  ONE FULL CLASSROOM AT DAG

5.   The Doc Socicl worker coule be moves+  to tnA Au- i, o.Piucr

Wing office onI the nalf classroom souk'  be used cs

computer room.

GAIN  -  ONE FULL CLASSROOM AT DAG

6.   Use portcbleS ct   <ne Middle Schools if necessary.

LATER   / A'  THIS PACKET/   YOU WILL FIND THAT FOU.;- T G     ! (

ir
CLASSPOOPS ' AT THE'  /: IDDLE SCHOOLS WOULD BE SU.- FICIEn' T

5



Q Look At

IEP PROGRAMS

in Detail

SCHOOL Students Served

Moses Y.   Beach 10

Cook Hill 7

Highland 8

Highland 11

Pond Hill 6

Stevens 8

Stevens 12`

7 CLASSROOMS 62 Students Served

The construction of the Yalesvlle project will allow the

system ` to maintain these IEP 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 Hommorskjold 9

Dag Hommorskjold 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 IEP programs.

1 .   Hire another IEP teacher and one aide.   This gives you an

average of 7, 8 students per teacher and aide.

2,   Elementary IEP 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,    if necessary at a later date..   They
used these in the middle schools for years.

4.   A large percentage  ( from 25 to 50 io)   in a,  o i ven year are

mainstreamed at least one or two periods per day.

5.   Using half a room with these numbers is already being

accomplished by L. D.   teachers.

6.   You can always change again to another idea.



A Look At

C;: A- cSROOM SPACE

l ement ar'y School

Moses Y.   Beach

Current use 92- 93

school has 21 regular classrooms plus two portables

23 classrooms'
1 IEP  ( 1" 0 students )

1 Art room

I Computer room  ( not full classroom)

Cook Hill

school has 21 regular classrooms plus four portables

23 classrooms

1 IEP  ( 7 students)
1 Computer room

Highland

school has 21regular classrooms plus six activity rooms

17 classrooms

1 Primary IEP  ( 8 students)

1 Interni.   IEP  ( 1' 1 students)

1 EMR  ( 10 students)

1 Computer room  ( not full classroom)`

1 Art Room

Pond Hill

school has 22 regular classrooms plus one portable

21 classrooms

1 IEP  ( 6 students)

1 Computer room  ( old teacher ' s faculty room)

Ronk Hill

school has 21 regular classrooms plus six activity rooms

18 classrooms'

1 Early Childhood  ( 15 students )

1 Preschool  ( 13 students)

1 Computer Room  ( not ful" l classroom)`

7



Elementary school   ( continued)

Stevens

school has 24 classrooms plus two portables

22 classrooms

1 Kinder.   IEP  ( 8)

1 Primary  ! EP  ( 12 students)

1Pre- K  ( 32 students)

1 Art Room

1 Computer room  ( in old BOE secretary room)

Parker Farms

school has 20 classrooms plus two portables

21 classrooms

1 Computer Room  ( in a portable)

8



Spacicl.  . eecs

OPTIONS

Elemen; ary , Scnool

Here is c list of elementary school possibilities.

1 .   Reopen Yalesville school adding 10 classrooms for a total

of 23 new'  classrooms for elementary

2.   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 gains three classrooms

POND HILL  -  ooins three classrooms

ROCK HILL  -  gains three classrooms

if you move Early Childhood and Pre- Scho('
programs you ga in'  at leasta fourth c lias,       m

STEVENS coins three classrooms

move PRE- K and coin fourth classroom

PARK FARMS  -   oains tnree classrooms

YOU GAIN 22 CLASSROOMS AND STILL HAVE AN OPEN CLASSROOM

AT YA LE SV I L Lr:'  SCHOOL

Comoine elementary LEP pr ooroms
Comoine BEACH,  ( ; 0students)  6, i h ' STEVENS  ( 12 students )

pu  , inc 22 students and two teachers in one class .

GAIN ONE CLASSROOM AT BEACH

Move K- ]-;' P  ( 8 students)  ,` rom Stevens to Yalesville

Combine COOK HILL  ( 7 students')  with HIGHLAND ( 8 students

primary and 11 students intermediate )  Three teacners for

two rooms at HIGHLAND

GAIN ONE CLASSROOM AT COOK HILL

9



TA8LE A

The followinginformation is a table comparing the births

reported in the NESDEC study and the findings of this

committee based on Wal / ingford births from the office of , the

Town Clerk.

YEAR NESDEC TOWN CLERK DIFFERENCE

1975 418 392 26

1976 418 396 22

1977 408 382 26

1978 391 368 23.

1979 440 409 31

1980 422 386 36

1981 456 416 40

1982'    455 432 23

1983 440'       415 2S

1984 498 469 29

1985 542 510 32

1986 520 473 47

1987 539 498 41

1988 564 508 56

1989 576 517 59

1990 574 522 52

1991 574 552 22

TOTALS S90

10
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AFLE B

he  ` o / IowIng tao / e   % s c I % s'   of rc' ios ccterm. inec by
cIV / CInc Gctucl b %r' h,r into kinderCcrten en,rollmen'   Five

VeIrs leer. his iS bCSed On he bir ? hs l ' ISiec   In  ; AB-' E 4

ens the vc / ic, it V of th'e historical data or the Moll inof'ord
Gudl iC Schools orcv %ded AIESDE b;°    he We   / inc ` ord Boorcl or
E^ uec' i on.

The year listed on the left is the school year with the

births Coming from live years earlier.   The most recent years

were used 10 compute a trend for future projections.

YEAR K- enroll . NESDEC ratio TOWN CLERK ratio

1985 409 969 1 . 059

1986 467 1 . 024 1 . 122

1987 456 1 . 006 1 . 060

1988 525 1 . 193 1 . 265

1989 646 1 . 307 1 . 361

1990 674 1 . 243 7 . 321

1491 622 1 . 796 1 . 315

The OWN CLERK rc, io tics been n, ore cons isten,   over r he

T ime  '` rome.   It'   is al-so obvious Thar the ra' to varies

and does noll snow a consislenr rise.

Note that The Town Clerk rciio is   ,more consist-en in

Tcbl e  ?  by The - omount or  . 32.2 to  . 332  ` or N` SDEC.   Also,
enrollment rat ios do not shop'  c consist en7 rise.   These

c' i--.s very up cnd down.

12
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TABLE C

The following is a table of future
projections for kindergarten

enrollments.   
Projections for NESDEC ' were taken from their

report.   Ratios were computed based

eon
their

repinttdebirths   '

and their projections.   
Notice a y

ratios.

Dur projections use the high end ratio with no

IJESDECI
dnd,

declineuntil

1996- 97.   Even without lowering the ratio as
committee projections are less in four of the five years'.

We found no need for
projections beyond five years since

it

is not at all
valid to predict births.  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 r

91- 92 522-   
622

92- 93 668 1 . 24 657 1 32

93- 94 693 1 . 23
671 1 . 32

94- 95 704 1 . 223
682 1 . 32

95- 96 704 1 , 223
689 1 . 32

718 1 . 30

96- 97 700 1 . 22

3



Source:   Fiscal indicator  -  State of Connecticut

YEAR ENROLLMENT FIVE- YEAR GROWTH  ( in p)

1962- 83 6507

1983- 84 6295

198u- 85 6078

1985- 86 5846

1986- 67
5954 decline by 8. 5 Fp

19e5- 86 5846

1986- 87 595u

1987- 88 5907

1988- 89 5886

1969- 90 5915 increase by 1 . 01   <p

The current economic Mmes and the cbove
historical look

ct school enrollment
indicate no population explosiin

on

ino` ord.

l



WALLINGFORD SCKOOL ENRO E.
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TOTAL ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS
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ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY GRADE

School Year 1<       1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1991- 95 701

1995- 96 659

1996- 97 576

1997- 90
570

1996- 99
559

J

1999- 00
553

2000- 0>1
556''

562
2001- 02



ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS
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TABLE D

The committee has already illustrated that the NESDEC ' numbers

may 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 for these teachers.   The committee realizes tha

teaches 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 SIZE

GRADE 92- 93 STAFF 93 94 95 96 97

K 17. 5 19. 8 20. 11 20. 11 20. 00 20- C

T 3 18. 33 18. 33 16. 66 16. 66 15. 0v

1 25 23. 12 23. 96 24. 36 24. 36 24. 24

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 24. 95'

5 23 18. 60 21 . 52 23. 30 21 . 21 22. 82

19



It is obvious to both the Issues Committee and NESDEC"

that'rredistricting has to be done.   In our study we wish to

provide some rough examples of the redistricting process.

EXPLANATION OF REDISTRICTING

I.   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 a/ /  preschool  ( ages O- u)  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

like for each school

checking preschool for a plan that will stand up to the

test of time

F.   Put final pian into practice

11.   A plan could be developed before the building plan is

complete to see the actual numbers.   
Administration could

prepare this plan.

The following two pages area
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.

2®



X.

cialoptions is some form of
One fact regardless of the spa
redistricting.     

This first table looks at a cor, plete

restructuring of the numbers given by NESDEC.     There was no

geographical
information available - at this time.   A close

look at all age groups would have to be done.     Here is a

comparison of teachers,   grade levels and class size for

the next several
years.

Year 93- 94 94- 95 95- 96 96- 97 97- 98 98- 99

Grade 1 578 599 609 609 606*      608*

Teachers 25  **      23. 12 23. 96 24. 36 24. 36 24. 24 24. 32

26 22. 23 23. 03 23. 42 23. 42 23. 30 23. 38

27 21 . 40 22. 18 22. 55 22. 55 22. 44 22. 51

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 . 84 22. 64 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

24 23. 00 20. 95 22. 54 23. 33 23. 75 23. 75

23 24. 00 21 . 86 23. 52 24. 34 24. 78 24. 78

Grade 4 500 541 493 530 549 559

Teachers 22  **       22. 72 24. 59 22. 40 24. 09 24. 95 25. 40

21 23. 80 25. 76 23. 47 25. 23 26. 14 26. 61

20 25. 00 27. 05 24. 65 26. 50 27. 45 27 . 95

Grade 5 428 495 536 486 525 544

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 24. 72

21 20. 38 2.3. 57 25. 52 23. 23 25. 00 25. 90

20 21 . 40 24. 75 24. 40

19 22. 52 26. 05 25. 68

These sections are based on birth
projections and not live

births.

Current staff 92- 93 which also denotes available space

CONCLUSION By redistricting and shuffling
staff,   you i

maintain class size.

2. 1



This table attempts to show a more geographical
redistricting

of the student
population.   The GROUP 1 Table totals the

pooulotions of Moses Y.   Beach,   Rock Hill ,   Pond Hill and Stevens

and ' builds class sizes and faculty accordingly.     
The GROUP 2

Table totals Cook Hill ,   Parker Forms and Highland.

Using 92- 93 school
totals there ore currently 71 classrooms

being used by GROUP 1 in grades one through five.     GROUP 2

is currently using 51 classrooms in grades one
through five.

Jf the population had been red istricted. for this year by those
two groups,   you will see below that you couldsave six

classrooms.

GROUP 1

GRADE 1 2 3 S

Students 292 309 306 263 278

Teachers 15 15 14 11 12

Class - Size 19. 4 20. 6 21 . 85 23. 90 23. 16

GROUP 2

GRADE 1

Students 226 248 205 18.3 192

Teachers 11 12 10 8 8

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
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Redistricting'

SOME CONCLUSIONS

1 .   NESDEC and the ISSUES COMMITTEE agree that redistricting

has to be done.

2.   Redistricting >should be investigated in greater`` detail

before all building has begun. '

3.   All necessary information for redistricting was not

available to the ISSUES COMMITTEE at this time.

4.   Redistricting : is not a popular issue but a necessary one.

5.   Our examples are not that different from a final report-

We attempted a rough example because the ISSUES COMM17

believed that our  'example was better than no example M

faced with this important issue.

1

e
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Educational Research

CLASS SIZE

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

Wallingford PublicPubl is Schools.   In any redistricting or reshuffling
of classes and programs we all realize that there maybe some

up and downshifts in class size.     That has been going on since

schools began.

We did feel that whether it be the NESDEC study or , that of the

ISSUES COMMITTEE,   questions about class size would ultimately

arise.  11/ e4/ 7 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 Magazine.

CONCLUSIONS

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 tochangesin class

size.   Other things equal,   40 students taught' together learn

about 5%  less than will 20. "

2.   Class size of 15 students or less is the first area that

shows significant improvement in student achievement.   But

this size class is cost prohibitive.

r:



A Look At

ELEMENTARY SPACE

in Detail'

Reopening Yalesville school adding 10 classrooms and complete

Redistricting shows the following
spacial needs

Classroom space available at eight
schools. . . . . . . .       . . 

184

Classrooms grades 1 to 5 to year 2000. . . . . . . . . • • . . • • • •
125

Classrooms for K and DK to year 2002. .
18

Current IEP rooms maintained. '. . .
7

Current Transitional maintained. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

EMR class.    

Chapter One Pre- K,   Early Childhood,   
Preschool .

Library at Yalesville. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1

Computer Rooms  ( Five schools have other
rooms. . . . . . . . . .     3

Music/ Art Combination classroom. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Three schools already have an art room)

TOTALS

Classroom Space Available  ( Regular Classrooms). . .      184

Classrooms needed above. . .. . . . . .
169'

15

Classrooms still available. . . . .
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TABLE E

The following table is a look at Middle School enrollments,

staffing 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 Hammarskjold 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 94 95 96 97

6 Students 469 430 497 539 490

18 26. 0 23. 88 27. 61 29. 94 27. 22

19 24. 68 22. 63 26. 15 28. 36 25. 78

20 23. 45 21 . 50 24. 85 26. 95 24. 50

7 Students 443 474 434 502'<       51j4

18 24. 61 26. 33 24. 71 27. 88 30. 22

19 23. 31 24. 94 22. 84 26. 42 28. 63

20 22. 15 23. 70 21 . 70 25. 10 27. 20

8 Students 410 439 469 430 497

19 21 . 57 23. 10 24. 68 22. 63 26. 15
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Middle School Class Size Table continued:

GRADE TEACHERS 97- 98 98- 99 99- 00 00- 01 01- 02

6 Students 490 528 547  .      556 556

20 24. 50 26. 40 27. 35 27. 80 27. 80

21 23. 33 25. 14 26. 00 26. 47 26. 47

22 22. 27 24. 00   • 24. 86 25. 27 25. 27

7 Students 544 495 533 552 562

20 27. 2 24. 75 26. 65 27. 6 28. 1

21 25. 90 23. 57 25. 38 26. 28 26. 76

22 ' 24. 72 22. 50 24. 22 25. 09 25. 54

8 Students 497 539 490 528 546

20 24. 85 26. 95 24. 50 26. 40 27. 30

21 23. 66 25. 66 23. 33 25. 14 26. 00

22 22. 59 24. 50 22. 27 24. 0 24. 81
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Using the NESDEC projections and the class size averages

computed in TABLE E and its continuation,   we can draw the

f011oa' ing staffing conclusions

GRADE STAFF MEMBERS PER YEAR

6 93- 94 94- 95 95- 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 64 64

Current 55 2 1 2 4 5 9 9

According to the options discussed in our study,   we could

get by with the current Dag Hammarskfold and Moran buildings
until 1998- 99.     Class sizes would be normal   ( 25 or less)  until

that time.

You 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.

L8
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The ISSUES COMMITTEE wanted to consider Program Enhancement

when doing this study.   We were concerned with not reducing

opportunities for our Wallingford students.   For this,:   we

consulted tr;e Master Plan prepared by Or.   Cirosuolo and

found that we would not be eliminating Program Enhancement.

Master Plan  -  Elementary

1993- 94

1 .   Expand before and after school program  -  NO NEW ROOM

2.   Add one librarian NO NEW ROOM

3.   Review and make decisions on early childhood structure
NO NEW ROOM

1994- 95

1 .   Expand before and after school program  -  NO NEW ROOM

2.   Add one librarian NO NEW ROOM

3.   Develop revised' instructional structure  -  NO NEW ROOM

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 .   Complete implementation of time study  -  NO NEW ROOM    -

CONCLUSION  -  Our proposal does not impact elementary
MASTER PLAN



ft

Master Plan  -  Middle School

1993- 9

1 .   Implement Advisor- Advisee  -  NO NEW ROOM,

2.   Implement In- school suspension  -  NOT NECESSARY'  TO DEVOTE

A FULL CLASSROOM AT EACH SCHOOL FOR THIS PURPOSE.

1994- 95

1.   Review grouping practices NO NEW ROOM

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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X.

X.

paclal Needs Study
ONCLUSIONS

his committee makes the following statements after extensive
turfy 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 1 , 599

82- 83 1 , 592

83- 84 1 , 545

84- 85 1 , 409

The NESDEC'  projections are as follows

93- 94 1 , 322

94- 95 1 , 343

95- 96 1 , U00

96- 97 1 , 1471

97- 98 1 , 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 NESDcC study.   The

cafeterias handledthese students in the post.

2.   Projections beyond five years are not valid.     They are
based on children that are not even born.     Building projects'
con be done in three years wn i cn leaves you with no reason

To project past five years,   updated each year.

3.   If Yalesville school is reopened there will be c minimum

of 23 new elementary classrooms without combining any
special pr-ograms.   Combining special' programs will add even

more new classrooms.

4.   Glass size is really not inflated into the future.   Tables

have shown that class size remains stable even with current

staffing.     There is an assumption that  -11 classrooms for

ART and MUSIC may not be available and chose teachers would

continue to  ` loaf .   Then again,   there may be space if you

redistrict or make Yalesvi' lle a Kindergarten center.'

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

6.   Portables could probably be phased out ct some elementary
schools and used as needed.

7.   Rev istrict ino a$'  middle schools may have to be done or you

may hove to move special programs from Dag to Moran.

8.   All this is assuming that the community would rather keep
the current grade setup in the Wallingford schools.
Otherwise,   there are other plans o'  reoroanization 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 Po / ic;•  and Management,   we show-  a future

downward trend in school population and not a student

population explosion.

WALLINGFORD SCHOOL SYSTEM TRACKING FIGURES

State Department of Education

Enrollment Year School Pop.      Town Students

1970 8, 963 8, 939

1980 7, 324 7, 200

1965 6, 009 5, 919

1989- 90 5, 937

1990- 91 6, 047

WA L L I NGFORD SGHOO L STAFF
Public Expenditure Council

Tyoe 1980 1985 1990

Classroom 368 320 335

Special Ed 32 34 34

Vocational 40 39 37

Support 23 23 23

Administration 23 20 25

TOTALS 506 436 454

PRE- SCHOOL POPULATION TRENDS

Office of Policy and Management

Year Pre- School Population Ages 0- 4 Projections

1990 2, 590

1995 2, 660

2000 2, 450

2005 2, 180
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X.

9.   Cost estimates- based on NdSDEC study by the Board of
Education.

Board Request

a.   Reopen Ya l es v i l l e School 6 million
b.   Add 9 Classrooms to El em. 1 . 8 million
c. ; Add 28 Middle School Class.     $ 5. 7 million

Enlarge Cafeteria

TOTALS 13. 5 million

Issues 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 for its students as well as:

1 .,  Save  $ 7. 5 million on the project
2..  Save YalesJille School which could be used by the down

in the  -future ifenrollment declines
3.   Have more time to study enrollment and make changes,

if necessary,   by examining ' a constant ;.,  FIVE- YEAR

projection based on ` actual births.
4.   Use the savings to make town improvements such as

Simpson School and Community Pool that would benefit

the entire community.
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By Tommy Tomlinson

f anything about education has ever Risk, provided an opportunity to argue for! wall-
seemed self-evident,  it is that smaller er classes as part of a general program of w:hool

classes mean better teaching, and, conse-     improvement. Advocates have not missed their

quently, more learning. That a relationship ex.     chance. California, Indiana, Tennessee, and

ists between class size and.student achievement Texas have developed legislative peckages de-
is a

e-

is. a virtually unchallenged premise.     signed to reduce class size, and at last count 14

Arguments about class size and its relation-     other states and tl•   District of Columbia had t

ship to the intellectual and social growth of chil-     taken or were contemplating steps to pare the
dren have been heard since the Ancient Greeks.     average class size in their schools.

But only in the past 50 yewsof American educa-
tion has the subject received serious and scien-     

Sky- High Costsstudy.  Despite substantial efforts to
establish' the link, the educational benefits that Reducing class size is an expensive endeavor l

would offset the higher costa of smaller classes and, despite claims of enthusiasts, the benefits of

have been difficult to prove.' Nonetheless, many this strategy are, at best, uncertain. The follow-
ing examples of initiatives under way in a num-

f 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 instructora." The state' s Director of

General Instruction called Murphy' s statement
great news," even as he acknowledged that the

J state faced " big teacher shortages" and would

have to step up its already intense recruitment
fix       r°1/ 1 campaign. Meanwhile, the state' s legislative i

states have recently considered reducing class budget office estimated that it would cost be-   

sitt
size as part of their programs for school improve-     tween$ 200 million and$ 300 million annually to

ment, and the debate about the issue has inten-     reduce the ratio in all five grades, and that it

lied.  Lower pupil/ teacher ratios have would require increasing the number of elemen-
substantial cost consequences, and the alleged tary teachers by one- third.
benefits for students are not the only interests to Second, South Carolina has required districts .
be served with more than 9, 000 students to reduce the size

The wave of reform and the quest for excellence of their language arts and mathematics classes

triggered by the National Commission on Excel-     in grades 7 to 12 from 28 to 25 pupils per teacher.

lence in Education' s 1983 report, A Nation ct The state School Boards Association estimates

that this will require hiring 227 teachers in 21

Mr. Tomlinson is a staff researcher for the Office of
school districts at a cost of $5. 6 million in addi.

Educational Research and Improvement at the U.S.     tional salaries.  Another  $ 3. 7 million will be

Department of Education. needed to pay for added space,

84ptembor 19U 11
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Evidence to date, from research reducti::, urging affiliates to' seel, ar optimum

and practice, does not generally class sizeof 15 students."

support 8 policy Of Limiting class Assume, for the moment, that the basic concept'

size in order'  to raise Student is correct— smaller is better.  One may still
achievement

wonder why the number 15 was picked. Why not
10? Or 20? Or 30? VV-hat evidence' supports the
assertion that 15 students, or for that matter any

Despite these costs, marry=elates- and localities fixed : amber of students. . s' the " cptimum" class
educa•     size? optimum according to what (criteria? Stu-

are determined to improve the quality of
tional practice through class size reductions-.     

dent achievement? Cost? Workload?

Threats to public support by querulous legisla•       When champ

ofistudentons
of anhievemaller

en
es cbe

theyuau-

lars and sky- high costs are balanced by the pow.     the benefits

erful intuitive appeal of the idea'. But ' citizens ally cite, the research of Gime Glass and Mary
and their representatives deserve' more than in.     Lee Smith. Their studies allow that, first, when

tuition to back up a ' very expensive
educational there are between 20 and 40 students in a class,

policy. Accordingly, claims about class size and student achievement remains largely insensitive

the evidence offered on their behalf will be to changes in class size. Other things equal, 40
examined.

students taught together will learn about 6% leas

than will 20.

Second, 15 studenta— the NEA' s " optimum"

The Current' Debate number—is the class size that first provides a

Following publication of A Nation at Risk, edu-     significant improvement in student achievement

cation rose in visibility , and political aignifi-     
that is statistically defensible ( see table 1, next

canoe, and the argument about smaller
classes page). So, according to these findings, a

took a dramatic tum. Some states began propos-     whose size alone could reliably improve stunp

ing to reduce average class size by a few students performance 10% or more would contain no more

as a means of improving student
achievement than 15 students. Since an average class size

and attracting greater numbers of
qualified today is about 24 students, 

almost a 40% reduc-

teachera.  Few teachers disagreed.  Indeed,     tion would be required to gain about a 10% Un-

through their largest professional
association,     

provement in learning. ' Currently, no state

the National.'Education Association ( NEA), they policy, pending or enacted, meets this standard.
Reducing class size to 16 would involve im•

mense costs. In 1986, for example, a reduction of

What You Should' Knave the national average for regularly convened
classes from 24 to 23 pupils would have required

pry+       almost 73, 000 more teachers and 5 billion addi•

Manitmna and Comine tional dollars, not counting the expenses of build-
ing more classrooms. Reducing the average class
to 20 students would require over 335, 000 more

Get the latest official information on the
hazards of these so- Balled recreational

teachers at an added ; 22. 8 billion. At 16 stu•

dents,' 1 million extra classroom teachers would
drugs.  Send for our newly updated be needed and added cal . b rlczo t.o $ 69 billion.

16- poge report. Available now.   Furthermore, the required number of teachers
and the costs of their employment would con-

Send $ 2. 00 to: Consumers' Research tinue up each year as salaries increased and as
Publications Deportment more teachers were hired just to keep pace with
800 Maryland Ave., N. E.      

increased enrollments.
Washington, D. C. 20002

Why should schools, at such great expez

Name:   
duce class size to 24 or 20 or even fewer st
if, as ' Glass and Smith indicated, little in .

Address:
ment can be expected so long as classes exceed 16
students? Couldn' t the same or better' effects be

cltylstatelzip: 
achieved far more economically' by improving in•
structlonal practice,  

instructional technology,

pruoh sores 0,, 03061e for bu4 order. 
qualitythe ualit of textbooks or the training of teach.

ers? Futhermore, if the average class contains 24

12 Consumers' Resasrch

i
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students, then money released by increasing ar-       " Reducing the average Class to 20
erage class size a few more ( not to mention many students Mould require over
more) pupils, could pay for substantial invest- 335, 400 more teachers at an udd-
ments in alte'rnative methods of school improve
menu without materially reducing student

ed  $ 22. 8 billion.  At  5 studentr,

achievement.       1 million extra classroom teach-
ers would be needed and added

Sifting the EYidence
costs Close to $69 billion."

State policymakers are frequently told that a
redu^ tion of a few students per class, especially Perhaps more important, test scores are recog-

at the elementary level, will lead to an increase nized and accepted by the,`public- as an index of
in student achievement as well as improved school performance. ; Indeed, the public gauges

working conditions for teachers. while the latter the educational quality of their schools, their

may well be true, it is nonetheless important to state and the nation as a whole from the results

establish whether students in fact learn better in of standardized testa, and it is from these tests

smaller classes and whether they will do so as an that they will seek the benefits of 'smaller
aggregate and on a statewide basis. Therefore, it classes. Let us look first at student achievement'

is necessary and worthwhile to examine evi-     levels in an area of steadily declining pupil/

dence other than the controlled and compara.     teacher ratios.

tively small research studies reviewed by Glass Standardized test scores, with rare exceptions,

and Smith.       declined over the two decades prior to 1980. The

In this case, the association between statewide decline was observed on virtually all Stan-

average class size and standardized achievement dardized tests of academic aptitude and achieve-

test scores is described. This relationship is ment, in all grades, among many different strata

crude at best, but there is little alternative.     of students, in many subjects, and in every re-

While standardizedteat scores may not measure gion. Not surprisingly, this phenomenon caused

what has happened in a classroom between Stu•     great concern. Many theories about the qualities

dent and teacher, they do tell us tn what extent of the schools were offered to explain it, but none
the general academic goals of schooling are be-     have fully accounted for the phenomenon. Most
ing met.  recently it has •'•been arg-ued that the declines
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ranked 18th.      9wedm' j1vt,'" r' ir%.r . a• 1D0 :- . t> 96 C 2d„ d, rr Zl t   •.

It is of course, theoretically      : r:       !.x   :.  : or.%    c Y.    res'• r_    _

ossible that Japanese x 04vnirFAMr* wNeMWfbMWMCA

pMooed}'""
u" t

would be even      }' sem rnoersQ for i” 00W for 6 an soda a, VI- 1 MW
achievement p„    sonna'     , ti
greater if classes there were     ,,,,: av°   < udvz: tr•-c.     w .     ! !•,. y:, f; t°`'^ x7'" ''

smaller. Even so, international

averages provide little support for the thesis that sestina before steps; are taken to reduce class

smaller classes produce higher achievement,     size. For example, improving teachers' instruc-

Both the best and worst scores come from nations tional competecice will also lighten their work

with the same relatively large class size, while load by helping them to perform more effectively

nations with the smallest classes are as likely to in the ' classroom. Furthermore, to the extent

be found near the bottom as near the top of the that learningdepends on instructional quality,

achievement' rankings. This evidence is entirely improved teacher competence will also raise stu•

consistent with the domestic US. findings: there dent achievement. Strengthening instructional

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

competence is consistent with the crowing trend

smaller classes as a school improvement meas-     to professionalism and with the creation of the

ure. Nevertheless, the cost of reducing average
National Board for Professional Teaching Stan-

class size by even a few students is very large dards as recommended in A Nation Prepared°
and, of itself, the measure is not likely to en•     Teachers for the 21st Century.

hancesschool outcomes. Certainly, enhancing the status and, im
Evidence to date, from research and practice,     teachers by improving their ability to meel

does not generally 'support a policy of limiting er standards' of competence will produce greater

class size in order to raise student achievement
educational returns for all parties than will cost

or to improve the quality of worklife for teachers;     ly strategies to reduce workload by reducing the
nor does it justify small reductions in pupil/     cite of the task. 35

leacher ratios or class size in order to enhance
student achievement.  This report is excerpted from a U. S. Department of

Given the high costs and uncertain benefits,      Education report " Class Size and Public Policy: Politics
there are other strategies that deserve consid-      and Ponactas•'•
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Interesting
Developmentson

lass S= e

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.

TiE ISSUE of class size has laced to the composition of classes —    attention on class size in grades K- 3.
enerated considerable debate particularly class size and the increased Some local school' districts have also be-

mong researchers and prat academic and emotional needs of stu-    gun to study variables associated with-
tioners.  It seems intuitively dents  —  head the list as a source of reductions in class size.

logical that dramatically smaller classes teacher dissatisfaction and concern.",

one teacher to approximately 15 stu-    Meanwhile, the findings from studies of

should influence the teaching/    class size have been vigorously debated TEE RESEARCt1

tg process in positive ways. In in the literature.   Early studies of class size concentrat
some parents elect to send their Despite the significant amount of at-    ed on reducing classes from 40 students.:.

children to private schools because of tcntion that class size has already rc-    to between 35 and 30 students; But a'
the smaller classes that make individualceived, the issue is still alive and well —    meta- analysis of the research on class

attention more available. Most teachers especially as it relates to the early years size, conducted by Gene' Glass and his
will jump at the chance to enumerate the of schooling. Some observers believe colleagues,  showed that little gain in
benefits to both teachers and students of that smaller classes in grades K- 3 could achievement could be expected by re
smaller classes. Class size hasbeen a be a key factor in improving U. S. edu-    ducing class size; from 40 students to
continuing issue in negotiations between cation. But two stumbling blocks keep even as few as 25.' Glass and others`

teachers and school boards,  and the the reformers from seriously consider-    did suggest, however, that a substantial
need to attend to class size remains a ing a substantial reduction of teach-   reduction in class' size - to about 15
popular topic for discussion in educa-    cr/ pupil ratios in the early grades; First,    students  -  would be likely to yieldr'
tion organizations.  As Milbrey Mc there is no conclusive evidence to con-    higher levels of achievement.
Laughlin. and her colleagues noted in a wince funding agencies'  that smaller Thus researchers are currently study
recent Kappon article, - Problems re classes would' be a highly productive ing classes' with pupil/ teacher ratios in:

use of their funds. Second, the public the neighborhood of 15: 1.. The%-are also
HELEN ' PATE Bit/ N  ( Tennessee State schools lack the money;,to pay for the focusing on variables that' carlicr studies

University Owpter) is an associate profes-    additional teachers,  space,  materials,    marked for future research.
sod of educational administration at Tennes-    and other expenses that smaller' classcs Last vear,  researchers in Chicago
sec Sate University. Nashville, where she

Class
would necessitate.  In the eomprrnm ttition studied goveent- funded kindergar

Ercellenee C. M. ACHILLES( University
directs the Class Site Study for the Center
ofersfryof

for limited school resources,  smaller ten classes in more than 100 schools,

Tennessee ' Chapter) is coordinator of field classes in the primary grades are not a most of which serve low- income fami

services with the Bureau of Educational Re'.    high priority.   lies. The classes varied in size and in

search and Service, College of Education,      However, two states Indiana and duration ( full day or half day). The re
Universiry or Tennessee. Rnozville.     Tennessee — have fe_ usrd ea:: sidcrnble searchers found that " thc strongest in
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School DRYS ( Conarxied)

they do on the specific class size,       
results on standardlzcd tears.    Ing one she a film while the other

Studies indicate that the most      • The student mix In a class has works with a handful o( studcnts.

negztive impact of large Cass size h been proven to be a morc Important if resources no not permit small

felt when classes h2ve more than 35 mriabic than the total student enroll classes or if tr..- particular class has a

or 40 children, and the most positivc
mint. If the class has several truu•   dysfunctional mix, parents may have

effect results when classes are rc•   bled learners, or even one severely to supplement vrhooling with extra

duccd to 15 or fewer, a size that is disturbed child, the tcachcrt atten•   help at home : nd make sure their

rare in public schools cods}'.     tion will be focused accordingly.   children pardclpatc in mor: enrich.

a In one comprehensive review of Conversely. the presence of a few' en-   Ing activities outside school. Coordi•

77 studies of Class size, it was con-   thusiastic learners can stimulate nate this with ciasswork through rcg-

cludcd that reducing class, size to the both the teacher and the whole class.   ! liar teacher contact.

range of 20 to 40 students had onl}? a As a concerned parent, you can, at

Helping with homework.slight impact on 2chlcvcment as the elementary level, urge that your P g
measured by standard tests. Hoa-   school schedule the smallest cUS.Scs

ever, It %-as also found that both affordable. Elementary classes T keep getting mixed signals

teachers and students strongly prefer should be kept below 2 maximum of•      from my daughter' s school

smal' lcr classes. It is just common 30 pupils. Sear in mind th2t with the on whether parents should

sense that pupils can receive more
finzncial pressures on most schools,   help with hornework. to one

individualized 2ttcndon and teach-   small classes may come only through hand, we are encouraged to

Ing time In them. This 2d,,-Antagc may persistent parent advocacy ( and ac•   
show regular' Interest In our

not show up on every achievement
t] vc support of increased taxcs chlid' s assignments, but on the

test but will have a strong Impact Tt2chcr aide or' possibly parent other hand, my daughter' s sec-

over several ycars.' The benefits oc•   volunteers can somctlmcs team up and- grade teacher tells the

cur in relation to the development of with teachers, to. permit grouping elm very firmly,' Do your ovn

personal and socl; l competence,-  chUdren' Into stnaller. urdts for spc-   work!" Should I help her,

self-confidence, and the abWry to be.   cif c aedvitics. Tewning teachers of-   shouldn' t I help her?

come 2 self-directed iearner. Thew,  fcrs similar possibilities. Two teach-

competencies In thclong run' arc crs in adjoining- rooms can- some
Parcnts* 2nd teachers both have

more pawrrful than the short- term times combine talents, such as hav real problems with this Lcsue. Schools
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m4..®    ra^$. ra'"_ JCI Cz p'.^.= 7ij_-: ert Pr37ec' M_ Cns   :..s as  --  ecr=j e

rCC' S$  = Ce i  ' '=    rC. CO_      Caen aare ,

Some a,--    : e factors to  '--e con s ; tiered  _ a s erco=-_  oer__'_    - o

a  '' own o.  ' wd' l_:.Co JLC  __ 2 _,   SLG''' mi all_r  '_ t S'  ^ ODllldt . oP.    _ ze,

ace COGi^ Os_ r_ On,   41OUS .. nq un,'     Cmowth,   1_ ere data,   et^      '-,.
c.

st sect- an of tbLe report deals wing

Unless otherwise  ; acted,   all data are based upon t e federal

census data of 1970,   1980 and 1990 . )

The ooculauon of the Town" of  Ǹalling= ord is c.: rren- 1T1

1' 4%  higher th.an It was in 1970 .     in contrast,  duriag that same

twenty year period,   the ooaulations or the State of Connec- icuz

and New Haven County grew by only 8% .   ( Table 1/ Graph 1 )

In termsof pooulation under the age of 18-,   the Town,

the Sate and the County all have very similar numbers   ( Just

under ` 1/ 4 of the poculati on) ,  although Wal l i igford' s"  rate o

deciine in this area is considerably higher than either the

County or the State.    Wall i g-_f' ord' s poculation i1 terms or median

age is acoroximately 1 year older than either the County or t: e

State .     ( Table 2/ Grath 2 )

Table 3 shows a growth pattern in building perm= ts

issued similar to those of most New England communities-- heavy

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

abruptly._

This growth is shown c9amulatively in Table 4 which also

shows` a decline in the number of oersons per dwelling unit,  a

bhenomenon which is caused pri:rnarily by the growth in the number

of single person households .    With the housing growth raze ex-

1

X.



V.

t

Ce cr

ewer ceoc ' e  ". c Cc ar

en l:.^. d^  Gv S e; ,: er  =-.e State of
e o.  = es_ d tj peg e    -     

e County  ( whose numbers nave been
identical   _ n erc::

census Vea s )       ( Table 4 fGrana 3 )

T', e da= a On ace c' P_C national orig? n snow  " eVl    ^
CeOr r.

paving  : ar Lower percentages of non-
rhites and Hispanicsi' sn

population than does either the County or the State,   although

minor_ t1r copu;lat_ons are increasing in all three'  geo5v aph i c
units .     (Table 5/ Graph 4)

Given the decline in that portion of the pooulation,

ander the age of 18 it is not surprising to ° see declines in the
percentage of tae population enrolled in the public schools .      _.

ford' s population was enrolled in
1970,   just over 1/ 4 of Walling

the public schools;  by 1990 ,   the number had fallen to apvroxi-

mately 1/ 7 of the
copulation,   a sl ahtly higher number than that

for the State as " a whole.     (
Table 6 )

The same kind of ..demographic change can be seen in the

decline in the numbers of students per dwelling unit,   with well-

ingford' s students per unit declining from 1 student in every 1 . 2

dwellilig units
in 1970 to 1 student in every 2. 7 uP_-' ta  '' n 1990 -

ly higher figure than that of the State.Aga—in,   this is a slight

Table 7

There has been substantial growth in the numbers of live

births to residents over the past 15 years , ( Table 8/ Graph 5 ) .

These increases have al- eady contributed to higher Kindergarten

enrollments and should push K enrollments even higher over the

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

7



tia Cumu,,  . r_ve  ==-' C  of v° Ose  _. C= eaSer  _- --

rc  ' 5_ Ce.^. 5 SitOWia  _    C'-
va      : C.  

e poculat_ On under 7- In®  ace of Table 9 )     _     _ S

0L S r7l'  =5-:" a o also see  ?: c_ eases  :.^_  those a es_ Cents Oemwee.^_

e ages Of      _?".   ( t=ie ace groua whicl  ' 
nciudes   _.. e

flabV boomers" e
te age cohor`  to wham most babies Zee Or'.

Th-is l$ tter grow-­ 1-  should Serie to keep bl. r-.I numbers dt 7re5z.^. r

levels for t^e next few years -
before the  " baby boomers "  are

reoiaced in the childbearing years by a much smaller generation.

Table 9 also shows that tie fastest growing secment of

wat ? ingford s population is the group over the age of 614

Waiiingi.ord° s population is arojected to increase by

over 8%  by the turn of the century,   a substantially hicher rate

Of growth than that projected for either the State or the` comnu-

nit es Of the South Central Planning
Region as a whole.     ( Table

10 )

r;



S w Tr OF CONNECT_ C: T .

vOP( J    _'° ON V0 . ryCRE-'MSc.     sN' C   - S"

9970 3 , 032, 217

1980 3 , 107 , 376 75 , 359 2 . 5%

1990 3, 287, 116 i79 , 5 a 3 . BS

NEW FAVEN COUNTY

POPGL.A.TTON NO . INCREASE      %   INCREASE

1970 744, 948

1980 761, 337 16 , 389 2 . 2%

1990 804, 219 42, 882 5 . 6%

TOWN OF WALLINGrOR. D

DOPUI:  ^' iON 40. INCREASE
NCR- EASE

1970 35, 714

1980 37 , 274 1, 560 4 . 4%

9 . SSS
1990 40, 822 3, 548

4
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RATE OF POPULATION GROWTH
1970— L990

t

n 10''

E

Z

r

0
1970 1950 1990

YEARS

Tow-.,4 COUL TY   } STATE
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a:

s.

OF  ? Opu-l-AT_ ON UNDER T- D AGE OF 13

NO .   UNDER 18 UNDER 18 MED I- L,Y  - G^

9970 1, 020 , 959 33 . 7%     29 . 1

1980 822, 919 26 . 3% 32

1990 749 , 381 22 . 3%     34 . 4

NEW HAVEN COUNTY

NO.  UNDER 18 UNDER 18 uED LAS AGE

1970 245 , 350 32. 9%   29 . 3

1980 196, 954 25 . 9% -     32

1990 182 , 618 22 . 7%     34 . 2

TOWN OF WAILL 1NGr ORD;

NO.  UNDER 18 UNDER.  18 MEDIAN  - A-GE

1970 12, 968 36 . 3%       28 . 1

1980 10, 013 26 . 9%       32 ., 4

35 . 4
1990 9 , 406 23 . 0%

6



Cr,t r    _

PERCENT OF POPULATION UNDER 18
1970— 1990

eta

5

z,

30

20
1980

1990

1970
YEARS

TOWN COUNTY   — jr— 
STATE

7
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St"DU S IX-FDU S

r 75 60 16

70 132 58

r.77 133 2

F' r78 196 2

F71779 21- 9 205

FY 3 0 121 62

F'_r8i 75 ad

vg2 87

FV84 216 100

r-r85 227 275

Y86 234 173

aY87 252 335

F' 88 127 316

FY89 124 tag

FY9 0 81 j o

OT. 91 104 o

FY92 39 1- 7   ( t:>ru Dec . )

Source:    Of= ice of t e Building T_nsoector

SrDU  =  Single gamily Dwell- i --,IgUnit;
M.FDU  =  Mul idle Family Dwelling Univ,.



OF

PERSONS PER

TO .  OF DwELLI G UNL IT5
DwELL1NG UNIT

9i0 981, 603
3 . 1

j980 1, 153 , 884 2 . 7

1990 1, 320, 850 2 . 3

NEW  ' r_a VE` T COUNTY

PERSONS PER

N0.  OF DW L , ILiG UN2TS DWEL- ING"  - N

1970 242, 851 3 . 1

1980 287 , 184 2 . 7

1990 327 , 079 2 . 5

TOWN OF WALL-AINGFORD

PERSONS PER

NO.  OF DWELLING GNITS DWELL ING G—Lq T

1970 10, 612 3 . 4

1980 13 , 215 2 . 8

1990 15 , 936
2 . 6

9



CRAP

PERSONS PER DWELLING UNIT
1970— 1994

a

z 3. j

v    .
Y

Z

3.,

3. 1

z    .9

N  . S

0 7. 7

C 7, 6
N'

1

1980
1990

1970
YEARS

a-- TOWN COL'-LN" TY  — t— STATEE

10



A110  _ e C`: V':' eGE OF NON- WH_ 11  ] C r'''   ^_ eOrf

5. 7A`T OF CONNECT?-CT-^:

SPANK 5

OTHER NON-; i'r_IT'= OR, G= V 35A_-

oL any  _ ace)

9' 70 2 , 835 , 458 181, 177 3 , 074 b . 5`    N/ A

198' 0 '   2, 799 , 420 21 7 , 433 90 , 723 9 . 9 124, 499

1990 2, 859 , 353 274, 269 153 , 494 13 . 0%       213 , 116 6 .

NEW HAVEN COU'Nrr,Y

H 15PAN i C

WFT,- v 3LACT OTHER NON-; 1FiI' r'E ORIGIN HIISPALNIC

Or any race)

19701 684, 743 36 , 630 3, 575 8'-• ? N/?

1980 673 , 877 67, 488 19 , 972 11 . 55 41 , 406 5 . 43

1990 687 , 491.  82, 011 34, 717 14 . 5% 71 , 575

OWN OF WALLING OR  :

SP Nic

rel-ti? TE°    3LACX OTHIER NON- WHITE 8R---, GIN HISPANIC

of any  = ace)

1970'  35 , 509 124 81 0 . 6%  N/ A

1980 1980 36, 645 261 371 1 . 75 892 2 . 4%

1990 39, 652 412 758 2 . 9%       1, 316 3 . 2%

11



PERCENT OF NON -- WHITE POPULATION
1970- 1990

0

Z'

n

z l0

0

1970.`    1980 1990

YEARS

TOWN       __,_ COUNTY STATE

12



OF K- 122 N CC1 2—!U rI_ .  to       '--_

STATE OF

PTJPLaC    *       3 K- 12 ENR.

12 IN

02ULAT' l0N 5NR0LNT OPTBL:?"' eON C AvGE

1970 3, 032 , 217 662 , 205 21 . 8

1980 3 , 107 , 575 534, 283 17 . 2%   21 . 3%

X990 3 , 287 , 115'     462 , 004 14 . 1

CT State Dept .  ® i Ecucatlon

TOWN OF WALLINGFORD

PUBLIC  * I K- 12 E,NR

K- 12 IN

POPULATION ENROLLMENT POPULATION      %  DECLINE

9,1970 35, 714 042 25 . , E

1980 37 , 274 6 , 500 17 . 4% 31 .!%

1090 40, 822 5 , 909 14 . 3% 16 . 6%

0" 1 ce off the suuerlatende_^_t and State Dept .   O.   .'; ucatl_0r,

1,

i,



y
i

X.

T:^BLi

TITuBERS OF

7 STUDENTS DWE% L- NG  (. NIT

S- zTc OF CONECS'=C- T:
7 OF

rJBLC 12

F-GUS: NG K-? 2

STTJDENTSUNL
y

ITS
E NROLL.MMNT ER UNIT

1970
981 , 603 662 , 205 0 . 67

a.       

1980 1, 138 , 884 53 . , 283 0 . 46 31 .

462, 004 0 . 35 4 . y %

1990 1, 320, 850

CT State Dent .  os Education

TOWN OF 4vALLiNGFORD

OF UBLC x_ 12

NOUS TNL G K- 12 STUDENTS

UNITS'      
ENROLLMENT UN T% DEC:- INE

970 10, 6, 12 9 , 042 0 . 85

1980 13, 216 6 , 500 0 . 49 2 . 3%

909 D 37 24 . 5%

1990 15, 936

14



TO R`_' S _ n7NTS
V

9- 1 7

975 418

1977 408 4 .

1978 39?

1979 440

980 422

i981 456

1982
45554

1983 440

1984 498

x985 542

1986 520

1987 539 48

1988 564

1989 576

Source:    CT Decar- lent of Healthth Ser ices

E TE OF C: IANGs :     9%  increase between first taro averaces ;   21%  be-

reea second two.     State of Connecticut birch chances  _ or the

same time periods were  + 11%  and  + 15%,   respectsvele.

15



GRAPE 5

LIVE BIRTHS TO RESIDENTS
1975- 1989

6; 0

600

n

550:

G 500'
cn

450

Z

400

3-50

75 76 77 78 79 80 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89

YEARS
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1980 L990
7970

OF
OF 0=

rOrr.*s:.     iLi  c R TOTS i NU.4s E'z 0n,._

0- 4 3078 9%       21- 7 63 281a

9890 28%       7850"       21 6588

5- t7

18- 24 3314 9%       4123
3477 9

25- 44 9068 25%     10671 29%     14051 345

45- 54 4415 12%       4280 1i %       4427 11%

55- 64 2972 8%       3967 11%       3692 9%

65+     3077 9%       4220 11 5769 f 41

TOTAL 357 1_ . 4 100 5 37274 5`00 40822 100%

p ERC3NTAGE CHANGE,   1980 TO 1990

TOT_A

Under 5. ' s
31

5 ' s  - 17 ' s
15

18 ' s- 44 ' s 185

45 ' s- 64 ' s
21%

63 ' s  +   
37%

P

17

r



3 L.    _ 0

POPULAT= ON PROjEC' TIONS

990 x995' 2000 a

CENSUS SRO VC- lE' lSE o0v;    JC.

STmc 3 , 287, 116 3 , 393, 570 3 . 2%   3 , 45:  I20 r

SOUTH C=' NTIR-A-L

PLANNING REG. 536, 853 533 , 800 3 . 2%      63, 280 i

WALLINGrORD 40, 822 43, 230 5 . 9% 44,, 260 2 , 43

Source:    Connecc= cut Of-;.-ice of Po?  c and Management

18
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I T w
m-  

a e  _  '?

T4 e C_ ado- r 7- Cr ade A.^= 01 me.   s`  _ i:0 P.  _: 1

r na  - eT. 5 Q  St'' G'er: ts e Val-- . C.. r

n- and our-  _ c-    _ on t   _       

e t ,     ' ows that d;:__ ng  -  
a  == n Years oou nce

Sc eoo_ s . able s. 

by 1982- 83 and 1991-- 92 ,   zie catal enr. tt- ien-       it to a low Of

t 1987- 88 and has since risen by
21- 1  _ gid®^_ s or

756 students

ne 1991- 92 average grade s4ze  ( 
ext l usrve or tie  _z: ec_ al

education Classes and tae transit_on
Class)   is 442 sz•-d=..^-tS ,   up

rpm 427 students 5 years previous .     " his is caused by tmo ac-

tor' s :     1 )   t e substantial'   increases n the sizes of t'-=  enzeri ng

x'  dercar en classes which,   _n turd,   have been caused vV the

increasing numbers of live births to residents previously dis-
cussed;   and 2 )   tie establishment of t` e DK grogram

which,   in

eTTecZcauses
students to be counted as K.inde_ gartene= s for  - Wo

years The Kiadergar` en classes are now nearly double the size'

of the graduating classes .    
given witiout any additional in- migre-

cion.,   lila factor alone will cause total enrollments to increase .

other growl`.:/ decline patterns noted:

Until the arrival of the DK program 3 years acc,  Grade 1 ' s

were always substantially larger than Kindergartens since sign'=

icant numbers az students were retained at that level and were

counted as, Grade 1 students  .two years in a row.    The presence o=

the Developmental K' ndergarten classes has simply moved most of
this  " bubble"   from Grade 1 to Kindergarten.

As _ a class moves from Grade 1 to
Grade 5- it declines in

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

19



c I Ass of

ero as    -       .^, C" ee; e'G over 7:'-- e    ' s   -

a  - -=  Cr ace class a% OWs c    __.,_'_?=  .^•  -'
d'

ur C  :? e Vna-r    _,  'altl_ C a cLasS  -'Lic11es    _ O.m Omae c    eaC

ro e 8th c= ade,   _ vs e.^._ oI_ ten':  MJ C_-   c-„ a. a   . rum  _' 0  : o  - 20

4e C•„-_ an-       .  crade C' ass  _ s exaCr' y C= c same s- re  --  ' was

1988- 89 when 1-  uas a 5th c rate class   ( 395 students ) .

ram 3%  to 13%  Or the 8t;-.  grade classes leave to at= end ac n-

Cunlic schools causing 9t..-I g:: ades to always be lower L.”.  enrol_-

meet t.zan the previous year' s 8th grade;   9th grade classes cOn-

tinue to dose membership throughout the high sc:. 00l years .

Senior classes are 115 to 20%  smaller than they were as freshme

althouch over the last three years ,   the reduceions have been at

the tow end of that range.

Table it also snows increases in the Special Education

conuiation from 2%  to 2 . 7%  Of the total school population.    
This

is somewhat misleading,   
however,   since the method of report-inc

the numbers o=  these students,  changed r-our years ago .     
Since

1988- 89 ,    . his column has included all students who have had core

evaluations with I .   .p . - s developed rattier than only those s va-

dents who spend more than 50%  of thele school day outs_ Ce of  -= e

regular classroom setting.    The number or students in this later

category has increased from 2%  to 2 . 4%  of the total K- 12 copula-

tion .
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5 v? IRCL:" ENT GRADE EY GriAOE

SZE:-
SCHOCL

YEAR K T 1

19E2-     4.35X72 6 L 3 4ii iG 565 513 5 i2   '` 99   '. 0

158 -.   4 57 4.01,   - ice 4i,   4?   5% 6   : c2   - 23

1934- 35 4.04 419 451 73c 4:;   '^ 9 L'=   =- a 473 L> Z 43-   - i7lea    :c4c

Lu5 4,17   - i5 4G1   Z L68 47 7 Li0   26 57c
1985- 3c of L57   = 23

1986-. 7 L67 71 L==•   »' 2 L 4   :. iQ 431 42 L]   LjL.      L Lai

411 796 L37 42 e- 27
1987- 88      $    E9 L2

7E8- 9 525 71   : L3 L 4 i66 Li'   L 2   , 95 4Z9 d Li i Z!    r6 a3 i

ci6
1989- 7a 64Z 61 453   -' 1 L: i 4G?   430   : 322   - i6 3:91-   -. er 377 73   :..

674 72 551 LS5   ---   433 41-3 L-' i LOG 413 3733 1

c 4_   457 L10   >_/ 3 395 70     `. 2 i cu c-
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t 982- 83  _       ' c`    gac- 0 ,   cud  ;: es c®  c=  *N:  b. r

3 )       Grades  - J  ' ZZs cee 3e:_ aG

S_  2-e  _ 983- 84 a c ca c- cr-  by 241   ( 507 s- mce.^_== )   s-= ce  _..= c

ip;   and 4 )     ' cr    e    - Z e.^-zJi 1 Ie.^.:  is,2-5  __ fie.^_  ,.eT 43%
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H r riCR r CrL ENROLLMENT-,  IN GRADE' C:OME' 2Nr T-ONc

YEAR K K K- 6 K_ 8 8 2-_8 7- 8 7- i2

01'J sG.      At 078      --' C25
147

d

Q r",  °  2-6.       7 rr,4

1174-

1977

w      =
7_ i l v

12-84-' 3?    i l:   v GC75 i ELS 1% vA9
C   {

w

8

w  -{

1uOL 14 17e. 6 1 3-3 1 910 1
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8w
1717 1x07 875 2.. v0

1c26- 87 1437     ® 57+     riCr i

c^     ic15'3 1,257 8` 0 2509 is o

198? 8 14,60'      7-712 r11 ,c

1988- 89 1570 7-854 5248 4064 1525 412-3 0 '      8-; j 2-5152 1:  1

198c_= Q 1638 294-       3 c'`      4133 67- 1192 810     '%-.:;
1

c 4. 22 1072 1254 81 2257

199C- 91 t742 15Cco     ; 0, d

1991- 92 1788 71548 4 c8 1687      ' 1250

0
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e.^       _ 3 CoauuZ= S she enroLl= ean Of Na---- 9"- crd res    " s   '

r  =aejj ° - ; vs from 1982- 83 VrCu9t 1990- 91 Me figures

for 991_ 92 are not  _vrea` a lable) .    This char=  shows   _ ac the

p43 c facilities have historically enrolled betwe e n 101 and

j school- aged ovati   a.  _  tot_- 
c= ord residents .

TABLE 13

ENROLLMENT OF WALLINGrORD STUDENTS

N PUBLIC AND NON- PUBLIC. FACILI' T' IES,   1982/ 83 1990/` 91

SC"-TOOL PUBLIC SCHOOL NON- PUBLIC

YEAR
ENROLLMENTS SCHOOL ENR.   TOTAL NON-?' UBLIC

1982- 83 6252 706 6958

1983- 84 5937 745 6682 ,  1

1984- 85 5848 786 6634 12%

1985- 86 5788 760 6548
124

1986- 87 5833 7T3 6546 113

1987- 88 5756 753 6509 L2%

1988- 89 5-760 728 6488 113

1989- 90 5777 764 6541 12%

1990- 9`.1 5909 699 6. 608 L!%

2j
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oa= ai _ 31 - +
C

CSC i _ , e5 number C'=  
Walli.  CeCr, 4 S 1

TA3 i_,L 14

VROLL24E` l-r OF WALL7NGFORD STUDENTS'

iN REGIONAL VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS

1982- 83 214

1983- 84 205

1984- 85 194 .

i985- 86 209

1986- 87 ri/ a

987- 88 a/ a

1988- 89 i89

i989'- 90 175

1990- 9i 170

1991- 92 153'

24
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ROL---- E%1' 7'%1' 7'  0j7C=  CVS

TROL'. 2'FYm  aO cC' r' 2rN wF:- DD L:. G' T

s t e  .' Rost ra ue^=_' 7 used

tie Cohort surveVZ    `   

ro} lttlear,  eOreC= sts .      fEszE.'    _: dee^  uses

mec.aod of   .,-
o

gr  - vr%n_ C• . e,   DLT'   IlOd' _ 5 1 order to  'move away  = r'am

casts chic erg wno ' y` comDucer or  - arnula,  de_ tee.^_ .     Sacnoci-

m
catLon pe= nics the

rant C1r= en`  roWii-

suec_ zi c enT: or:laLion into the g'ener'
ation of  = he enrollment  : ore-

percentages are calculatedd  -L-Om the histori
casts .    Sasically)   

cal

enrollment data to determine a veliable pe* cen Lace of
j .-. crease or

decrease iZ enrollment between any two
grades .     For examnle,   if

100 students enrolled in Grade 1 in 1989- 90,   ; nc_ eased to 104

students in Grade ' 2 in 1990- 91,   the Oercentage of survival would'

have been 104or a ratio of 1 .04 .    Such ratios are calculated

between each oair 'of grades or years in school over several

recent years .

The ratios used are the key factors in tae reliabilizy oT

the projections,  giver the validity o=  the data at the star ng

point.    The strength of the ratios lues is the  : act that each

ratio encompassescollectively
the variables that could pass=' 1Y

account for an increase or decrease_ in the size o=  a grade en-

rollment as it moves on to the aext grade .     Each ratio,  then,

represents the cumulative effect:  or the following factors

1 .    Migration,   in or out,   of the schools

2 .     Retention in the same grade;

3 .     Dron- outs,   transfers,   etc .

4.     Births and deaths;

7



few  ;. cur=

aced L'^. CL?  a r?: So7_abI     = a C_  aSei i1C .-  ^. 0 i   -  --' OS ucs

cre ds are decer.rl_

Ot    " @      -. rx,    tie
rr_ CS   - ZEES S2_ s`-?^

Cr e7? arS .     '' a proa' cz e Z..    e- r

ra r 1 ate+ e present enrollment
statr's Or a pr?- C? Cer-

a

n_ Ze^  aumbe_  of years .

a1 tae Case 0-  Wal__ 1C= 0rd,     ae aSSiltilj' s^ T  a-  ---® S''

ee     '  
OL j _ Ve bm_ _ ns tJ re5_ renta  'Ni 1 !   _ etTml

i that na: TtD@=

of at an averace o=  374 per year through to the end o-      e

planning period;

2 .     -, jar tie and out- mi c ation oat=®Tas es vab l; she

the past wi l 1 cont-4 : 111e,   _; . e.  declines  : rOIit    -   ,   relative stabil:

ty,   6- 8 and declines 9- 12;

3 .     that tae OF,  program will cause steady  :
eductrOns ; la the

size of the Transition class;

4 .     that those studentsr evui a? ng that c`...' le-; --  educational

program be of-z'ered in large measure outs?-de of the ra ular class-

room Well Stabilize at 2 . 4%  of the total DOaulation;

j .     Mat Ze  . ZOl1S1riC C_ cwta wi 11 not rever to t e le lal g' 0=

the mid- 80 ' s ,   but will rather stabilize at present levels;

6 .     that there will be no policy changes in regard to Ki1-

dergarzen entrance age,   
retention,   or ae•m programs which would

cause shirts in enrollment.

7 .     that non- public and voc- tech enrollments will act change
acclosings or ocenings nor significant

significantly  ( n®

program expansion) ;

if any of these assumptions needs to be altered in the
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TABLE 15

IROL_`" ENT ? RC1EC, I-ONS GRAOE BY GRAOE

SPE.

SC:'CCL7 a'      9 1®      i 12 T" AL

YEAR K IRAN 1 2
4 7 0

n.

1991- 92 62?      60 571 15 c...,   4. 7Z 437   / 10 4L5 395 369 370 1 16Q 7,

414 G:. 1     . 9 G    , G 327 i 4 6uS i

60   " 3 439a55a 510 432 4. 67 3

199_' Y3 CCS

23L.      4oy 4%3 41Q      37G 34=   72-7   , 5a R

573 508 532 500
ei     ..

q 546,   5c3 541 4. 95 430 4` 74 4. 39 3%.   39J r4   • 27   ' o    7

Zcc,G_: a 7C4-

4 457 4 4    ° 09   99 366   " z 511 163

70`      : 7 609 566 541 93 36

7C0 50   ' 09 576 560   : 30 488 539 502 4- 0 4 7'  39Z 343 347 167 66'"

199c- y7

7r3 6Lo   " 76 570 549 525 S90 54=   497 37Z 7 172 6781

1997- 28 5
c

57-   _ 70 54»    23   - 9 5e9 4- 2 383 97 345 17

45 bub1993-= 9 7C2

49C 47a 3c-   rag 14; 7CI7

19co_,, p 702      =. 0 007 575   . 6      : 9 747 53.    

ZdL'C- 31 7vL      «,   607 574 567 556 6 732 523 4G 421   _ 39 Sc

346

snOi= Z 702 33 607 574 563 c53 55u   » 6 562 480 437 456 39Z 183 7-Z'-;6
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P.RCJE•_-'77-7 cNRaLLIENTS IN GRAOE C_" MEI?IA7-_CNS

YEAR K- 2 K- 5 K- c K- 8      :- 3 6- 3 7- 8 7- 12 9- 12

i 991-= 2 1738 5 i 58 5548 4: 88 1687 257 840 2 62     , i 42

1992- 9-13 1824 32 3672 4527 1761 17-94 851Z 5 2255 14C0

199-- 94 1624     - 7-14 3783 4426 1750 323 853 2= 77 1424

1994,- 95 1904 3443 38T 4786 18:: 8 13-43 91-, i 42O

1225- 96 1929 34> 9     : 996 4699 1950 1400 903 252 1," 9

1- 96_ 97 1 ' S5     ? 515 4C52 4 9̂ 4 1957 141 1 932     -;" 5 i5 i3

997- c8 1930 3574 4064 5105 2056 153"s 1041 245 1504

1998- 99 1923 3601 4129 516;     2106 1562 10x4 2511 1577

1999- Co 1924     : 6s::     1. 150 5177-3-3 212 1570 1023 2689 1666

2000- 01 1523 364,1 4157 5237 2189 1 26 1080 2746 16cc

20,01- 02 1918 3: 94 4150 5258 22 14 1664.     1 108 7_573X33 1765
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O.  nor-®e    =      ^" ace^  LOOP.

ot _C black    _ Ze are,    

a-
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Far-  Lessass rel - able  -
1aan  `' a Oi.7  'e    _

act:jal,   -
countable”

The grace cocnbir_at Ons   (
Table 16 )   show the decl_  e in hi c

school enrollment to and
in 1994- 95 and then increase by 21%    v

2001- 02 .    The increases in the Grades 6- 8 enroll.:rent which reran

r well Cont' nue through the entire cl,annilg ger-10C,two years ago

and the enrollment will be 33%  higher in 2001- 02 tian at crese_n_t .

i
The elementary grades  ' N 1 1 also continue to e ner.

enca s i C:?, ? 1-

5 y; gurus reaching the 3600 level  ( -
15% )

cant growth,  
with the R

late  _n the planning CEriod.     it 1. s m-cortant tO note that growth

at t:!e hich school level,  
Lart4 ,^ lady,   will aOt Cease at    e

conclusion of tie ten veal
neriad shown.     7-a  = ac=,   --  the 9- 1- 2

e n_ o lment projection
were carried out an add;_ J_Ona'   ten_'  Years '

t would show high school
enrollment reachllC    -e 2000- s€ udent

level .     (k caveat.     Beyond school year 2005- 06 ,  
the high school

j ected birth=th data,   and they,   'COO,

projections stare to rely on oro

lose some of their reliability. )
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e

e a5S1C:..   C  caDaC_ ri?S co  :,  A  ; l' tcrioL' s e' leme.^.t r"P a.. vOlS /

e Si. °.CY Te' m VesT _ ted eac"  '_ cil_ey and discussed scace  ^. rcb-?:?!s

o determiie an oceracional cacaci::.-7 o    -

P. ecessaT, r to consider z:'-, e fal l owi P.G r ee   '` actors .

7       ? t' Is_ ca!  saace Tte volume and e- ca_nc of scace e' va; _-

able.

lfteacher ra,: ios .     School Pot-4 c-   on grouoilg prac-

bees or  -instruction has a direct bearing on  ` he classroom scace

na-  w4 1 1 be recui red.     ! a waT l ing' ord,   it was agreed to u- i ' ' ­

a ratio of 23 pupils  l̀er Kindergarte l session and per classroom

for Grades 1 tarougn 5,   and 13 oucils per session ftor OK and for

Transition classrooms .

3 .     School croarans .     The allocation of  'snace for orese:lt

and planned educational programs o2 Zred outside or t?e regular

classroom setLiag must also be considered.     In an elementary

sc hool,   roams used or such programs as special eC.'ucatei on,   com-

uter education,   'art and music i' Istruczica,   developmental and

remedial services are not counted in the capacity dec® rTllnation

since they serve as   " pull out"  programs .    That is,  when a 4th

grade class has,   for example,   ahysical education iastruc- z on,  the

students are  " Dulled out"  of their regular classroom which then

remains emipty during this instructional period.    Therefore,   it 7. s

not possible, to count both the gym and the regular classroom when

determining capacity.

When all these factors are taken into consideration,   one can

30



be a Swere

C= a^_  ' elm__  e.__ 5 rC ! 00_  ^_ OL15e C: 41en      ?  - TJES 0=    e'*"` 1 C 5 C    :^-_' T

orcv, de—i  ( or  'vJ: l i  :,e wrovi ec  _ Z

C e oraetical ,   oceratianally use  " i measure Of:  a sc:: ooi s ccac_-

OP.      O' rrC?:_Cai baS_ S ,   C'! e cacac_'' r is exceeded where Cass
CV .    

is OL a  - lumber  (greater Lila_^_  Chat used i 1  - e'  S`°' edV  ' T?=: t

S_    

Commutations or when rooms excluded as   '_n Svouc: eOnaT SOdCeS are,

iz  =ac:,   used 4or recular classroom ins trsc:: ion °     (Non-_ ecu? ar

instruc:._ Onal sDdces such as the cafeteria,   aud_ tor; um,  of-.;.

sloZce,   storage areas',   conr? rence/ tltorial rooms ,   
resOUZce rooms ,

etc .   a_- e not i:iCluded in capacity
determinations Utili?at_on.

under ca-oacitv Occurs  -when class size falls below the ;number used

in det'ermin-,  file capacity oL the bui ldig.     7,1 Wdl1 t_nCj_ Ord,       e

average elementary class size is currently between 20 and 21

students   ( exclusive Of OK and T_ ansition classes )
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C_:)  C_—.7f OF C-" ASS..

C. a C.  ''  COMPU7-TEED A.T  ° VI RALE-    OF 23 STUDENT' S PER

C? MAC_  ' r CdMD    _ J 5   ' DE` i'= 5 c

SESSeGN;   K C  -_ SSicGOM

S= CN .

COOn  -       4K SZSS= 0NS  =  92

2OK SESSIONS  =  30

C'r_. YD 3 SE5S0NS 69

1 DK SESSION

MOSES Y.   BEACH.      4 K SESSIONS 92

1 OK SESSION 15     ( Add-` i onaliv, , Moses y has

1 pre- K program ror 1

ARMS  -  5 K SESSIONS '=  113

1 OK SESSION  =    1

POND HILL  -  3 K SESSIONS    =  69

1 OK SESSION    =  13

ROC-. r,  HILL  -  4 K SESSIONS    =  92

2 DK SESSIONS  =  30    ( Additionally/   Rock has 2

ore- school classrooms   . or 40 ch__ drer_)

ST= VEN'S  -  K SESSIONS    =  92     ( kdditionalty,   Stevens has 1  ^_ re-

K classroom for 30 children)

2 OK SESSIONS  =  30

TOTALS :     621 K CA_DACITY'
150 OK CAPACITY

7`71 CAPACITY

lease note that two of the K sessions listed above are  " emoVr"

one in Darker Fares and one in Rocs'  H-
4 - 1 - 1 ) ;   that is ,   t: ere  ' s

space' for two more sessions'` that currently
exist.



z7 Z,  ' r PCOMS COli i T_'SD 3 S- T- D;=YT  (:-:I-= P_'C

GRI, ES f- 3  -- GOMS COI-PU- c] 23 STUD TS EACH'=

COOK 1  '^  CR 1

19 CRI S 437

HIGHLAND 1 T CR

13 CR' S 299

MOSES Y. S .     19 CR' S      =    437

PARKER F .       18 CR' S      =    41` 4

OND HILL 1 T CR      =      15

17 CR' S      =    391

ROCS HILL 15 CR' S      =    34

STIEVENS 1 T - CR      =      15

17 C'R' 391

TOT.U:     2774

r;
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To  .u-7.e t1e capaclzy off

an  = avenzar-;  was made oz spaces avail ab i a  = or  _ rlsz:" C' _ ca—    ucz .

rzc Î izsto sctional saace was assic^.gid a caoacit. r cased  =  a    -= s

use and school practice relative to class size and Crauoia—  o

szudeats.     Consideration was also given to the way

Middle Schools are organized and one_ ated.

Middle schools recognize the special developmental di-ffer

ences-- physical,   intellectual,   social and emotional-- of pre-  or

early adolescents .     Recent research suggests'  that a c:.ir_  c:: lun

and  _iast. uc—ional pro ram which takes into account the d!__ er-

ences in these students   " La transition"  _Jos- i tivel y d  = ec:, s student

achievement,   personal development,   learning climate,     aculty

morale,   staff development,   and parental and communit- r involve-

menz.

3ecause students are moving along a developmental continuum,

a middle school program should provide a  " continuity of school-

Jag"  where students begin with Qtear._ r degrees of supervision and

advance to more ocportunities for independence with a rich pro-

gram of e_= loratory experiences.

The program should also ensure a strong teacher- mentor

relationship with the teacher as advisor and should be develoced

around small teams' of teachers who get to know the same students

better through an inter- disciplinary team organization and a

common planning time .



c"  c r'oc    ^ S ,   on  :.. a o:._ nr err

are v—

O'

and and act_ vst_? s 7-Oq am,-

or    `;C"5 lack I'.  e  '__-  rdisC_  l ar' i accrcac.   and do noc

r ,verde or common  ®? annir.c time for teaC. ae'rS .     ( Caoac_    es of

Ju..-Or sigh sct: ools ars det_ r:n_ ned d__f=aron<- v az a c`apace

taes of middle schools . )

At Moran and Dag Hammarsx fold middle Schools ,   teaching teams:

instruct students in the arimar yr  ( or care)   subjects While non-

team teachers handle the related arts .     Teacher team members

share a common Jiannina period.

For Qur7:)oses of determining the ocerationalcapacity of a

middle school,   the procedure follows that typically used nor the

elemer_taYv level .    The cene_ al classrooms   ( includinc the sc; ecce

ohms )  are assigned an averece number off students ,   23 in tae case

o.f.   Wall' ncyord.     ( Current average class size is almost exactly

than  =; care. )    The  " special use rooms"   such as ar-,  music,   ecc .

are not Lacladed ii determininc the middle school.  czaac; ty,   since

as at tte elementary level,   they service'  "pull out"  programs .

Auditoriums ,   ca-fetes .as ,   storage spaces , ' of-fice space,   confer-

ence/ tutorial spaces,   resource rooms ,   are likewise act included.
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SSROOmS COL TED 23 S7UD NT,
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O

uQR_ N
29 CR' S  ( including 8 sc_?.^.ca  _ corns

667
and  ?  neap:  , room)

TOTAL
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SECONDARY

T'^ a or7Ce5s  ° Om deLe'': II' II.: C t-:e CcDaCir' T eOr ae_ OCda 7

Sc.^.00mS  _ S s4:-, 4 7 , 2-  : O i.  az used  - for      ®  e° eIle.^_t r Tl' ci f : _ e

at s' sl^• oor:  areas such as ca° ereri  ,   aL`diLOriuF:,   Os= ices ,

esc and those areas for special  : e® dS  - nSte' CL_ on,   deca3 _" enza_

resource roams ,   Lacer7, al susoe_nsion room,   and.  prep- 5to: ace  : ocMS

are not counted in capacity.

However,   az rhe high school level,   i n addition to t; a gener-

al

ene:-

al:  Classrooms ,  t:1e soecial area rooms ,  which usually have a

soec ec use due to instruc!. onal re-quirement: s ,   e. g. ,   Laboratc-

ries or shops are included.     Each general classroom has been

assianed a capacity depending upon size and use.    
The canac: t

assigned to eac'   soecial area room is usually cont neent upon the

number of work stations existing in the space.    Once t.ae caDac> t"T

oT each 115Lr: IGriOnal space is determined,   a to'ta'l canac'_ ty can

be computed based an the sum of the individual capac4a.- ies

No seconda-ry school bu? ldinq can operate e'= ect'1vely at 100%

canac 117.     ` i- est,   students cannot be sc eduled i1t.O heat Cr0uD5

of 22 , 20 Or 18 .     Second,   the elective system provides;  cocart'. .^,i-

ties for students to choose from a variety of course OLoeri.^.gs .

Cllrt. ler,   scho'ois which choose to provide ability- level gr_Ouc;" a,

enrichment classes and programs for the academically talented,

accept increased problems in achieving evenly-
balanced classes

A com-crehensive educational program requires',   
therefore,  a areae-

er number of teaching stations than would be the case in a school

with a ore- deter-mined C1= ric1lum.     Ti secondary schools were to
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ccera_- a  - C  = rCr_  CaDdC_  - T,   conic engird, !? n a5= lt tave  '

SaItara 1 I C"__ ___ 3rC O       :_ s  = easan,   OCE._ r i anal.  Cr^ cC

SacOCGr_' J SG: 0015  _ rS__ pC_  not On!'/  Scaces ' avai  ? 9! e,   QU'  c'_ Sv^

qry ĈrS:[ l O;  SC,, Ool and a-re  'Calculated  =^  wall

85
of Or C.-he
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C e SC SCC:,  CA---AC-:- y

Si-:__- a.

27 G_' fE.    CLASSROOMS a 25    =      675

T a 6 48

3 HOME EC B 15 48

3 A.  a 16 49
T CAD a   , 0 10

2 M[ SmC a 25 50

5  ? . 7- .   21 30 i50

7 SC:. ZaC RMS 2 24 168

dLLC. LAB a i6 15

6 BUSINESS ROOMS @ 25 1- 40

TOTAL :      1363

a 85

U39

Scaces not included in cacacity deter-ni_nation:

Compute:  ? ab Se?    contalne,-4 SpEd room
Li.brary/ med- a cents:  Resource rooms '

Planetarium Conference/ tutorial spaces

AuC_- orium Teachers '   room

Cafeteria' Ali of=-ices   ( incl udiZQ ' t^ose

used  = or centra?  admiais- ation)

Al storage areas

9



I

7

30 C= VE R=-  CLASSROOMS a 25    _      750

4

3  - OME aCt 5'  

1a"   as

L S 7 C 4+ 40
0

2  ' o a 30;   2 P . E .   @13 90

7  ' SC_=` TCE RMS a24
163

1  '      r rE RM 2 10

3 BLS2iESS : ROOM'S @ 25
75

TOT.U.     
1315

a 85

1ii8   -<

Bete: nination
Soaces not included in

capac4%-

Science 1eczure . room
Auditorium'

4 SoEd classrooms
Cafeteria

3 Computer labs Library/ media center
Conference/ tutorial spaces

1  : eadinq Lab
1 Dhoti/ Jar xroon

rel?  Of=, Ces

9 voc-: 1kg shoos
Ali storage

TOT r,  HTG'r_  SC:jOOL CAPACITY:     
2277,
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STATEMENT OF THE PROSL2M



COM

r 4i _ c2 96_ 47

71
622 700 702

GRADES 2516
2913 392

T- 3
27

113 SPACES
7 6 CR. ,YE

GRADES1250 1471 1004

6- 8 131

353;  SPACES

NEED 16 CR' S

GRADES 1427=   t513*  1765*

9- 12
2277

1Oo students s,. ould be added
to eac,  9- 12 total to accour:
Lortile` out- Of- d' stri ct 70-

ag ' student
enr011- Ment/  _    

aca-

dem-JC classes

412 SPACES

SPECIAL EDUCATION

155 169

17 36
140

NEE 5 CR S

17 CR. ' S 3 at Ejem, ;   2 at Middle)

a 9 STUDENTS  = 3C:

TOTS SPACES NEEDED TO
ACCOMODATE ENROLLMENT GROWTH  (

given

grade organization),  :

Enr 3 Saec . Ed.   Enr. )

ELENMEN 1'A-Rv LEVEL:       9   ( 6 Reg.     
r nr

mIDDLZ LEVEL:     18   ( 16 deg. Enr. ,   2 Spec . r.d.
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Sve''__ : ac_ oL: S as  ® stab1_ shed by  _.'. n Soars or  .!"' 1Cc ._ Ct halze S_ a-

niican:   space    .: rJ: rcr: dtl5 .

OT EE P.  S?; C3S VcErED TO  - MEET BOARD OF EDUCATION PROGR. R GOALS

T : uENT 3Rv      , 7_

Music Rooms in each Elementary School  ( i7 cr' s)

Art dooms ii each Elementary School  ( + s c_" s )

Moses v,   Highland and Stevens have art rooms ar oresen_)

Small group i_^_s` ructiona.l/ con-fer-ences spaces   ( - 7 cr' s)

TOTS  ? iDDITeONAL CLEYHENT- AR`_'  CLASSROOMS NEEDED FOR PQOGcR- 124

IMDROVE] MENTS      '_ 8 CRS

in addition,   cer- manent c=-' s Will be needed to v enlace cte
11 temoorary cr' s currently on elementary sites .

MIDDLE:.

MORAZN:     1 Music Room,   2 Comp .   Labs ,   enlarged Library

space,   addi- ional storace space  =  r 5 c= '

DAG:     2 Como.   Labs ,   1 I . S. S .   Room,   ea-larged  ? ibrarY
space,   additional storage space l 3 cr ' s

TOTAL ADDITIONAL MIDDLE SC-HOOL CLASSROOMS NEEDED  _ OR

PROGR3.M_  ! XPROVEYMENT:     10

Tn addl`'_ on,  both racLliti es need additional cafeteria

space

TOTAL CLASSROOM NEEDS—:     ELEMENTARY LEVEL 27 CR' S PLUS 11 CR' S TG
A LOW FOR RETIREYENT OF TEYMPORA  _= S;

MIDDLE LEVEL  -  28 CR' S
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aw;: C C ar-= Io l:::. Z_'  S  ._      L  _  5= ace Sorg c'

Spaces zo msac  `  e arosram  ^. ends are  "' ded:: c_ d"   =. em  _      oresenz

catac_ r-r vo show'   Ow many szuden= s could be acre < «ocace e

Were al pared CO 0Z=_'-

orocrams desired  ' v c e Board  . 34L EdscaC4on .

S`- ImTSMEN OF  ? R.OBLEM

ENROLLMENT

CAP AC i TY 91- 92 96- 97 01- 0: 2

K/ DK,     771 622 700 702

G? JkDE S'
T- 5 2774

161  ( MUSIC,  < 7 CR' S)

92.  ( ART,   4CR' S)

161,  ( CONF.   SPACE,   7 CR' S)

69'  ( SPED SP-;SCE,   3 CR' S)

2291 2516 2813 2892

601 SPACES

NE= D 2 7 CRS' S

PLUS 11 CR' S TO REPLAC

r?

ORT?.BLES

GR_ DES

6- 8`      131 ,

23   ( V,     1 CR)

46   ( LI3RARv EXPANSION,   2 C-R- S)

92'  ( COM  . LA-BS,  ' 4 C  ' S)

23   ( I .S . S . ,   1 CR')

46  ( STORAGE,   2 CR- ' S )

46   ( SPED SPACE,   2 CR' S)

1035 1250 1471 1664

629 S? ACES

NEED 28''`  CR.' S

GRADES
1513 1763

9- 12 227`7 1422

100 out- oz- d str'  ct students
412 SPACES
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OPTIONS



oas de, leioced Jv  -^ e Sz: dy  - -3am  ' Ne= e  _=    ed a '^  e

ar.c-e ui c_     _ c  '_ ow_ . c oarainecers est_ b__ s._ e_  .. v z:: e Hca=    o.

md•_ con :

all educational spec a: cations are vo be me_;

2 .     temcorar-t class--rooms are not  - o oe used as solus=' ons Vo

Long- range space needs;

3 t.',-ac Wall-inc-ford mal..rizaizi 2 hick schools ,  each wizh a 9-

trade can-F;icurat on.

Seven outiors are included:     4 for the el enentar 7 level;   2 for

the middle school level;  and 1 covering bor-h.  elementary and

middle schools .

The description of each action includes :

i .     a iisv of its components

2 .     a table snowing,  the wiz"  or students neo spaces

3 .     considerations,  both.  pro and can

4 .     esbinated costs
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vA esC. ma_ ed Costs and square

e= r"  OCC-- an are oared uccr.  __•_ormaz;. On from` t e S L-Ud r

e` a and  __ Om Z:'-- s Con^ ec'_' I`  State Depar- Ment Of GdL'cazion

s 5iIow=  ;,. ere Seoaratel: T s0   __:gat  __  need not  ;. e

zeceated in eac::  action .

L 4.:--_ u- es are in 1992 dollarsars and are tar-al CrO' ect ca's? s

Na; cn include COnSt_'. tc'_ Jn,   arch' ectural and e.^_q nee_'_ na vees ,   and

u. nishincs .     costs for si_e ac u; sition and/ or extraordinary size

d'eveloomeam work are not included.     
Reimbursement dollars from

State are likewise not included.

ELLMFNT- MRY SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION :     Neter school .     120 sq. _ t per stu-

dent a  $ 130 . 00 per sq—

ft—Additions .     900 sa. ft .   per classroom,

with circulation factor of 1 . 3"  to 1. 5   ( dependent upon size of

add=.tion)   @ S1454 . 00 per SC-

ft-Replacement of portables Same as addi-

ons-- each replaced by a 900 sc. ft.   classroom plus ci=cu_ at' On

actor 01.  1 . 4 •

M: DDLD SC: COL CONS77RUCTION:     New school .     170 sq ft per studen-  
01

130 . 00 per sa fr.

Additions .     750 sq. ft..  per classroom

with 1 . 5 circulation factor @  $ 145 . 00 per sQ. ft.

Cc?f .   enlargement .     r our art rooms   ( 
tWO

at each middle school)  tarsen for enlargement are replaced with four
art rooms of 1500 sq. ft.  each with 1 . 3 circulation tactor @ 5145 . 00
per sq. ft.
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SC:- 0OLS Rqy.   V   {

CONS="? . TC YEiri Ems.=.i'«` Vm' R'  SC OOL  = OR 650 ST' uv` iTS

3 Rc7r ` Cr 90RTA3LZS Wl--"    P RM. Nc iADDITIONS zS uSc=    

ENDS

QTROLLMEET

CA PAC I T-V 91- 92 96- 97 01 - 07

771 622 700 702

GcMDES
2516 2813 2892

T- 5 2291

650   ( NEW SC: OOL)  
601 SPACES

2941

ES'T_r_•,ukTEo COSTS : New Elementary School  =  $ 10 - 1" 4

Replace por:. ables  =  $ 2M

TOTAL ESTY. ATE°TO COSTS :     $ 12 . 1M
wishes to reconfigure entry wav a.-

M. B .

t Roc' s'

N. B .     I-f Board of Educat on
Hill as Der Cr Ie Prevention' Of Eicer' s report of Deca:nber 1990,
regardless Of oozion selected) ,   

additional  $25F will be needed.

CONSIDERkT1ONS ;

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

2 .    S,' gni icant rediStrictinc necessary

3 .      llv new sc.--oo i Du? ld?ng increases operational and De= Sanaa i
costs'  _

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

S .    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 5 years) '

6 .    Might necessitate site procurement costs

7 .    Additional.  growth,   if any,,   subsecruent to the end of the Dl'a n-

ni:+g period could be
accommodated with additions to ex;. szing

buiic-

ings .

A 6



m

L;,  SC: DOLS REMAIN

CvNS :° RTJCT 2  ., 4E SCHOOL)  FOR 470 S7 DENTS-  -=. C..

REMOVE PORT 3LES AS USZ- TJL L_. r ENDS

TeZOLr, r Vrn

C_P C_ TY 91- 92 96- 97 0 i - 0 21

771 622 700 702

GRADES

T- 5 2291 2516 2513 2892

900   ( NEW SCHOOLS)

250   ( PORTABLES REMOVED)
601 SPACES

2941

ESTT_H.ATED COSTS : 2 New Elementary Schools  =  $ 14M_

CONS IDE-RAT TONS

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

2 .     Allows for retirement of portables or their conversion to non-
1_nst acvional use.

3 .     Neer schools could be sited in areas of greatesv coowta alt oug:.
site Procurement costs may be incsr ed.

4 .     Dlent y of Llexibi.lity to accommodate future ' enrollment aLowt:
or expanded program through adcivions to all sites

5 .     All school could remain at or near present enrollment levels .

6 .     Significant redistricting would be aecessarv.

7 .     increased operational and personnel costs

47
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ai:L SC COLS 2 uk7N a- 5

ADD  8  , C3' S  ' 0 rIIS"' eNG  ^-_ uFVT_ Rv SCHOOLS

3 .     : RE? S CE  - PORTIBL, S W  ••.;  ? E-RMADDIT_'':ONS  ? S

NDS

CPACTTv 91 . 92 96- 97 01- 02

K
771 622 700 702

G?- kDES
2291 2516 2813 2892 '

T- 5
650   ( ADDITIONAL CR. ' S)

601 S210ES

2941

3STIM-ATED COSTS : 28 new classrooms      $ 5 . 5M

Replace portables  =  $ 2s

TOTAL vSTT-N_ATE'DCOSTS :     $ 7 . 5m

CONSIDE2ATIONS

1 .    Meets all program and enrollment growth needs for I0 years .

2 .     Some red- striding will be necessary

3 multiple,   potentially disruptive,   
construction or0ect5

4 .    would create some very Large elementary schools   ( One possible

allocation of additions :     6 at Stevens ,   6 at highland,   6 at Pa*.{ er

Farms,   6 at Cook hill,   2 at Pond Hill,   2 at Rock kill) .    
CaaacLcees

would range from 513 students at Rock hill to 712 at Stevens .

5 .     Plavground/ parking space diminished

6 Little to no flexibility to accommodate growth subsequent to
the planning period.

7 Fearer additional operating and personnel costs than is Option 1
8`.    Decisions as to timetable and location of classroom additions
may recuire the retirement of the portable units before the end o.
their useful lime.
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SC_TOOLS Rc• 1r 1

z, REOPEN  $ 3.?. SJTT SC: 0 0 L WITH 1- 0  = DD 7-eONAL C` kSSRCGM

JD 9 CR' S  =' O SX_ STING  _  . ?  ' aT?_"  SC- OOLS

C .     REQ'   CE PORTABLES WIT-11  ? E'RMMEN''  CONS ON

ENROL " uFN'r

CXPAC7T7 97 - 92 95- 97 ' 0__ 04.1

771 622 700 702

GR. 1D E S
T- 5 2291 2516 2813 2892

400   ( YALESVILL .)

207   ( NEW CR' S)      601 S? ACES

2898

E.ST! MATE'D COSTS :   *    Reocenina Yalesville    =  $6M  ( as' described

c easibili'tv Study Lrom DeCarlo and Doll,   Inc. ,  , 1991)

9 additional classrooms  =  $ 1 . 8I

Reclace oorcables  =  $ 2?

TOTAL ESTTIVATE'D COSTS :     S 9 . 8M

CONSTOERATIONS:

1 .    Meets all program and enrollment growth needs Tor 10 nears .

2 .     Utilizes  'existing Town- owned property

3 .     Not much less extensive than a" new school   ( exclusive o;:  s_ z:e

acquisition costs )

4 .     Yalesville not located in heaviest growth area

5 .     Concurrent multiple construction projects

6 Significant redistricting at elementary level

7 .     Depending uon location of 9 additional cc' s ,   some  'schools

might become considerably larder than others
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1.

Lr

30Tz-  Si J®'Lt IA  - N GS

CONSTRUCT 14 CR 001TION TO 30TH NO DAG

L.AR C    ' E '     Sc AC    ^'  BOTS:
B .     -_

Vi'ZOLt titF(^

96- 9;  
00 _ 02

CeaAC_' T''  
9i

GRADES''` 
1750

z a  _    564

6- 8
1035

6502 Ia CR ADDITIONS) 6.29 SPACES

1685

ESTI-Y-ATcD COSTS:     28 added c-- ' s 4 . 6M-

Cafete_ ia enlargement      $? . 
IM  ( re?- acme.^_t o_  a

rooms taken by expansion)

TOTAL  = SJ.      COSTS :     $ 5 . 74

CONS TDE' UT ONS

1 would meet all program and enrollment' growth needs for 10
years

2 .     Both middle schools " have existing problems with parking which
would be exacerbated by construcvion additions

3 .     Ne=v class_ ooms should be
constructed o recognize the ed'uca-

tonal ' features,  of a middle school,   allowing teams   __     
grade

level to be united with easy'  access to core facilities .

a Both schools have 1L'nited outside phvsical educat_ oa and a`
letic space;   extending the buildings could requi_'e exte^_sive se-=
work to rer) lace field smace ' taken.

5 If additions are fully
connected to existing buildings   ( 

i.;.

walls are broken through) ,   
code update work  (;. fire code sprinklers )

would be necessary.

6 would create two large middle schools 0 850 st":dents eac'

7..    Accommodating enrollment or program growth subsequent to the
e rrid of the planning per-iod would be ve- v' difficult .

0



MaDDLE SC' OL OP^_'_ JN 2

30I: i SC OOL      `:$=`  
GRADES 6- 8

A.     CONSi':? r C-=  ' SEW  ` DIDDLE SC OOL  = rJR 6630 S=  DEV' 1' S

ENROLL RE` T

C-_? ACITY 91- 92 96- 97 01 - 02

GRADES

0
6- 8 1- 035 125 71 1 bac

629 52?1CrS
630   ( NEW SC3OOL)

1685

E'ST_: LA,TE'D COSTS :    New Middle School      $ 14 - 4M

CONS IDE?? TIONS :

1 ,     would meet all grogram and
enrollment growth needs for 10

years .

Z .     Sicnis'_ can_  Ledistricting would be necessary.

3 .     New school would be designed speci_ ica! 1v for middle school
educational program.

a ,    New school would require increased operational and personnel
Costs .

5 .     New school would  '.peep enrollment levels at or near present
levels in ex_ sting schools .

o      » 1+ r .er Growth could be
accommodated i-- rough add tions'   .o any

and/ or all three schools .
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SCHOOL

C:.:_ JE ORG. N77ATrON C ANI GED TO K-''. ,     -? ,   9- --'

eT -* T. P• s r_  -
r AD0 3 CR' S TO EXISTING E.r=ME'NT-MRY SC OOLS

RE., r -. Ce  ' 20PT'A3LZS AS USEFUL L7_    ENDS

KIDDL SC- OOL    `` Ej:  CONS'TRUC' T NEW MIDDLT SCHOOL  : OR 7 50 S' T7DEN^ S

FS(D  =- DD  : 0 CR' S- TO BOTHMOR. AN kLND DAG;   ENLARGE CAF S AT MOR-;LNLL40

DAG

ENROLi..MEN

CAPAC 91- 92 96- 97 Oi- 42

R/ DK 771 622 700 702

G UDES 2325 2342
T- s 2291

2079
51 SPACES

69  ( 3 CR' S)

2360

GRADES
1687 1959 2214

5_ 8 1035

750  ( NEW MIDDLE SCHOOL)      
1179 SPACES

450  ( 20 CR' S ADDED)

2235

ESTIMATED COSTS :

elementary Leven :     3 cg' s  =  $  BOOK

Replace portables      $ 2M

Middle Level. :    New school  =  $ 16 . 6M

20 additional cr' s  =  $  3 . 3M

Caf.  enlargement  =  $  1 . 1?

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS :     $ 23 . 5M

CONS 1DE'R.ATIONS :

1 All program and enrollment growth needs met for 10 years

2 .    Change in grade organization will require parent/ staff/ studen=
orientation and star:  

development worn to plan a 5- 8 middle school

program,
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rJC 5e5  ^ r- CI rrl    _     
7-- 7-

lee no CeSe  ^%_ OC:  a o_ ome^_: 3'- 7 SC= 00

j a^_
e .=,^ _. 0  -WOU! d be 1ecessary G'  . u_ dd_,e sC: 00_   _- ave! ,

S' rel' jenr_  at middle sC1oA1s would be aocrJX  : lerei v   !-SQ scu.-

den-_s at:  eecz

7 .     New m_  die SC 001 mictZ ee- u  '- e size a'ccu_ sziorr Cv5  ;  des C_    r

OoeraC_ aS and personnel C38 Cs would  -increase .

S Froom.  could be enhanced  Or 5th C' rGers  ' uCle^  = c j CCeLrr'  CJ

Middle schools .

j
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X.

Comtore^ os
Cc`

r yT _Rv OPTION 1  -    New ec^ ooi  : or , 650 studenza

Gradual eaiacement of ca:nDorarY
C4

c_  s
Ai4_      oermanea-  add_ v_ ons

T 1 450 eaC 4 . om

MENT RY OPTION 2  -    TWO new schoo s  . o_

bandon/ conver-.   _ emnorar  c_' s

LEMMENTARY OPTION 3  -    Additions to e ementary sc oois
Replace tencorar_ es

7 . 5NM

ENTRY OPTION 4  -    Reopen YalesviIle with 10 add.   ce ' s
Er rL.

Budd 9 addi-tional cr s
Replace temporaries

14 cr additions to Morar_  and Dag
5 7N

MIDDLE  ' OP' T' ION     
Enlarge ca_  at doth

MIDDLE OPTION 2
NewSchool or 650 studenc

ZytiENTAR"/ MEDOLE
a  ^_ g 23 - :5M

OPTION change grade org.   to

Add 3elem.   c-- ' s  &'  replace temps .

Build, new middle schoo

Add 10 cr'' s to  ;loran and Dag

Enlarge ca= .   at DOL1
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T o

e

crort JCs? C Gev?: OL'_  C a itaS 2r J 2.—=. a  = 0="  SG= cc_
or

St., dV  `T' ea*n succes%3 t, e e > > - C' a/. aC C=_ e? r .a

out ons ornsent? d  ( or c0 any Ot" er Oct' Ona s;. ravi0n

end Soar 4
Of 4ucac; On iii? C t want to consider) :

1 .     t,.-ow well does t e Octioa solve t e vrobie- I as de.  -. '_ed?    Does  _ r

solve i_  i one- term or is it merei y a  " band- a-id? "     Si o       _ er-    aL  -

c; Ons are not desirable .

2 .     Does une ootmOn provides for long- tern
Li ®xibi1t _V.     ^ n'roi1..

pro j ec' ions ars just that—
project- ions .     They are not guarantees .

Whatever the Board of Education chooses t0 do should take into

account the cess ibil i tV OL a 10%  swil1c either way i n te_--.Ms Of

euro l irnent°     Additionally,   subsequent to the pianniri5 period.,

additional growz,j will almost certianly occ°:r,   par ieriarly at the

secondary level

3 .     Does t .e oction i:-nprove program  ( Or is it a-  t easy program-

neutrzl) ?'    it is never acceptable to provide addit_ oral program

spaces Lor One croup Of students at the expense of the program of

another .

4 .     is the option Financially responsible?    
Does it provide the

Most iOr the least"?    The best approach need not be either the

most expensive nog the Least expensive option .
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X.

B

YtS E  c- mic e^ ds

alreadyready unde' rzakeP i s i s c- rance piarni'^c  = Jr  .. r.s s%: e00_

eaci As  -- his  _ ecor-    s S`_ d_ e d and    + e act ons ana-
1 es needs

Lva`ed,   c.he school s a:_f and Boar`  of  = ducation members should

anCZCe teiz own 11t,--nate know1 age of  -  Ei=  communi: Y a.^_C SC:: 00= 3 , '

a nd should continue cc seek the
contributions of a '_!     tTerasted

oer'sons-  in the process of deter:n4ni nq how best to orov: de a C1al_='P

educational environment for all wa l ling-ford s tudents .     The above

criteria might provide a f_amework 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.

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

Because in a year round education format 200 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 .    Is 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%.

Is 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 questions would
be added.    It should be clear,  however,   from this list of questions that

g,APACITY IS A FUNCTION OF BOTH ACTUAL SPACE DIMENSIONS AND THE PROGRAM'
11sZS 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 WallingfordBoard 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.

1 .    Every elementary school will have an art classroom.
2 .    Every elementary school will have a music classroom.
3 .    Every elementary school will have a computer laboratory.
4 .    Both middle schools will have sufficient classroom space for art,

music and computer instruction.
5 .    Both middle schools will have sufficient library space .
6 .    All elementary and middle schools will have sufficient space for

special education classes and for the provision of pupil personnel
services.

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 thehigh 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.

2-
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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
greater difficulty learning than students who are not assigned to these

asses .    The classes are designed to remedy that difficulty by delivering
ire concentrated and individualized instruction than is available in the

regular 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.

3-
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MIDDLE S OOL CLASSRMK MSIOMNTP-

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 is 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 .

MIDDLE SCHOOL STRUCTURE

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.

RATIONALE FOR MIDDLE SCHOOL STRUCTURE

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.
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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.

IMPACT 0'F ISSUES - COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION ON MIDDLE SCHOOL STRUCTURE

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 educationclasses .

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.

5
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The Issues Committee of the: Democratic Town Committee asserts thatif 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.''

DISRUPTION

It is almost axiomatic that students whose educational experiencestake
place in the same school building over a'  number of years 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 student's 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

PROGRAM SPACE

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.     In 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.
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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 beinthe position of embarking on a
major building project knowing from the start that the end result would be
lens 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 .
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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,   cannot 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 cl-assroom 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 pro rams .    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



J
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 services currently

provided  ( or will be provided in the future) ?"    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 regular 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

a

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

A 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 i, that a curriculum

and instructional program which takes into account the differ-

ences in these students  " in transition"  positively affect's student

achievement,  personal development,   learning climate,   faculty

9

a ,

morale,   staff development,  and parental and community involve-

i 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

1



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-

ties of middle schools . )

At Moran and Dag Haarskjold 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-

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

J



SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
JULY 7,  1992

7: 00 P. M.

AGENDA

1.    Roll Call & Pledge of Allegiance

2.    
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:    suchlocal ' fundsto
match federal and state grant funds.   NOI'E: PUBLIC HEARING CANCELLED.

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, 0000 Bond Issue' - 7: 15 P. M.

4.    PUBLIC HEARING to amend the L992- 93 Sever 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.

5.    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,  Ac- t.  624- 000

800,  Acct.  642- 000  $2000, ' Acct.  651- 000  $ 600,  Acct.  652- 000
1500.

6.    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.

7.    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.
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SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL MEETING

JULY 7 .   1992

7 : 00 P. M,'

A special meeting of the Wallingford Town Council was held on Tuesday,
July 7 , ` 1992in the Robert Earley Auditorium of the Wallingford Town
Hall and called to Order by Chairperson Iris F.   Pa.pale 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 Za.ndr°i .     Mr .
Solinsky arrived at 7 : 09 P. M.     Mr .   Doherty and Mr .   Killen were on
vacation.   Mayor William W.   Dickinson Jr .   arrived at 7 : 06 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    # 675- 000 ,   $500
To Acct    # 613- 000 ,   $ 800 Acct .   # 624- 0''00 ,  `$ 800;   Acct .   # 642- 000    $ 2 , 000 ;
Acct .   #651- 000 ,   $ 600 ;  Acct .   #652- 000 ,   $ 1 , 500 ,

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

Monitoring of water quality , in Pi:stapaug 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 2'4- 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- 80, 10- 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- 24.6 ,  May 1 ,   1992 .     The amount budgeted and adopted by the
Council was  $ 29 , 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 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 Fede=ral

Highway Safety Program.

Motion was made by Mr .   McDermott to schedule the Public Hearing for
July 23 ,   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 BEARING 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 .

l the fiscal 1992- 93 budgets of both the Water and Sewer Divisions ,   funds

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 theintended

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

0.r....
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Long Term Debt STP III Acct .   and Decrease Net Income by  $ 50 , 000,   seconded   "

by Mr .   Parisi .

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

These being ; no further business ,   the meeting adjourned at 7 : 59 P. M.

Meetingrecorded and transcribed by:

K thryn ' F.   Milano ,  Town Council Secretary

Approved by
Iris F. ''' Papale ,  C irperson

26- e%  eA.

0 q
Date

Kathryn J.  Wa     ,   TowepClerk

Q 00-

Date



TOWN COUNCIL MEETING

JULY 28 ,   1992

7000 P. M.

AGENDA

NOTE PUBLIC HEARING TIME****

Roll Call  &  Pledge of Allegiance

Correspondence

2 .     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

S . C. O. W.   1992- 93 Program  -  Program Planner Ir

d .   Consider and Approve a Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to
Apply for Grant Funds for a Community Services Grant
Which Supports the S . C. O. W.   Organization ProgramPlanner

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

Program  -  Program Planner

J .     Consider and Approve Minutes of the 6/ 9/ 92 ;   6/ 10/ 92 ;   6/ 23/ 92

and 7/ 7/ 92 Town Council Meetings

4 .     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

5a.   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.
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aside=r and Approve a Budget Amendment in the Amount of
800 - to Federal Grants  -  Highway Safety Program Account

01- 1050- 050- 5883 and to Police Department Highway Work
ne Safety' Program ' Account  '# 001- 2017- 400- 4241  - ' Mayor ' s '

fice

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

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

Remove From the Table the Naming oftheSimpson School
Study Committee as Requested'  by   ' ice- Chairman David J.

Doherty

9 .     Discussion on the Park and Recreation Commission' s Need
I or New'° and" Expanded Recreation Facilities  - ' Town Council

t }      Presentation on the Board of Education' s Master Plan as

Requested by Dr .   Joseph` Cirasuolo ,   Superintendent of
Schools

11 .     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

le

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

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

14 .     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'.

15 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

16 SET A PUBLIC HEARING to Amend the 1992- 93 Board of i ducs t; y on

Special .. Fund Section of the Town Budget .     The Purpose iw<  t

Accept a Family Literacy Extended Education Program in the

Amount of  $41 , 820 . 00



17 .     Executive Session Pursuant_  to Section 1- 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
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