Council Meeting: 09/21/2010
Agenda: New Business
Item #: 11.a.

CITY OF KIRKLAND

Planning and Community Development Department
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA 98033 425.587-3225
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MEMORANDUM
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager
From: Eric Shields, Planning Director
Jeremy McMahan, Planning Supervisor
Date: September 8, 2010
Subject: Request to Collect School Impact Fees, File No. MIS09-00016
RECOMMENDATION

Consider the letter from Lake Washington School District (LWSD) requesting the City to move ahead
to consider an ordinance adopting school impact fees (Attachment 1). Staff recommends that Council
allow a brief presentation by the District at the September 21°" meeting.

Provide direction to staff on whether to prepare an ordinance adopting school impact fees and
schedule the ordinance for consideration by the Council at a future meeting. If Council elects to
proceed, provide direction on whether to schedule a public hearing (optional) on the ordinance.

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION

State law authorizes the collection of impact fees to help defray the costs of new school facilities.
The fees must be justified by a school district’s adopted Capital Facilities Plan (Attachment 2). The
plan must document anticipated enrollment growth and capital needs and include a financing plan
that identifies the role of impact fees. Collection of the fees occurs through the permitting process of
general purpose governments, such as Kirkland. Those governments must agree to collect the fees
and forward collected fees to the school district.

Lake Washington School District lies within the jurisdiction of four general purpose governments —
Kirkland, Redmond, Sammamish and unincorporated King County. All of the jurisdictions except
Kirkland collect school impact fees. Based on the District's current Capital Facilities Plan, the impact
fees requested are $6,250 for single family units and $1,732 for multifamily units. These rates are
adjusted annually with the District’s Capital Facilities Plan, although changes to the rates require City
Council approval. The proposed impact fees are based on a Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) for
the period 2010-2015 prepared by the School District and adopted in August, 2010. The CFP
establishes a “standard of service” (student teacher ratios), enroliment projections and capital
construction plans for maintaining service levels. The proposed fees are based on a 50% local share
of the total capital costs calculated by the district over the over the life of the plan.

The School District has requested that Kirkland collect fees at the following rates: $6,250 for new
single family dwelling units and $1,732 for new multifamily dwelling units. The existing rates collected
by the other jurisdictions are as follows:



King County: $7,040 for SF; $1,813 for MF
Sammamish: $7,040 for SF; $1,813 for MF
Redmond: $2,750 for SF; $280 for MF

King County and Sammamish adopted their rates under the District's previous Capital Facilities Plan,
which justified higher fees. They will likely adjust their rates at the end of this year, to correspond to
the District’'s current rates. The District has requested that Redmond update their rates.

The annexation areas of Finn Hill, Kingsgate and North Juanita will be subject to Kirkland’s impact fee
rules beginning in June, 2011. Consequently, unless Kirkland authorizes school impact fees, the
School District would lose impact fee revenue currently collected by the County from the annexation
area.

Although Kirkland has not authorized collection of school impact fees, the District has utilized the
SEPA process to negotiate impact fee payment for larger developments subject to SEPA. The City has
notified the District of new developments for which SEPA determinations have been issued. The
District has appealed City issued Determinations of Nonsignificance on the grounds that the
developments will have significant school impacts. The appeals have typically been settled between
the District and developers prior to scheduling appeal hearings. There is currently one case pending
before the City’s Hearing Examiner on a cottage project in South Rose Hill.

The District has argued that the City has the legal authority to require impact fees through SEPA.
However, City staff has declined to do so absent explicit direction from the City Council. Further, if
school impact fees are to be collected, it would be preferable to do so by adopting an impact fee
ordinance, rather than through the SEPA process.

PREVIOUS CITY CONSIDERATION

¢ January, 2008. The City Council met with representatives of the Lake Washington School
District to discuss the District’s request that the City collect school impact fees. At that time, City
Council members raised a number of questions and asked the District to provide additional
information.

e February, 2009. The District submitted a written response to the Council’s questions (View
5/19/2009 Council Packet).

e April 22, 2009. The District submitted a formal request for the City to adopt an impact fee
ordinance.

e May 19, 2009. The Council discussed the request and directed staff to prepare an ordinance for
Council consideration (View 5/19/2009 Council Packet).

o December 1, 2009. The City Council considered a school impact fee ordinance. Public
comment on the ordinance was received under the items from the audience portion of the
meeting from representatives of LWSD, King County Master Builders, Seattle-King County
Association of Realtors, and the Chamber of Commerce. After initial discussion, the Council tabled
the ordinance and requested a public hearing to receive additional community input.

o December 11, 2009. The District sent an email withdrawing its request for City adoption of
school impact fees (Attachment 3).



http://www.ci.kirkland.wa.us/Assets/City+Council/Council+Packets/2009/051909/11a_NewBusiness.pdf
http://www.ci.kirkland.wa.us/Assets/City+Council/Council+Packets/2009/051909/11a_NewBusiness.pdf
http://www.ci.kirkland.wa.us/Assets/City+Council/Council+Packets/2009/051909/11a_NewBusiness.pdf
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LWSD Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015
LWSD 2009 Withdrawal

LWSD Redmond Request

Forrest Miller, LWSD Director of Facilities and Transportation
Denise Stiffarm, K&L Gates LLP
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August 17,2010 RECEIVED
AUG 23 2010

The Honorable Joan McBride
CITY OF KIRKLAND

Mayor, City of Kirkland CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
123 Fifth Avenue

Kirkland, Washington 98033
RE: Request for Council Action - School Impact Fees

Dear Mayor McBride:

As you know, the Lake Washington School District (the “District”) has worked for several years
to provide the City of Kirkland with information related to a proposed school impact fee
ordinance. The District is requesting that the City Councﬂ move forward at this time with its
consideration of the ordmance

The District recently updated its Capital Facilities Plan. The 2010 Plan contains the following
school impact fee amounts: $6,250 for single family dwelling units and $1,732 for multi-family
dwelling units. These amounts represent 50% of the calculated unfunded school capacity need
related to students generated from new single family or multi-family dwelling units. Please note
that the District’s Capital Facilities Plan and fees are updated on an annual basis.

We look forward to continuing our discussion with the City of Kirkland regarding a school
impact fee ordinance. We would be happy to meet with the City Council again in study session,
if necessary, or to present this request at a regular City Council meeting. Please let us know the
City’s preference regarding this matter.

Slncerely,

Chip Klmball
Superintendent

cc: Kurt Triplett, City of Kirkland, City Manager
Eric Shields, City of Kirkland; Planning Director
Forrest Miller, LWSD Director of Facilities & Transportation
Denise Stiffarm, K&L Gates LLP
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' Dr. Chip Kimball

Lake Washington School District’s
- Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
2010-2015

For information about this plan, call the District Support Services Center
(425/882-5108)
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: Attachment 2
Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

{I.  Executive Summary

- This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the “plan”) has been prepared by the
“Lake Washington School District (the “district”) as the organization’s
primary facility planning document in compliance with the requirements
of the State of Washington's Growth Management Act and King County
Code 21A.43. This plan was prepared using data available in Spring 2010.

- The plan is consistent with prior long-term capital facilities plans adopted
by the Lake Washington School District. However, it is not intended to be
the sole plan for all of the organization's needs. The district also prepares

~ interim and long-range capital facilities plans consistent with board
~ policies. Such plans take into account longer and shorter time periods,
other factors and trends in the use of facilities, and other needs of the
- district as may be required. These other plans are cons1stent w1th this SIX--
. Year Capital Facilities Plan. - - c

“In order for impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of King
County, the King County Council must adopt this plan as proposed by the
~district. The cities of Redmond and Sammamish have each adopted a |
~ school impact fee policy and ordinance similar to the King County model.
‘For impact fees to be collected in the City of Kirkland, the City of Kirkland
must also adopt this 'rplan a.n'd addpt its own school :iinpact fee ordinance.

A
i’ S e

7 . Pursuant to the requl.rements of the Growth Management Act and the Iocal
-y - implementing ordinances, this plan will be updated on an annual basis
| '-'%} . | with any changes in the fee schedule adjusted accordingly. See Appendix
:}- . - - B for the current single family calculatlon and Appendtx Cfor the current
O > multi-famﬂy calculatlon L
: }-f} _ The d1str1ct s Cap1ta1 facility plan establlshes a "standard of serv1ce" in
_____ ) ~ order to ascertain current and future capac1ty

While the current State budget crisis has impacted state funding, the
- district has made budgetary decisions to protect class size through
reduction in other programs and services. Future state funding shortfalls
-could impact class sizes however those changes are anticipated to be
temporary reductions and as such will likely not modify the district’s
. standard of service. .

. August23,2010 . - o . Page2



Attachment 2

Lake Washington School District  Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

I.  Executive Summary (continued)

This plan reflects the current student/ teacher standard of service ratio.
The district’s standard of service has been changed to reflect space needs .
to serve students in All Day Kindergarten, as currently 80% of dlstrlct s
- students partlczpate in this program.

It might also be noted that though the State Supermtendent of Public

. Instruction establishes square foot guidelines for capacity funding criteria,

those guidelines do not account for the local program needs in the district.

- The Growth Management Act and King County Code 21A.43 authorize the
district to make adjustments to. the standard of service basecl on the -
district's spe(:1f1c needs. SRR - -

~Ingeneral, the district's current standard provides the followmg (see
' Section I1I for specific mformatlon)

Grade Level .  Target Teacher- -
Student Ratio .

K-1 ' R 19 Students

23 | 24 Students

4 o 25 Students

5-6 - 27 Students

7-9 : - 30 Students
10-12 - 1 32 Students

- School capac1ty is based on the d1str1ct standard of service and the existing
inventory. Existing inventory includes both permanent and relocatable
_classrooms (i.e. portable classroom units). As seen in Appendix A, the
- district's overall capacity is 25,629 students (22,170 for permanent and
3,063 for relocatables). For this same period of time, student enrollment is
- 23,782 headcount. Enro]lment is projected to increase to 26,922 in 2015 (see
Table 1).

Though areas of growth are seen in various areas of the district, the most

" notable growth continues to be in the Redmond and Sammamish areas
along with areas of growth in the City of Kirkland. In addition, the City of
~Kirkland will be annexing areas of unincorporated I{mg County (the Finn

_ August 23, 2010 ) ' ' | . g ~ Page3
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Attachment 2

. Lake Washington.-'Schoel District _ Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

1L Executive_ Summary (continued)
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Hill and K.mgsgate areas) which we anticipate will result in additional

'_growth

| Some examples include:

e Growth has necessitated the construction of one elementary school
(a.k.a. Site 52, Rachel Carson Elementary School) on the Sammamish
plateau which opened in the fall of 2008: Due to capacity issues, this
school opened with four relocatable classrooms on the site. |

e The Redmond Ridge development continues to experience growth

| to the point that in addition to the four (4) relocatables that were
* added to Rosa Parks Elementary School in 2009, another four (4)
: relocatable classrooms will be added to the school inthe summer of
©.2010. |
o ' Homes have begun to be occ:upled in the Redmond Rldge East
- ~development which has resulted in additional student population. -
In anticipation of the potential student growth from that -
- -development, the District secured property within that development
" in 2007 for a future elementary school, Site 31 (see Tables 4,5 and 6)
- - This school is planned to open in 2015. '
s The City of Sammamish approved a land use plan known as the
- -Sammamish Town Center. This plan allows 1,300 to 1,800 new
- residential dwelling units to be developed in the Town Center area. -
~ The District anticipates that development in this planning area will
- create additional capacity needs in this area of the District.

s The City of Kirkland will be annexing areas of unincorporated King

- County in July 2011. This includes the Finn Hill and the Kingsgate
- areas which are both within the boundaries of the District. Itis
anticipated that the annexation areas could create add1t10na1
capacity needs in District schools in these areas.
¢ Enrollment continues to press for the addition of relocatable
classrooms in several schools in the Kirkland and also the North
Redmond areas.
e Itis projected that other locatmns throughout the district will need
- relocatables to address capacity issues within the planning period of
~ this report

o “"k/; e S R t‘w' i"«f.e/: Ry “sM/ E\er:\/ \m/: E{:w-la_’
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Attachment 2
 Lake Washjngtoﬁ School District o Capltal Facilities Plan 2010-2015

I Executive Summary (continued)

In February 2006, voters in the Lake Washington School District passed a
bond measure to fund Phase II (2006-2014) of the School Modernization
Program. The schedule for the schools has been established with many of
the schools being modermzed WIth]I’l the timeframe of this plan R

In the tlmeframe of this plan, the d1str1ct will:
e Modernize and re-open seven elementary schools, two junior high
~ schools, one choice school, and one high school as part of the
- District’s Phase II School Modernization Program (see Table 6). All
these projects are planned to receive appropriate permanent
- capacity additions and remove any eXI,stlng excess relocatable
~ classrooms. B i : C
e Construct two new elementary schools, one in the Redmond Rldge
 East development area and the other in the North Redmond area.
‘e Add relocatable classrooms to address capacﬂ:y ‘when needed in the
~ District. See Section VI. -
e s planning to undergo a change to school conf1gurat—10n (K—S 6 8
- and 9-12) in 2012. Because of this, the District is currently -
- considering the need for High School additions at Redmond High
~ 'School and Eastlake High School. Future updates to the District's
'Capital Facility Plan will provzde more mformaﬁon if this plan
- moves forward : ,

A fmancmg plan is mcluded in Sechon VIII that demonstrates the dlstrlct'
ablhty to: unplement th]s plan e

August23,2010 g - o " _Page5
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Attachmeht 2

Lake Washington School District ' Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

|II.  Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning

' Six-Year Enrollment Projection

Based on the district's forecasts (see Table 1), enrollment is 'projectedto
increase approximately 2,837 students over the next six years. Thisisa

11.78% increase over the current student population. Applying the

enrollment projections contained in Table 5 to the district’s existing
capacity, the district will be over permanent capacity by 3,507

- students. This projection contemplates the full development of Redmond

Ridge and the Redmond Ridge East development. Other developments.
that are expected to generate students and affect the district are also
included in the projection.. The numbers anticipated for the Redmond.

~ Ridge East development show the need for a future elementary school

within that planned development. The District expects that some of the

_ new residential development in the Sammamish Town Center will begin to

occur in the six-year planning period. Therefore, the enrollment -

- projections also include the first anticipated phase of the Sammamish
- Town Center development.

Student enrollment projections have been developed using a two methods:
(1) the cohort survival - historical enrollment method is used to forecast
enroliment growth based upon the progression of existing students in the
district; then (2), development tracking - the enrollment projections are
modified to include students anticipated from new development in the

~ district. The cohort survival method was used to determine base -

enrollments. This mechanism uses historical enrollment data to forecast

the number of students who will be attending school the following year.
- Development tracking uses information on known and anticipated .

housing development was used as a second means in determining )
enrollment projections. This method allows the district to more accurately
project student enrollment by school attendance area. (See Table 2)

Cohort Survival

- A percentage of King County live births is used to predict future |

kindergarten enrollment. Actual King County live births through 2008 are

used to project kindergarten enrollment through the 2013-2014 school year.

‘August 23, 2010 | | - Page6



Attachment 2

Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

I Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning

(continued)

- After 2014, the number of live births is based on King County projections.
Historical data is used to estimate the future number of kindergarten
students that will generate from county births. For other grade 1evels, past
- -cohort survwal trends were analyzed. :

" Development Tracking

In order to increase the accuracy and validity of enrollment projections, a
major emphasis has been placed on the collection and tracking of data of
~ 80 known new housing developments. This data provides two useful

- pieces of planning information. First, it is used to determine the actual
~ number of students that are generated from a new single family or multi--
. family residence. It also provides important information on the impact

new housing developments will have on ex1stmg facﬂ1t1es and / or the need

for additional facilities. .

It is important to note that even though small in-fill or short plat projects

- are not tracked, such activity has resulted in increased student populatlon
- . This type of development has resulted in the need for add1t10na1

> relocatables in the K}Ikland area.

. Developments that have been completed over the last five years are used
to forecast the number of students who will attend our schools from future
-developments. District wide statistics show that new single-family homes
currently generate 0,436 elementary student, 0.099 junior high student, and
- 0.074 senior high student, for a total of 0.609 school-age child per single
- family home (see Appendix B). New multi-family housing units currently
- generate an average of 0.141 elementary student, 0.056 junior high student,
and 0.047 senior high student for a total of 0.245 school age child per multi-
~ family home (see Appendix C). The totals of the student generation
numbers have increased since 2009 for new multi-family developments
and decreased slightly for new single family developments. Information
obtained from the cities and county provides the foundation for a database

-of all known future developments in the district and is consistent with the

comprehensive plans of the local permitting jurisdictions. Contact has
been made with each developer to determine the number of homes to be
built and the anticipated development

- Aungust 23, 2010 o _ . _ .~ . ~Page7
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J | - | Attachment 2 .
i Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

L. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term PIannmg
| (continued)

* schedule. There is limited data from projects five years or newer.
Historically, the district has seen student growth acc:elerate in
' developments after five years. :

The student generatlon factors (see Appendix D) were used to forecast the __
number of students expected from these developments. L

: ~August 23, 2010 S R L - .. - Page8
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Attachment 2

- Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015
 |IIL Current District “Standard of Service” -
R e . . .
King County Code 21A.06 refers to a “standard of service” that each school S
RS

district must establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The
standard of service identifies the program year, the class size, the number 0y
of classrooms, students and programs of special need, and other factors "
{determined by the district), which would best serve the student

population. Relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) may be included in
the capacity calculation using the same standards of service as the
permanent facilities. : :

A

/—.\
y S b !
R R
Mot e e

A .

" The standard of service outlined below reflects only those programs and
educational opportunities provided to students that directly affect the
capacity of the school buildings. The special programs listed below

~ require classroom space; thus, the permanent capacity of some of the
* buildings housing these programs has been reduced. Newer buildings
have been constructed to accommodate some of these programs. When
~older buildings are modified to-accommodate these programs, there may
~ be a reduction in classroom capacity. Atboth the elementary and
“secondary levels, the district considers the ability of students to attend
~ neighborhood schools to be a component of the standard of service.

e

: Y [ L3 PO i P ST T A ' : f i ST I . .’"‘m-"\ ;’/mm: ;"/M‘ v .
A M M S e A N e e S N P N S S M N N e e et S S S S i e S Nl S

Standard of Service for Elementary Students

Class size for grades K - 1 average 19 students
Class size for grades 2 - 3 average 24 students
Class size for grades 4 average 25 students
Class size for grade 5-6 average 27 students _ -
Special Education for students with dlsabﬂmes may be prov1ded na

- self-contained classroom

O All students will be provided music instruction in a separate
classroom '

0 All students will have scheduled time in a special computer lab

I I B

Identified students will also be prov1ded other spec1al educahonal
0pp0rturut1es in classrooms designated as follows:

O Reso_urce rooms
0 English Language Learners (ELL)
0 Education for disadvantaged students (Title I)

' August 23, 2010 | . R - . . Page9
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Attachment 2
Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

|IIL. Current District “Standard of Service” (continued)

Gifted education (pull-out Quest programs)

‘District remediation programs

Learning assisted programs

Severely behavior disordered

Transition room

Mild, moderate and severe d1sab111t1es
Developmental kindergarten

Extended daycare programs and preschool programs

moooOooo o

Standard of Service for Secondarv Students

O Class size for grades 7-9 should not exceed 30 students.
O Class size for grades 10-12 should not exceed 32 students
0 Special Education for students with d1sabﬂ1t1es may be provrded ina
~self-contained classroom . _ :

Identified students W]ll also be provided other spec1al educatlonal
_ opporturutles in classrooms designated as follows: :

-0 English Language Learners (ELL)
D Resource rooms (for special remedial a551stance)
0 Computer rooms
O Preschool and daycare programs

Room Utlhzatlon at Secondarv Schools

Ttis rzot ossible to achieve 100% utilization of regular teaching stations
. p : &

because of scheduling conflicts for student programs, the need for
specialized rooms for certain programs, and the need for teachers to have a
work space during their planning periods. Based on actual utilization, the

~district has determined a standard utilization rate of 70% for non-

modernized secondary schools. As secondary schools are modernized, the
standard utilization rate is 83%. The ariticipated design of the modernized
schools and schools to be constructed will incorporate features which will
increase the utilization rate for secondary schools. |

- -August 23, 2010 _ ' _ . . . Pagel10



‘ Attachment 2
.- Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015 -

IV. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Facilities

The district currently has permanent capacity to house 22,566 students and
transitional (relocatable) capacity to house 3,063 students (see Appendix A).

- This capacity is based on the district's Standard of Service as set forth in
Section II. The district's current student enrollment is 23,782 and is.
expected to increase to 26,922 in 2015 (see Table 1)

Calculatmns of elementary, junior h1gh school, and senior high school

capacities are set forth in Appendix A. Included in this six-year plan is an
inventory of the district's schools arranged by area, name, type, address,
“and current capac1ty (see Table 3). - : ——

3

 The phy51ca1 cond1t10n of the dzstnct s facilities was evaluated by the 2006 .
~ State Study and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with
 WAC 180-25-025. :As schools are modernized, the State Study and Survey
of School Facilities report is updated. That report is incorporated herein
by refetence.
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Attachment 2

. Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

V. - Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

To address existing and future capacity needs, the chstnct contemplates
usmg the followmg strategies: . _ _

= j' 1) Movement from a grade conflguratmn of K-6, 7—9 1012 to a grade

- configuration of K-5, 6-8, 9-12.
2) Construction of new schools
. 3) Additions at high schools to accommodate school conf1guratton
4} Adjustments to the capac1ty of existing schools undergomg
“Modernization
,5) Use of additional relocatables to pr0v1de for housmg of students not
- provided for under other strateg1es

| | .' Future updates to thls plan will include spec1f1c mformatzon regardmg _
: adopted strategles | . _

~ The dlstrlct s six-year constructlon plan mcludes the foﬂowmg capac1ty
| pro]ects ‘ L A

e During the last six years (2004—2009)

‘o New growth in the Redmond and the Sammamish areas created
the need to construct two elementary schools.
- ®One of these new elementary schools (Rosa Parks Elementary -
- School, Site 41), located within the Redmond Ridge -
- development, was occupied in the fall of 2006.
- = The other new elementary school, Rachel Carson Elementary
School, was opened on the Sammamish Plateau in the fall of
2008. Because of the growth in enrollment in that area, the
~ school opened with four relocatables on the site. |
o In2007-2008, the District purchased land within the Redmond
. 'Ridge East development on the basis that projections for that
~ development necessitate the need for a new elementary site. The
District continues to monitor the phased project. The first phase
of homes in this development are beginning to be occupied.
- Phase II School Modernization (2006-2014) was funded by the voters -
~inFebruary 2006. The approved bond measure will fund the
modernization of 11 schools throughout the district. During the
period of this Capital Facilities Plan, the district will begin the

 August 23, 2010 - L | . . Pagel2



_ _ Attachment 2
' Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

|V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued)

- planning or complete the modernization for: Frost Elementary, Rush
Elementary, Sandburg Elementary, Muir Elementary, Keller
- Elementary, Bell Elementary, Finn Hill Junior High, Rose Hill Junior,
International Community School/ Community Elementary and Lake
Washington High School. Each elementary school modernization
project also includes the addition of new student capacity.
o Frost Elementary School was completed and opened in the fall
of 2009.
o Lake Washington High School is in construcho:n and will be
- opened in the fall of 2011.
o Finn Hill Junior High wﬂl start construction this summer
(2010) with the goal of opening in 2011. Muir Elementary
'School will also start construction this summer and open in -
_ the winter of 2011/2012.
e The District anticipates the need for two new elementary schools
 within the period of this plan, one in theé Redmond Ridge East area
and the other in the North Redmond area. The plan was to have
voters approve a bond measure in February 2010 which would have
‘provided the funding for these schools. However, the bond measure
~ did not pass. The two schools may be the subject of a future bond
measure.
e Relocatable classrooms (as outlined in Seciwn Vi) will be added to
- address capacity needs until more permanent capacity can be
constructed. Within the six-year planning window of this Capital
" Pacility Plan, projections indicate that other relocatables may also
be needed: in the Sammamish, Redmond, Klrkland and
o unmcorporated ng Coun’cy areas.

o Included in this plan is an mventory of the pro]ects hsted above They are |
arranged by cost, addmonal capac1ty, and pr0]ected Complehon date. (See
Table 5 & 6) - -

Angust 23, 2010 - _ ' .. . Pagel3
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_ Attachment 2
Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

VI. Relocatable and Tratlsitional Classrooms

'The district inventory includes 136 relocatables (i.e. portable classroom
units) that provide standard capacity and special program space as

ouﬂmed in Section III (see Appendix A).

| Based on enrollment projections and planned perménent facﬂitieé, the

district anticipates the need to acquire additional relocatables during the
next six-year period. -

o Rachel Carson Elementary opened as new construction in the fa]l of
2008 and included four (4) relocatables. -

e In the summer of 2009, four (4) relocatable classrooms were added to
Rosa Parks Elementary School in the Redmond Ridge development
due to student population growth in that development and homes -

- beginning to be occupied within the Redmond Ridge East"
- development. Growth in this area is causing the need to placean .
. additional four (4) relocatables at Rosa Parks Elementary durmg the-
summer of 2010.

o Within the six-year planning Wmdow of thls plan, pr0]ect10ns

indicate that other relocatables may also be needed in the
- Sammamish, Redmond, Kirkland and umncorporated ng Coun’cy
areas. - - -

For a definition of relocatables and permarient facilities, see Section 2 of
King County Code 21A.06. As schools are modernized, permanent capacity

 will be added to replace portables currently on school sites to the extent -
~ that enrollment projections for those schools indicate a demand for long-

term permanent capac1ty (see Table 5).

. 'As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables_ provide ﬂexibﬂity_ to a'ecommedate_
- immediate needs and interim housing. Because of this, new school and
“modernized school sites are all planned for the potential of adding up to

four portables to accommodate the changes in demographics. In addition,

the use and need for relocatables will be balanced against program needs.

. g - » .. : L Lo - 1 » ‘. o : : {,. E :, - ‘ : e 4
S e’ N S S M S N R M N e M S S e g S
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Lake Washington School District ' Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

|VIL Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit
Projection

Based on the six-year plan, there will be insufficient total capacity to house
anticipated enrollment (see Table 5). As demonstrated in Appendix A, the ' o
district currently has permanent capacity (classroom and special | '
education) to serve 11,368 students at the elementary level, 5,481 students
at the junior high school level, and 5,717 students at the high school level.
Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in Appendix A. As
depicted in Table 5, the district currently has insufficient permanent
- capacity and will continue to have an mcreasmg msufflment permanent
capacity through 2015. . :

/,\_,'
P N

- D]ffermg growth patterns throughout the district may cause some -
- communities to experience overcrowding. This is especially true in the
eastern portions of the district where significant housing development has
- taken place. Though the economy has slowed, there still is growth in these
areas. The continued development of Redmond Ridge, Redmond Ridge
East, northwest Redmond, the Sammamish Plateau and also the in-fill and
short plats in Kirkland will put pressure on schools in those areas. To
meet the needs associated with overcrowding or under utilization, the
district will utilize a number of solutions. Those solutions include grade
reconfiguration, new construction, adjusting capacity through
 modernization projects, modifications in the educational program, and =
~changes in the number of relocatables. A boundary change of three of the
_elementary schools on the Sammamish plateau was accomplished in the .-
- 2007-2008 school year in anticipation of the opening of Rachel Carson (Site
52) Elementary School in September 2008. Though Rachel Carson |
Elementary School helps with capacity issues, the new school opened with
four portables. In addition, the City of Sammamish will finish their -
‘planning for the new Sammamish Town Center that will provide
authorization for up to'1, 800 new housing units within the district on the
Sammamish pla‘ceau - L

~ August 23, 2010 _ . o . - Pagel5
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Attachment 2

.. Lake Washington School District Capital Pacilities Plan 2010-2015

|VIIL. Impact Fees and the Finance Plan

¢ ¢ L i i b L1 i Lo+ P L i
. ) |

: i H ot Vi [
; LR I N i,
ot i Tt wge g

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays

for the cost of the facilities necessitated by new development. The fee

- calculations (Appendix B and Appendix C) examine the costs of housing the
‘students generated by each new single family dwelling unit (or each new
multi-family dwelling unit) and then reduce that amount by the

anticipated state match and future tax payments. The resulting impact fee
is then discounted further. Thus, by applying the student generation

factor to the school project costs, the fee formula only calculates the costs

of providing capacity to serve each new dwelling unit. The formula does
not require new development to contribute the costs of providing capacity

o address ex1stmg needs

The finance plan shown on Table 6 demonstrates how the Lake |
Washington School District plans to finance improvements for the years

°2010 through 2015. The financing components include secured and

unsecured funding.  The plan is based on approved bond issues (approved

1in 1990, 1998 and 2006 by election), proposed and future bond issues,

securing of state funding, collection of impact fees under the State’s

" Growth Management Act, and voluntary mitigation fees pald pursuant to
- Washington State’s Environmental Policy Act. -

As discussed in Section V, the District purchased land within the Redmond
Ridge East development to construct a new elementary school. Future

~updates to this plan will include information regarding this property and

the associated school construction costs in the finance plan and school

| nnpact fee calculations.

' For the purposes of this pian and the impact fee calculations, the DlStI‘lCt is

using the actual cost data from Rachel Carson Elementary School built i in
2008. ‘
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HIX Appendices

| .Appendix ZA: Calculations of Capacmes for Elementary, ]u_mor Hzgh
e | and Senior ngh Schools : .

-
1Y
i

o

Appendix B: - ('_faléula't_ions of Impact Fees for Single Famﬂy Residences R g

. ‘/4,:\5 S

_Appendix C:  Calculations of Impact Fees for Mulﬁ—Fanul. mi y kéSidénCeé o
| APpendiXD;' _'qudent'GeneraﬁOH Factor Calcula_tions'_. -

Ap;iendix E: Calculation Back-Up

. August 23, 2010
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Lake Wasrﬁngton School District - : &ﬁﬁ@ﬂlﬁggﬁtz&o - 2015

Caleutations of Capacities for
Elementary, Junior High, and Senior High Schools

. |Elementary # Standard Classroom 88 S5 Room - # Relocatable Relogatable Totai 2009-2010
. 18chools Classrooms * Capacily (23) Capacily (12) Classrooms Capacity (23) Gapaglly * Enroiiment **
Alcolt 18 414 [ 0 8 184 . 598 627
Audubon 17 301 [ 0 2 46 . 437 508
Bell 15 345 0 1] 3 69 414 402
Blackwell 21 483 -0 4] 3 it 552 558
Carson 18 414 [3] 0 4 92 : 06 557
Community 0 u [i] 0 3 69 69 B9
Dickinson 18 414 1 12 4 92 &18 408
Discovery : 3 69 0 [} 1 23 = 73
Elnstein 19 . 437 0 Y 0 D . 437 - 423
. |Explorer ) 3 69 0 o] 1 23 92 iz
Frankiin 18 414 1] 0 2 - 46 460 507 .
Frost 18 : 414 1 12 0 0 426 418
Juanita 13 289 0 [4] 0 0 209 383
Kealler 15 345 3 36 4 92 473 350
Kirk 17 391 1 12 3 89 472 - 545
Lakeview 17 391 1 12 2 46 449 ) 465
Mann 17 391 0 1] 0 o i 33 AGT
McAuliffe 21 483 0 0 7 161 844 512
Mead 19 437 1 12 3]
Muir 14 322 o] [1] 5
Redmond 16 368 2 24 2
Rockwell 20 460 0 0 2
Rosa Parks 21 483 [1] 0 - 4
"> {Rose Hif : 17 - a9l 2 24 [
Rush ) 16 345 1] 0 4
Sandburg . 21 . 483 3] [} R
Smith 19 437 0 [i] B
Thoreau 18 414 [1] 1] 0
Twain . 20 460 0 [i] 4
Wildar ED 460 0 D 4
Totals 488 12 144 5]
Junicr High # Standard |Glassroom Capacity S5 ~ 85 Roem # Relocalable | Relocatable Capacity Total 2009-2010
Schools : . Classrooms (30%70%) Capacity {12} Classrooms (30x70%;} Capacity { Enroliment
Environmental 6 126 0 .0 0 [¢] 126 140 .
: - - [Evergreen 31 651 2 24 9 189 864 748
. |Finn il 24 504 1 2 2 42 558 405
ﬁ'}. o - |Ingleweed 51 1071 2 24 0 0 1,695 - 1.036
Sie? ...\ international *** 12 360 0 0 1 30 380 380
’ ’ Kamiakin 27 587 1 12 7 147 726 563
Kirldand 24 598 1 12 0 a 610 G651
Northstar - 0 0 0 0 5 105 105 05
i Redmond ** 26 896 1 12 il [ 08 B4g
o Renaissance 4 B4 0 a g 0 84 21
. [Rose Hil 24 504 2 24 & 128 654 440
Stefla Schola 0 0 [y 0 4 84 84 90
Totals ] - 239 5,361 10 120 34 7238 5,204 5,389
} Senlor High # Standard |Classroom Capaclly S5 55 Room # Relocatable | Relocatable Capacity Fotal 2009-2010
M | Schools Classrooms (32x70%) Capacity (12} {lassTooms | (3T0%) Capacity -Enroliment
% BEST 8 179 [ 0 2| 45 224 132
A . |Eastlake g6 1,478 4 438 3] 0 1,526 - 1,360
Juanita i 52 - 1,165 3 8 ) 179 : - 1,380 1.038
. fLake Washington B0 344 3 36 0 [} 1,380 1,076
*tRedmond ™ - 57 1419 1 2 Q 0 1,431 © 1442
11 " 5,941 | 5,048

23,782

Key: -
"Standard Capacity" does not include capacity for special programs as identified in Section I
"Total enroliment” on this chart does not Include Family Learning Center, contractual and translition students
- "S8" = Speclal Services self-contained classrooms
* "Standard of Service"” in elementary schools excludes some rooms if not built-in (e.g. 2 total rooms = 17 standard + computer + 1 musie + 1 R/R)
** Qctober 1, 2009 headcount
e+ Capacity Model = 100% utilization of classraoms dug to teacher planning area
* Capacily Model = 83% utilization of classrcoms dus o teacher planning area

Aug_ustéﬂ,ZUlO _ _ ' T _ - .Appendix A
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Lake Washington School District

Attachment 2
Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

- Single Family Residence ("SFR")

" School Site Acquisition Cost:

~ Facility - Cost/
7 Acreage Acre
Eiementary ' 210 . s0
Junior 20 . $0
Senior .40 .k
* School Construction Cost:
' ' ' Facility
. Lost:
o Elementary . - $19,593,.227 .
. ~Junior S o A I
. Senior (additional capacity) 80
. Temporary Facility Cost: .
| ST " Facility
_ " Cost
Elementary $0
Junior - $0
Senior S50
~ State Matching Credit Calculation; g
0 AreaCost 'Sq. Bt/
_ - Allowance - Student -
Blementary - 18017 900 -
_Junior oo 18617 0 o 1S
Senior - 18017 130.0
August 23, 2010

Facility
- Size

414

900

1500

Facility
Size

- 414
0

0

. Facility

Nize

[ar Rl

~~ Funding
- Assistance

- 21.90%

C2190%
C2190%

‘Site Cost/ ~ Student Cost/
Student . -Factor SER
$0 04360 $0
$0 0.0990 $0
30 " 0.0740 $0
TOTAL - 50
Bidg. Cost/ - Student ‘- ° Cost/SKFR
Student - Hactor - - {est. Y0%)
$47,327 . 04360 $18571
© 80 00990 . - 80
$0 - 0070 S0
* TOTAL . . $18,571
- Bldg. Cost/ Studemt .- Cost/SKR
Student - Factor .~ {est. 10%)
©S0 .. 04360 50
50 00990 $0
S0 0.0740 ~$0
. TOTAL %0
 Credit/ < Student Cost/
Student - Factor - SER
$3,551 04360 - $1,548
s ~0.0990 $0
T80 0.0740 $0
TOTAL $1,548

~ Appendix B

S

- - -~ "\./ e e’ NS k../ "-.,,/ L AN, (N \.,,/ L \-.5/ N L \7,,," “\‘,.,/ e ‘\-M, WS/ \-\\,./ (- \».w L ) \;_.,/ f\ E




: _ ~ Attachment 2
~Lake Washington School District _ - Capital Facilities Plan 20102015

- Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

“S.i_ng'l_e Family Residence ("SFR")

'Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

* Average SFR Assessed Value o $490,294
- Current Capital Levy Rate (2010)/$1000 - $1.16
Annual Tax Payment = =~ _ o $566.73
“Years Amortized ’ R i - :'_ - 10
Current Bond Interest Rate ' 3 . 433%
Present Value of Revenue Stream . - - %4522

| Empact Fee Summary for Single Fémilx Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost _ o o $0

' Permanent Facility Cost -~ _ ' " - $18,571
TemporaryFacﬁityCost b B

- State MatchCredit -~~~ 7 ' - {$1,548)

g Tax Payment Credzt - e ] - (s4522)

Sub-Total $12,501

50% Local Share | $6,250

[SFR Impact Fee e 86250 |

-_-,-J: _.‘;u' .\R-I.“«" R _i'-..,’. N ““«ﬁ,/ “'s,,_/z k”m.h.«f'u \__/ \H;/ \:@/ ..,_/ L, .
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- Lake Washington School District

School Site Acquisition Cost: - _

- Facility
Acreage
Hlementary 10
Junior 20
Senior 40

School Construction Cost:

: Elementary
Junior : :
Senior (additional capacity)

Temporary Facility Cost:

'_ . Elementary
Junior
Senior . -

_'S.tate Matchin'g Credi'i_:VCa.l_(_:ulation:

. Area Cost
Elementary 180.17
Junior 180.17
Semnior 180.17
‘August 23,2010

o _Estimated School Impact_ Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

'Mu!t_ip_le Family Residence ('""MFR") - o

Attachment 2 ‘)
Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

. Appendix C N

Cost/ Facility Site Cost/ Student  Cost/ - -~ (]
Acre Size Student - Factor =~ MER
50 414 %0 01410 o $0

50 900 _ 30 0.0560. $o

80 1500 30 00470 . 80
 oTALC U g0 o )

. . . \ ““““ }

Facility - Facility Bidg. Cost/  Student Cost/MER
Cost ‘Size Student Factor . (est. 90%) v :E
$19,593,227 414 $47,327 0.1410. 36,006 - ;%
%0 o %0 0.0560 $0 -
50 0 50 0.0470 $0 "f,"\
TOTAL . 86,006 .

Facility . Facility Bldg. Cost/ -Student Cost/MFR
Cost Size Student. ~ Factor (est. 10%) - "‘f;--j;
50 0. S0 0.1410 $0 ':'j':":j

$0 0 50 0.0560 %0 }’

$0 0 $0 0.0470 . $0 Y
TOTAL 80 }

' 8q. Kt/ Funding ©  Credit/ Student Cost/ J
Student Assistance Student Factor MER ‘ )
90.0 21.90%  $3,551 0.1410 $501 )
117.0 21.80% 50 0.0560 $0 e
130.0. 21.90% SO 0.0470 50 .

| TOTAL  $501 ,))

J

)

)

)
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' Tax Payment Credit Caléulatimi:

Attachment 2

Lake Washington School District - : | o Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

| EStimate& School Impact Fee Calculation
Based.on King County Code 21.A43 -

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR") '_

- Average MFR Assessed Value ' SR .$221,340_

Current Capital Levy Rate (2010)/$1000 S : - $L16
Annual Tax Payment =~ - - - S . $255.85
Years Amortized _ : T N U
Current Bond Interest Rate : S S A33%

 Present Value of Revenue Stream '_ o 04

Impact Fee Summary for Single Family Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost S o o : 80
‘Permanent Facility Cost : Lo C . 86,006
Temporary Facility Cost -~ -~ " 7 g
State Match Credit S S (g5
Tax Payment Credit R X171 ) N

Sub-Total. _ ‘_ S - $3,464

- 50% Local Share pe 3 o o 8L732 - -

. |MFR Impact Fee - — T simaz | -
| |

Augnst 23,2010 ‘ o '  R o | Appendix C
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o : _ _ Attachment 2
‘Lake Washington School District - Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

Calculation Back-Up

Elementary school construction cost estimated to be built 1'11 2015.

_ ~ Com arable Project Rachel Carson Elementa Schaol
Cost - = -
2008 Rachel Carson Elementary $17 654 022
New Construction
Future Value of Project in 2010 @ | $18,187,615
Size l- S : i e
' 2015 Pro;ect - | 414 (18 ciassrooms X 23 students per
: - classroom)
- Capacity o
- Adfustment e : o
' ' ' 414 x $44 590/per student space '
(based on Rachel Carson 2008 total

_ HHIOJeCt costs)" $18 460 429=i= ]

Adjusted

- Costs : & S :
' ' 2010 Pro_lect Value Basedon - $18 187 615
12008 Project Costs
Future Value of Project in 2015 @ $19,593,277
| 1.5%

*Sum is adjusted to account for variations due to rounding,
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Attachment 2
i Lake Washington School District ' Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

Six-Year Enrollment Projections

2009* 2010 2811 2012 2013 2014 2015
County Live Births** 22,874 22,680 24,244 24899 25222 25474 25824
: change (194) 1,564 633 323 252 350
Kindergarten *** 1,865 1,826 1,962 2,025 2,067 2,105 2,145
Grade 1 #%%* o 2,047 2,086 - 2,044 2,192 2,261 - 2315 2,353
{0 Grade2 . _ 1,936 - 2,024 - 2,063 2,022 2,170 2,240 2,291
. Grade3 . .2,036 1,938 2,022 2,060 2,024 2,170 2,236
Graded ' 1,937 2,033 1,933 2,016 2,057 2,021 2,163
Grade5 - LR97 1,890 . 1,986 1,887 1,970 2,011 1,971
o Grade 6. ' 1,838 1942 1,948 2,045 - 1953 2,021 2,066
" Grade 7 o 11,726 1,822 1,923 1,940 2,044 1,933 1,991
‘Grade§ SRR 1,819 1,717 1,811 1,912 1,928 2,037 1,930
Grade 9 _ 1 - 1,660 1,802 1,708 1,799 - 1,901 1,920 2,026
Grade 10 1,780 1,681 . 1,827 1,736 . 1,825 1,926 1,940
 Gradell o L2 1783 1,679 0 1,823 - 1739 0 1,830 - 1,929
Grade 12 S . 18020 1,789 1,828 - 1,724 1,869 = 1,791 - 1,881
Totol Enrollment - . 24,085 . 24333 24734 25181 .:25,808 = 26,320 26,922
Yearly Increase - _ . _ . 248 401 447 . 627 512 602
Yearly Increase CoLes% . L6S%  L81% - 249% 198% - 229%

Cumulative Inéreas_e o ' _ 248 649 1,096 1,723 2,235 C 2,837

¥ Number of Individual Students (10/ 1409 Headcmmt)

. EF County Live Births esnmated based on OFM projections. 2013 and prior year birth rates are
actual blrt]:ls 5 years prior to emollment year. .

Hekok Kmdergarten enrol]ment is. calculated at 7 55%. of County Live Births plus anucipated developments.

. i : e F1rst Grade enroliment is based on D1stnct's past hlstory of first grade enroliment to prior year
A o ]qndergarten enrollment .

-y
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- Attachment 2
Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

Lake Washington School District’
2009-2010 Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools
* Juanita Avea Address Capacity (w/ portables)
25 Frost Elementary 11801 NE 140th R 426
03 Juanita Elementary 9635 NE 132nd 299
04 Eelier Elementary 13820 108tk NE 473
26 Muir Elementary 14012 132nd NE - 460
06 Discovery Community School 12801 84th NE 92
06  Sandburg Elementary 12801 34th NE 508
02. Thoreau Blementary 8224 NE 138th 414
63 Finn Hill Jr. High 8040 NE 132nd 558
60 Environmental & Adventure School " 8040 NE 132nd 126
67 KamiakinIr. High ' '14111 1320d NE 726
82 Manita High School 10_601 NE 132nd 1,380

- Kirkland Area S §

- -07 Bel Elementary 11212 NE 112th 414
- 96 Community School 11133 NE 65th KN
- 16 Franklin Elementary . . 12434 NE 60th 460

09 Kirk Elementary = 1312 6th Street - 472
* 10 Lakeview Elementary ' 10400 NE 68th L 449
*.15 Rose Hill Rlementary - 8044 128th NE 415
~18 Rush Elementary -+, 6101 152nd NE 437
14 Twain Elementary : ;..9525 130th NE 552
- 96 International Community School "11133 NE 65th 390
65 Kirkland Ir. High ' 430 18th Avenue . 610
"84 Worthstar Jr, High . 12033 NE 80th 105
. 69 . Rose Hill Jr. High- - 13505 NE 75th 654
61 Stella Schola. 13505 NE 75th . 84
80 Best High School - 10903 NE 53rd St 224 -
84 Lake Washington High 12033 NE 80th 1,380 -
Redmond Area
53 Alcoft Elementary 4213 228t NE 598
19 Andubon Elementary 3045 180th NE 437
46 Dickinson Elementary. 7046 208th NE 518
24 FEinstein Elementary © 18025 NE 116th 437
46 " Explorer Community School _ © 7040 208th NE 92
- 22 Mann Elementary 17001 NE 104th 391
~ 23 Redmond Elementary 16860 NE 80th 438
" 21 Rockwell Elementary 11125 162nd NE ) 506
41 - Rosa Parks Elementary 22845 NE Cedar Park CresentDr' = . 575
32 Wilder Elementary . 22130NE133d. . 552
74 Evergreen ir, High 6900 208th NE 864
71 Redmond Jr. High .. 10055 166th NE 908
85 Redmond High School 17272 NE 104th 1,431
Sammamish Area
54 Blackwell Elementary 7 3225 205th PL. NE 552
52 Carson Elementary 1035 244th Ave NE 506
57 McAuliffe Efementary 23823 NE 22nd 644
58 Mead Elementary 1725 216th NE 587
56 Smith Elemeniary 23305 NE 14th 621
77 Inglewood Ir. High " 24120 NE 8th 1,095
78 Renaissance Jr. High 400 228th NE - 84
86 Eastlake High School 400 228TH NE 1,526

* Note: Seec Tableda for District Map. Locations indicated by numbers stated in this column,
* Note: “"Standard capacity” does not include capacity for special programs as identiﬁ_ed in S_ecticu; 111

~ August 23, 2010
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" Lake W.ésfﬁngton‘ School District

Attachment 2

Capital Facilities Plan 2010-2015

Site

Area
4w
- Juanita Area
None
Kirkland Area
27  Elementary
Redmond Area
28 Elementary
31 Elementary
33 Elementary
59 Elementary -
73 - Undetermined
75 - Undetermined
190 . Undetermined
© 791 Undetermined
99 Bus Satellite

Inventory of Undeveloped Land

Footnotes o '

© “# = Qee Table 4a for a District map. Locations indicated by numbels stated in ﬂ’llS column.
“xsE? = “Tn regerve™ refers to sites owned by the District. While the District does not -

anticipate construction school facilities on these sites within these six years, they are

 being held for the D;stnot’s long term needs.

- Address

10638 — 134% Ave. NE

172 NE & NE 122™
- Redmond Ridge East
194" NE above NE 116"
 Main & 228" NE
4213 228" NE
- 22000 Novelty I—I111 Road
NE 95" & 195¥ NE

'NE 95“‘ Street & 173™ Place NE
. 22821 Redmond-Fall City Road .

Jurisdiction

Redmond |

'King.County'
King County -
- King County

Sammarish

-King County -

King County

| Status

In reserve **#

In reserve #¥*
In reserve #¥#

In reserve *%

In reserve #**

- Inreserve *¥#

© Inreserve *¥*#

. King County -
King County .
King County

In reserve *¥%
Tn reserve ¥¥#
In reserve *%%

T S T
L N G PO
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Lake Washington School District

Attachment 2

Capital Facilities Plan 2009-2014

-Projected Capacity to House Students

Permanent Capacity

New Construction®:

Redmond Ridge East Elementary #31
North Redmond Elementary #28
‘Modernization:

o Finn Hill Jr. #63

Lake Washington High School #84
Muir Elementary #26

Rush Elementary #18

Sandburg Elementary #06
' Rose Hill Jr. #69

Keller Elementary #04 -

Permauent Capaclty Sublotal -

(Permanent -+ 55)

~Total Enrollment - -

" Permanent Surplus / (Deficit Caﬁacity)

_Transitional C"apaeity _[Re!ocitableé] ‘

Change in number of Classrooms**
.Total Surplus / Deficit Capacity

Totai Permanent and Transitional Chpacit} :

2011

_*New schools and addmonal permanent capacity through modernization. ' ' _
**Note Numbers of relocatables (purtab!es) 0 be remuved from capacity (decrease avg of 23 studcnts per. portable). o

2009 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015
22,566
414
T4
67
e -
“6) .
' 23) .
(184) _
SR 146
(59)
2566 - 22,566 | 22753 22,464 22587 22587 23415
24085 24333 24734 25181, 25808 26320 26902
(1,519 (1,767) (1,931)_' 2,717) L3221 (3,733 - "(3,507).
3063 2948 2833 2718 2,603 2488 2373
(5) (5) 5y (5) &) : 5y = (5)
1,544 1,181 852 - . 1 618 (1245) (L1349
2562§ 25514 - 25586 25182 - 25190 25,075

25,788

Augnst 23, 2010
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Attachment 3

From: Kimball, Chip

Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 9:17 AM

To: Dave Ramsay (DRamsay@ci.kirkland.wa.us)

Cc: jlauinger@ci.kirkland.wa.us; jmcbride@ci.kirkland.wa.us; dasher@ci.kirkland.wa.us;
mburleigh@ci.kirkland.wa.us; jgreenway@ci.kirkland.wa.us; thodgson@ci.kirkland.wa.us;
bsternoff@ci.kirkland.wa.us; citycouncil@ci.kirkland.wa.us

Subject: Impact Fee Request Withdrawal

To: Dave Ramsey, City Manager
Cc: Kirkland City Council

From: Dr. Chip Kimball, Superintendent, Lake Washington School District
Re: Impact Fee request

For many months the City of Kirkland has been contemplating whether to put in place a school impact
fee ordinance to partially address the impact that new construction has on the local school system. This
fee helps fund the construction required to house new students generated by these developments. This
is a complex issue that must be addressed philosophically, practically, and politically.

The school district has made the argument philosophically that if a development has an impact on the
school system, that purchasers of that development should bear the burden of a portion of that impact
(calculated at 50% of impact). School impact fees are commonly practiced, including fees that are
currently collected in Redmond, Sammamish, and King County. Recently the City of Kirkland postponed a
decision on requested impact fees to conduct a public hearing on the issue.

When considering impact fees, there will always be a debate regarding the responsibility of the burden
for new construction. Developers will argue that they cannot remain competitive with impact fees
adding to the cost of their developments. It is understandable that they would work towards reducing
their costs.

Citizens will argue that new development should pay for new costs and that the entire citizenry should
not be held responsible for those impacts. There are other complexities related to impact fees, including
equity among developers (small vs. large), the effort involved in SEPA appeals and the overall desire for
high quality schools.

This is an interesting and complex debate. It is a debate that should be conducted so that all parties can
actively participate and good information can be considered by the City. | am looking forward to
participating in this debate and developing a reasonable and equitable solution.

But we are in an unique time in our community and our country. We are experiencing unprecedented
economic challenges. Our businesses are struggling, there is fear of the unknown in our community and
it is my belief that we need to do everything possible to help the economic recovery of our cities and our
region. As a community leader, | am committed to helping do our part.

As a result, | am requesting a withdrawal of the Lake Washington request for a school impact fee
ordinance at this time. While | believe that an ordinance should be considered, | believe it is in the best
interest of the community at large to postpone this consideration until economic indicators are more




Attachment 3

favorable. At that time, | believe the city will be better positioned to conduct this important community
debate.

Thank you for your consideration.

Dr. Chip Kimball, Superintendent
Lake Washington School District
(425) 702-3257

ckimball@lwsd.org

www.lwsd.org
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Attachment 4

Lake Washington School District No. 414

P.O. Box 97039 DR. CHIP KIMBALL BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Redmond, WA 98073 Superintendent Jackie Pendergrass, President
425 702-3257 Ravi Shahani, Vice President
www.lwsd.org JANENE FOGARD Nancy Bernard

Deputy Superintendent Douglas Eglington

Christopher Carlson

September 8, 2010

The Honorable John Marchione
Mayor's Office, 4ANEX

City of Redmond

PO Box 97010

Redmond, WA 98073-9710

RE: Request for Redmond City Council Action - School Impact Fees
Dear Mayor McBride:

The City of Redmond collects school impact fees on behalf of the Lake Washington School
District. As you know, the City of Redmond Planning Commission and City Council began to
review updated school impact fees in the fall of 2009. (The City has not updated its school
impact fee rates since 2006.) That review was suspended at the request of the District in
recognition of the then-existing economic circumstances. At this time, the District respectfully
requests that the City renew its review of the update to the school impact fee rates.

The District recently updated its Capital Facilities Plan. The 2010 Plan contains the following
school impact fee amounts: $6,250 for single family dwelling units and $1,732 for multi-family
dwelling units. These amounts represent 50% of the calculated unfunded school capacity need
related to students generated from new single family or multi-family dwelling units. Please note
that the District’s Capital Facilities Plan and fees are updated on an annual basis.

We look forward to working with the City of Redmond on this matter. Please let me know if we
can provide additional information at this time.

Sincerely,

-

Chip Kimball
Superintendent

cc: Rob Odle, City of Redmond, Director of Planning & Community Development
Terry Marpert, City of Redmond, AICP, Principal Planner
Forrest Miller, LWSD Director of Facilities & Transportation
Denise Stiffarm, K&L Gates LLP
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