Boundary Review for
New Milton #7 Elementary School

EE B EE N e

Public Consultation Meeting
January 17, 2013
7:00 pm
Bruce Trail Public School



AGENDA
January 17, 2013

7:00 PM Open House
7:15 PM Information Presentation

)

Welcome and Purpose of Meeting

)

Meeting Norms
Introductions

p>)

p>)

Boundary Review Process

p>)

Role of the Boundary Review Committee

p>)

Criteria Utilized in Selecting Scenarios
Scenario Selection Process

p>)

p>)

Presentation of Scenarios 3a, 3b, 5a, and 8a

Feedback Process

>t

>t

Next Steps and Timeline for Decision




A The new school is planned to open in the 2013/2014 schc
year.

|
Purpose of Boundary Review
A A Boundary Review Process has been initiateglstablish a
boundary foMilton #7 PS in southeast Milton.
=
‘ l



Purpose of Consultation
Meeting

APurpose of tonightos meet
the school communities regarding the four scenarios for
the Milton #7 Elementary School and Implementation
plan.

A To provide members of the public with an opportunity to
provide feedback.

A Break out groups for each school community to review,
discuss and comment on the four scenarios.

A Facilitator will be in each room taking notes and
completing the comment forms.

A Maps and enrolment projections will be available in eact
room.




Bou ndary Review Process
A STEP 1 Boundary Review Steering Committee (BRS(
consisting of Board staff and trustees review enrolments
school capacities and programs. Initial boundary strateg
-

are generated.

:

A STEP 2 Boundary Review Committee (BRC)

established; consisting of members of the BRSC, Milton
*Supercouncil and representatives from the affected sch
communities BRC engages in a process to give input in

generating scenarios for consideration.
A *Supercouncil: Council of all School Council Chairs in Milton

:



Boundary Revi ev

A STEP 3 Boundary Review Steerlng Committee receives
scenarios, and shares scenarios with community for
Information and feedback. l

A STEP 4 Boundary Review Committee reviews
community feedback, considers revisions, and makes
recommendations to the Boundary Review Steering

Committee. l

A STEP 5 Boundary Review Steering Committee makes
recommendation to the Director. Director takes
recommended option to Trustees and/or may revise the
recommended option prior to taking it to Trustees.
Delegations to the Board occur within the timelines for tr
boundary review procesBoard of Trustees make the
final decision.
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Boundary Review Steering
Committee (BRSC) Composition

A Trustees for the affected schools

A Superintendents for the affected schools
A Superintendent of Business Services

A Planning Department staff

A Director of Education



The Boundary Review CommittegrC)
Composition

A Affected School Catchment School Councill
representatives:

BruceTrall
E.W. Foster
HawthorneVillage
SamSherratt
Tiger JeetSingh
W.I. Dick
A Members of Milton Supercouncil
A All members of the BRSC




Role of the Boundary Review
Committee

To prioritize criteria for the selection of boundary scenaric

To review proposed scenarios, suggest revisions, and cr
new scenarios.

To recommend scenarios to the BRSC to be presented t«
community for input and feedback.

Share information with School Councils and community.

To review community feedback and make recommendati
to the Boundary Review Steering Committee.
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E ‘Criteria for Decision Making
T

Balance of overall enrolment in each school to ensure access to
programs and resources

Proximity to schools

Permanent accommodation

Stable, long term boundaries

Cost effectivenesistransportation

Fiscal responsibilities

Grandparenting of graduating class

Number of student moves

Continuity of placement/possible relocation of regional programs
New Ministry or Board programs

Viable numbers in dual track schools

Keeping cohorts together

Committee recommended criteria

Prevent the movement of FDK students to NlWK Schools
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A The Boundary Review Steering Committee and
Boundary Review Committee meet regularly to
explore and assess possible strategies and
boundary scenarios.

|
E The Boundary Review Process

A In the course of the meetings 4 Scenarios and &
Implementation strategy was finalized.

— A All 4 scenarios are available on the Board webs
(www.hdsb.ca).

\
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CURRENT FRENCH IMMERSION BOUNDARIES
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* A grade will be added each consecutive year.
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CURRENT SR FRENCH IMMERSION BOUNDARIES
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PL Robertson currently has grades 1-6 in the Fl program and a grade will be added each consecutive year.

Milton SW # 8 ps currently has grades 1-5 in the FI program and a grade will be added each consecutive year.

Tiger Jeet Singh currently has grades 1-3 in the Fl program and a grade will be added each consecutive year.
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Current Boundaries Projected
Enrolments

oTG Port Cap Total 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
807 893 1173 1240 1234 1212
598 12 874
Bruce Trail 807 893 1173 1240 1234 1212
Bruce Trail Utilization -209 : -295 -575 : -642 : -536 : -514
Percent Utilization 135% ] 149% 196% ] 207% ] 206% ] 203%
Approx. Number of Portabled 12 : 13 25 : 28 : 28 :
316 12 592 ............... D
E.W. Foster 541 592 593 579 569
E.\W. Foster Utilization -225 -276 : -277 ] -263 ] -253 ] -221
Percent Utilization 171% 187% : 188% ] 183% ] 180% ] 170%
Approx. Number of Portabled 12 12 : 12 : 11 : 11
________ 1097 111 | 1249 1237 - 1al6
805 12 1081 ........................................................................ D
Hawthorne Village 1097 . 1121 1249 1237 1216
Hawthorne Village Utilization -292 : -316 -444 : -432 : -411
Percent Utilization 136% : 139% 155% : 154% : 151%
Approx. Number of Portabled 12 : 14 19 : 19 : 18
_________ 37 [ a3 a4 a3 ds
406 10 636 T
Sam Sherratt 450
Sam Sherratt Utilization -44
Percent Utilization, : 111%
Approx. Number of Portabled 0 1 : 1 : 2 : 2
_________ 742715 | 878 858 816
?’82 12 1058 ............................................ 9
Tiger Jeet Singh 943 991 1218 1269 1299
Tiger Jeet Singh Utilization -161 : -209 -436 : -487 : -517
Percent Utilization 121% : 127% 156% : 162% : 166%
Approx. Number of Portabled 10 : 9 19 : 21 : 22
_________ 196 157 176 18 189 _
412 3 481 |- RO SN SOURTEN hOUORN: ORRNL ot
W.1. Dick : eal
W.I. Dick Utilization) -166 -229 -293 -315 15
Percent Utilization, : 140% 156% 171% 176%
Approx. Number of Portables 3 : 5 : 7 10 13 14




Scenario 3a(2)
eter Regular Track
Boundaries

E.W.

FOSTER I

CEDAR HEDGE RD

THOMPSON RD S

e

SAM SHERRATT

FOURTH LN

HAWTHORNE
VILLAGE

JAMES SNOW PKWY S

T LAURENT AVE

- == Pipeline WI DICK Catchment Area Not Shown




CEDAR HEDGE RD

THOMPSON RD §

Milton
SE #7 ps

JAMES SNOW PKWY S

FOURTH LN

LOUIS ST LAURENT AVE

WI DICK Catchment Area Not Shown
* A grade will be added each consecutive year.

- - - Pipeline

Scenario 3a(2)
FI

Boundaries
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Scenario 3a(2)
Senior Fl
Boundaries
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