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ISSUE 

The District’s Three-Year Capital Plan must be approved by the Board of Trustees on an annual 

basis (Attachment II). For this year, the deadline for submission of the Three-Year Capital Plan 

2015-2018 to Alberta Education was April 1, 2014. An extension to this deadline has been 

granted. 

 

The Ten-Year Facilities Plan must also be reviewed and be made available upon request by 

Alberta Education. The most recent Ten-Year Facilities Plan was approved in June 2008. Over 

the past six years, the rate of residential growth in Edmonton has increased significantly, 

creating challenges for the District. An updated Ten-Year Facilities Plan is required to capture 

the current challenges and opportunities facing the District (Attachment I). 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

That the proposed Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 and Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-

2018 be approved for submission to Alberta Education. 

 
BACKGROUND 

Infrastructure Planning Principles 

In September 2013, the Board of Trustees approved the Infrastructure Planning Principles to 

guide capital, facility and student accommodation planning. The principles are as follows: 

 

1. Accountability: Infrastructure decisions shall be transparent, evidence based and reflect 

meaningful engagement with stakeholders. 

2. Centres for Educational Excellence: Infrastructure assets shall serve as centres for 

educational excellence that meet the needs of district students, as well as their families and 

staff, where appropriate. 

3. Environmental Stewardship: All decisions relating to infrastructure management shall 

demonstrate a commitment to environmental stewardship. 

4. Equitable Access: All students and staff shall have fair access to safe, welcoming, high 

quality learning and working environments that will increase their opportunities and 

decrease their vulnerabilities. 

5. Fiscal Responsibility: Decisions on infrastructure shall consider long-term needs and 

current realities, and reflect effective management of district resources. 
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6. Service to Community: District infrastructure assets are public buildings intended to serve 

our students, families, and staff as well as the broader community where appropriate. 

Capital investment shall consider the demographics, long-term plans, and needs of the 

community. 

7. Supports for the Whole Child: Space shall be available to enable partnerships with shared 

responsibilities in order to provide integrated services that support district students. 

 

These principles guide the actions of the Board, the Superintendent and Administration when 

allocating financial resources, creating priorities for capital funding, maintaining and building 

new school buildings, acquiring land or declaring it surplus, establishing programming, 

exploring partnerships and creating places for safe, caring, healthy, respectful, diverse, inclusive 

and equitable learning. The Three-Year Capital Plan and the Ten-Year Facilities Plan 

considered these principles when designing the methodology for creating the capital priorities 

for modernizations and new construction. 

 

District Infrastructure Strategy 

The Infrastructure Planning Principles will guide the District Infrastructure Strategy, which is 

aimed at transforming the District’s inventory of infrastructure assets to ensure outstanding 

educational opportunities and facilities are available for all students. The strategy will identify 

timelines and goals to provide high quality learning opportunities, respond to community needs, 

address the deferred maintenance deficit, and right size district space to efficiently meet short-

term and long-term needs. The desired outcomes of the Infrastructure Strategy include the 

following: 

 Ensure the District has sufficient infrastructure to offer high quality learning environments, 

geographically located to serve district demographics; 

 Align district infrastructure operations to effectively support the infrastructure management 

plan; 

 Asset management plan for all buildings; 

 Sufficient space available for partnerships and community supports; 

 Sustainable transportation system designed to serve district needs; 

 Commitment to continuous evergreening of infrastructure needs beyond 2022; and 

 Create financial efficiencies to ensure district funds are directed to the areas that provide 

benefits for the most students. 

 

Consistent application of the Planning Principles through the development of the District 

Infrastructure Strategy and its implementation through the Ten-Year Facilities Plan and Three-

Year Capital Plan, is expected to build confidence and trust of all stakeholders in the District’s 

infrastructure planning and management. Government stakeholders and the public will see that 

the District’s infrastructure is effectively supporting optimum learning opportunities and 

supports for students, responding to community needs, where appropriate, and enabling the 

realization of the District’s vision and mission.  The District will create opportunities for 

ongoing engagement with partners, community members, the City of Edmonton and the 

Provincial Ministries to implement the Infrastructure Strategy. 

 

Capital Planning Methodology 

The Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 provides a broad overview of the District’s facilities 

and identifies long-range facility needs. As per Alberta Education guidelines, the plan provides 

an overview of district facility information by sector and includes enrolment trends and 
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projections, demographic data, facility condition information, current and projected utilization 

rates and programming opportunities. The plan identifies future modernization and expansion 

needs, and informs the priorities outlined in the District’s Three-Year Capital Plan. 

 

The Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 outlines the District’s capital priorities for this three 

year period. It must include a detailed breakdown of costs by facility required, copies of Site 

Readiness Checklists for new or replacement school projects included in year one of the 

submission as well as completion of the New School Project Application and the Expansion and 

Modernization Project Application. The plan must demonstrate that the District has evaluated 

its ability to deliver the requested projects during the three-year period. 

 

The District recognizes the critical need to reinvest in our existing buildings. At 50 years, major 

building components such as mechanical and electrical systems reach the end of the expected 

life-cycle and require replacement. In 2012, according to the provincial Real Estate Capital 

Asset Priority Planning (RECAPP) database, the District had a current deferred maintenance 

total of $216 million. This figure will increase to approximately $710 million by 2017, as 40 

additional schools will reach 50 years of age. By 2026, 130 will be 50 years old or older, and 

the value of deferred maintenance is on track to exceed $1 billion. 
 

Criteria for determining modernization projects are based on an evaluation of the following 

factors: 
 Condition of building (as per five year Facility Condition Index and lifecycle cost 

reduction); 

 School utilization trend; 

 Sector utilization trend; 

 Cost-benefit analysis (project cost/number of students enrolled); 

 Current and future welcoming schools as identified in the District’s report, Managing 

Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods; and 

 Schools involvement in previous consolidation processes. 

 

Predominantly, the requests for new construction are located within the suburban areas. 

However, in many mature neighbourhoods, the age of school buildings and their deferred 

maintenance is a challenge for the District. A replacement school, which would include a 

consolidation of a number of schools in close proximity, will allow the District to serve students 

living in a mature area with a modern facility and to better manage the District’s infrastructure 

and maintenance needs. Additional modernizations and replacement school projects will be 

guided by the Infrastructure Planning Principles as well as recommendations outlined in the 

Infrastructure Strategy, and included in future capital plans. Replacement school projects 

provide the District with the opportunity to collaborate with the Provincial and Municipal 

governments, partner agencies, as well as community groups as per the objectives of the 

ELEVATE report, where new thinking about school buildings and what they are used for is 

encouraged. 

 

In recent years, The City of Edmonton has experienced significant residential growth in new 

suburban areas that has affected our ability to provide local accommodation to students within 

these growth areas. According to municipal census data, the City of Edmonton has grown by 

151,394 residents between 2001 and 2012. Development and construction activity growth has 

risen 67 per cent over this time period, according to the Chief Economist for the City of 

http://www.epsb.ca/media/epsb/ourdistrict/boardoftrustees/boardmeetings/2013-14/february18/03-ManagingStudentGrowthinNewandDevelopingNeighbourhoods.pdf
http://www.epsb.ca/media/epsb/ourdistrict/boardoftrustees/boardmeetings/2013-14/february18/03-ManagingStudentGrowthinNewandDevelopingNeighbourhoods.pdf
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Edmonton. The west, southeast and southwest areas of the City experienced the greatest amount 

of growth during this time, with 60 per cent of lots serviced in the past three years from the 

southwest and southeast areas alone. Construction activity in the north is expected to grow as 

well, with several new neighbourhoods ready to begin development. The number of residential 

building permits issued for January 2014 is the highest it has been since 1989, indicating that 

suburban growth shall continue in the years to come. 

 

Between 2002 and 2010, no new school buildings were opened in the District despite the 

significant amount of student population growth in new suburban areas during this time. The 

District’s inability to keep up with providing local accommodation for the significant residential 

growth has resulted in critical enrolment pressures at many schools serving the students from 

the new suburban areas. The District established a comprehensive plan to manage student 

growth and to meet the demand for student learning spaces at certain schools due to large 

enrolment increases. The District’s report, Managing Student Growth in New and Developing 

Neighbourhoods, highlights the disparity between demand for new schools and capital funding 

for new schools. 

 

The proposed priorities for new construction and major additions are based on a review of all 

land development plans, policies and data for the City of Edmonton, and analysis of pre-school 

and student residency data in suburban areas, including but not limited to: 

 Number of 0-4 year olds living in the new areas; 

 Number of EPSB students currently residing in the new area; 

 Available student capacity in the plan area; 

 Future growth potential in the new area; 

 Distance and average travel time by yellow bus to a designated receiving school; and 

 Ability of nearby schools to accommodate current and projected growth in new areas. 

 

The criteria for prioritizing new constructions projects place an emphasis on locations 

experiencing rapid growth and students traveling a significant distance to a school with space to 

accommodate them, in addition to the impacts of Managing Student Growth in New and 

Developing Neighbourhoods. 

 

Instructional Area Model for Calculating Capacity 

The Province has created a new model for calculating capacity that focuses on the instructional 

area of a school, as opposed to the current Area, Capacity and Utilization (ACU) formula, 

which establishes a capacity based on a building’s total area. Plans for each school including the 

new utilization calculations will be submitted to the Province prior to summer recess to be 

applied in the 2014-2015 school year. Capacity and utilization data contained in the Ten-Year 

Facilities Plan will be updated next year reflecting the new capacity measure.  

 
RELATED FACTS 

 The Province expects a Three-Year Capital Plan to be submitted annually as well as an up to 

date Ten-Year Facilities Plan to be available upon request. 

 Modernization projects are evaluated based on facility condition and long-term operational 

needs. 

 Replacement schools are considered in mature areas where enrolment and utilization trends 

are declining and the facilities require significant infrastructure investment. 
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 New school construction projects are considered in growing suburban areas where the 

District is challenged to provide local accommodation to students. 

 A District Infrastructure Strategy will be developed to guide all future decisions regarding 

district facilities based on the Infrastructure Planning Principles. 

 
OPTIONS 

The following options are selected for consideration as they are deemed the most admissible: 

1. Forward the approved Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 and Three-Year Capital Plan 

2015-2018, as presented for submission to Alberta Education. 

2. Forward the approved Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 and Three-Year Capital Plan 

2015-2018, as amended for submission to Alberta Education. 

 
CONSIDERATIONS & ANALYSIS 

The uncertainty of capital funding creates challenges in prioritizing projects, for both 

modernizations and new school construction. Funding for modernization projects has been 

consistently below levels required to maintain high quality learning environments in all the 

District’s aging infrastructure. The pace of residential development in new suburban areas has 

outpaced capital funding for constructing new local accommodation for the large numbers of 

students being realized in these areas. The Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 reflects 

investment in both mature areas and new growth areas in the District’s capital priorities, though 

more new construction is ranked higher in each of the three years. It is difficult to prioritize a 

list of new construction projects as each one listed is required to meet the immediate and future 

demands of new growth areas. 

 

Based on capital priorities outlined in the previous Three-Year Capital Plan 2014-2017, the 

Province announced funding for five new school construction projects, an expansion to Lillian 

Osborne School and four modernization projects as part of the Building Alberta’s School 

Construction Program. Four of the new schools and the expansion project will serve students 

living in new suburban areas. Although these projects will increase the District’s capacity to 

accommodate students residing in these areas, very few of the 46 new neighbourhoods served 

by the District approved since 2005 are nearing completion. Student residency numbers will 

continue to climb across the City as development of these areas continues, and more schools 

will face organizational and program delivery challenges as they struggle to accommodate these 

students. In order to meet the demand for student learning spaces in these areas, students will 

continue to be designated to schools with space to accommodate them. Many of these schools 

are aging facilities located in mature neighbourhoods located a significant distance away from 

where these students live. This accommodation pattern of designating students to aging 

buildings is reflected in the District modernization priorities as modernization projects should 

provide the most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 

 

A replacement school project for a mature neighbourhood was also funded. This type of project 

is the first of its kind for the District and is contingent upon the consolidation of three or more 

school buildings. By consolidating educational programming into a replacement school, the 

District will improve its environmental footprint and reduce the amount of deferred 

maintenance that needs to be addressed. Upon consultation with communities, parents, staff and 

relevant stakeholders, a decision regarding where the replacement school will be located will be 

determined in June 2014. The replacement school and the four modernization projects provide 
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an opportunity for the District to serve students in mature areas with modern facilities that can 

enhance educational opportunities. 

 
NEXT STEPS 

The approved Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 and Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 will 

be submitted to Alberta Education. 

 
ATTACHMENTS & APPENDICES 

ATTACHMENT I Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 

ATTACHMENT II Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 

APPENDIX I Excerpt from School Capital Manual 
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Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
As per the District’s new Vision, Mission, Values and Priorities, The Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 
strives to provide exceptional educational opportunities for all students. Quality learning environments 
and programs are essential to achieving that goal. The District works to meet facility needs and 
objectives with the funding available to it. Working within allocated resources, the District must plan its 
approach to facility management and prioritize its planned capital requirements and investments 
strategically. 
 

VISION: 
Transforming the learners of today into the leaders of tomorrow. 

 
MISSION: 

We inspire student success through high quality learning opportunities, supported by meaningfully 
engaged students, parents, staff and community. 

 
PRIORITIES: 

Foster growth and success for every student by supporting their journey from early learning through 
high school completion and beyond. 

Provide welcoming, high quality learning and working environments. 
Enhance public education through communication, engagement and partnerships. 

 
VALUES: 

Supporting the Vision, Mission and Priorities are the District’s core values of accountability, 
collaboration, equity and integrity. 

 
The District’s key facility and capital planning outcomes are contained within two major documents: 

 A Ten-Year Facilities Plan, which provides a broad overview of the District’s facilities and identifies 
long-range facility needs; and 

 A Three-Year Capital Plan, which outlines what the District’s capital priorities will be. 
 
The Provincial Government suggests that school districts annually review its Ten-Year Facilities Plan to 
confirm its continued relevance and submit an updated plan to Alberta Education upon request. 
Edmonton Public Schools’ Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 provides an overview of district facility 
information by sector and includes enrolment trends, demographic data, facility condition information, 
capacity and utilization rates, and programming opportunities. The plan, guided by the District’s 
Infrastructure Planning Principles and Infrastructure Strategy, provides the strategic direction in 
response to current facility challenges. 
 
1.1 Infrastructure Planning Principles 
 
In response to a ministerial review of district operational practices, the Board of Trustees developed a 
framework to address the issue of overcapacity within the District’s Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2003-2012, 
approved on November 25, 2003. This strategy introduced a set of guiding principles for planning school 
facilities. Since 2003, the Planning Principles have been refined and added to, as required, throughout 
the years. 
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In September 2013, the Board of Trustees approved the Infrastructure Planning Principles Policy to 
guide the actions of the Superintendent in regards to infrastructure decisions including administrating 
and forming places for safe, caring, healthy, respectful, diverse, inclusive and equitable learning; 
allocating financial resources; recommending priorities for capital funding; maintaining building and 
closing or re-opening of schools; and acquiring and disposing of land and buildings. The principles are as 
follows: 
 
1. Accountability: Infrastructure decisions shall be transparent, evidence based and reflect meaningful 

engagement with stakeholders. 
2. Centres for Educational Excellence: Infrastructure assets shall serve as centres for educational 

excellence that meet the needs of district students, as well as their families and staff, where 
appropriate. 

3. Environmental Stewardship: All decisions relating to infrastructure management shall demonstrate 
a commitment to environmental stewardship. 

4. Equitable Access: All students and staff shall have fair access to safe, welcoming, high quality 
learning and working environments that will increase their opportunities and decrease their 
vulnerabilities. 

5. Fiscal Responsibility: Decisions on infrastructure shall consider long-term needs and current 
realities, and reflect effective management of district resources. 

6. Service to Community: District infrastructure assets are public buildings intended to serve our 
students, families, and staff as well as the broader community where appropriate. Capital 
investment shall consider the demographics, long-term plans, and needs of the community. 

7. Supports for the Whole Child: Space shall be available to enable partnerships with shared 
responsibilities in order to provide integrated services that support district students. 

 
1.2 Infrastructure Strategy 
 
The Infrastructure Planning Principles will guide the District Infrastructure Strategy, which is aimed at 
transforming the District’s inventory of infrastructure assets to ensure outstanding educational 
opportunities and facilities are available for all students. The strategy will identify timelines and goals to 
provide high quality learning opportunities, respond to community needs, address the deferred 
maintenance deficit, and right size district space to efficiently meet short-term and long-term needs. 
The desired outcomes of the Infrastructure Strategy include the following: 

 Ensure the District has sufficient infrastructure to offer high quality learning environments, 
geographically located to serve district demographics; 

 Align District infrastructure operations to effectively support infrastructure management plan; 

 Asset management plan for all buildings; 

 Sufficient space available for partnerships and community supports; 

 Sustainable transportation system designed to serve District needs; 

 Commitment to continuous evergreening of infrastructure needs beyond 2022; and 

 Create financial efficiencies to ensure district funds are directed to the areas that provide benefits 
for the most students. 

 
Consistent application of the Planning Principles through the development of the Infrastructure Strategy 
and its implementation through the Ten-Year Facilities Plan and Three-Year Capital Plan, it is expected 
that the District will build confidence and trust of all stakeholders in its infrastructure planning and 
management. Government stakeholders and the public will see that the District’s infrastructure is 
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effectively supporting optimum learning opportunities and supports for students, responding to 
community needs, where appropriate, and enabling the realization of the District’s vision and mission. 
 
1.3 Education Act Implications 
 
The Education Act was passed on December 10, 2012 and will likely come into effect prior to the 2015-
2016 school year. Though the current School Act is still in effect, it will be required for all boards to 
revise their policies, procedures and practices to ensure compliance with the new Education Act. 
 
As high school completion rates are important, the Education Act will allow for students to access high 
school education until the age of 21. A new high school completion centre requested in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018 will position the District to better serve students in their fourth and fifth years of 
high school as the age for which public education may be provided increases to 21. 
 
2.0 DISTRICT PLANNING CONTEXT 
 
Edmonton Public Schools is the second largest school district in Alberta and the sixth largest in Canada, 
with a current enrolment of 86,554 students from Kindergarten to Grade 12, 202 operating schools, and 
over 7,000 staff. 
 
The size of the District and rapidly changing urban context create significant facility challenges. These 
include: 

 Ensuring the District operates the appropriate number of schools for the number of students it 
serves. In comparison to other major Alberta school districts, Edmonton Public Schools operates 
comparatively low enrolment schools, and has more student spaces than are needed. In addition, 
four new schools will open in 2016, with capacities ranging from 600 to 900 students. 

 Ensuring that schools and programs are distributed equitably to serve all district students. Many 
district schools and programs are concentrated where there are fewer resident students, and 
significant numbers of students are transported to these schools due to a deficiency in student 
spaces in the growing areas where these students reside. 

 Maintaining high quality learning environments across the District. District schools are aging and 
need significant modernization. Securing provincial funding to modernize all of our district schools is 
challenging given the excess student utilization within them. 

 
Key factors influencing the District’s ability to address these issues include funding, changing 
demographics and aging school facilities. 
 
2.1 Student Space 
 
In the spring of each year, the Province provides Area, Capacity and Utilization (ACU) calculations to 
each school jurisdiction. The District utilization rate was 67 per cent district-wide for the 2012-2013 
school year. This is based on 1,063,587 square metres of space, 117,800 student spaces and a total 
adjusted enrolment of 79,035 students. The current provincial assessment of surplus district student 
spaces is 38,765. The number of student spaces and the number of students enrolled in the District have 
increased while the District utilization rate has decreased by four per cent since 2008. Though 
enrolment has steadily increased, additional capacity resulting from several new school openings and 
modular classroom additions has outweighed the number of space reduction initiatives since 2008 
leading to an increase in over capacity district-wide.
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School Year 
Total Operating Area 

(Square Meters) 

District 
Capacity  

(K-12) 

Provincial 
Adjusted 

Enrolment 

Surplus 
Capacity 

Utilization 

2007-2008 1,002,017 107,559 76,825 30,734 71% 

2012-2013 1,063,587 117,800 79,035 38,765 67% 

Change  +10,241 +2,210  -4% 

 
All provincial capital funding for schools is impacted by the school districts’ utilization rate. In the School 
Capital Manual (Appendix I), the Province suggests a target utilization rate of 85 per cent for optimal 
operations. In the past, a utilization rate lower than the suggested target has influenced the ability of 
the District to secure capital funding for new schools. The utilization included in this report is based on 
the previous provincial utilization formulae. Future capital planning processes will reflect the new 
Instructional Area Model for calculating capacity. 
 
The four major urban school boards were instructed by the Province in 2003 to develop smaller 
geographic sectors within their districts as a way to allow greater flexibility in provincial consideration of 
project funding, based on utilization rates in smaller geographic areas. There are nine geographic sectors 
for elementary and junior-high schools across the District. The tenth sector is the district-wide high 
school sector. These sectors have formed the basis for all Ten-Year Facilities and Three-Year Capital 
plans since 2004. 
 
The following chart displays the district utilization trend by sector. Currently only the Southwest Sector 
has a utilization rate above the 85 per cent target. 
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2.1.1 Instructional Area Model for Calculating Capacity 
 
The Province has created a new model for calculating capacity that focuses on the instructional area of a 
school, as opposed to the current Area, Capacity and Utilization (ACU) formula, which establishes a 
capacity based on a building’s total area. Plans for each school including the new utilization calculations 
will be submitted to the Province prior to summer recess to be applied in the 2014-2015 school year. 
Capacity and utilization data contained in the Ten-Year Facilities Plan will be updated next year 
reflecting the new capacity measure. 
 

2.1.2 New Capacity 
 
The Province announced funding for these projects as part of the Building Alberta’s School Construction 
Program. District student capacity will increase by approximately 3300 elementary/junior high spaces in 
one K-6, one 7-9 and two K-9 schools scheduled to open in 2016. An expansion of 600 student spaces at 
Lillian Osborne School has also been funded, increasing student capacity at the high school level. 
 
A replacement school project for a mature neighbourhood was also funded through the Building 
Alberta’s School Construction Program. This project will allow for the consolidation of three or more 
school buildings that are undetermined at this time. By consolidating educational programming into a 
replacement school, the District will improve its utilization rate, environmental footprint and reduce its 
deferred maintenance. Until the schools selected for consolidation are determined, it is unknown how 
the replacement school will impact the District’s capacity. 
 

Sector K-9 Student Spaces (2013) K-9 Student Spaces (2016) 

Central 12,162 12,162 

North Central 7,782 7,782 

North East 7,433 7,433 

North West 4,058 4,058 

South Central 14,264 14,264 

South East 13,959 13,959 

South West 9,940 12,340 

West 1 12,752 12,752 

West 2 6,246 7,149 

Total 88,596 91,896 
Note: Does not account for reduction in capacity resulting from future replacement school or future modular additions that 
may be required. 

 
As a consequence of the new capacity being delivered in the new growth areas, the amount of unused 
or excess space in the City’s mature neighbourhood schools will increase. With continued focus on 
providing schools where students live, funding for new schools in new growth areas and replacement 
schools in mature areas will be required. 
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2.2 Demographics 
 

2.2.1 Population Information 
 
Census and other demographic data provide valuable information on preschool numbers, as well as 
overall school aged residency in Edmonton. The District also uses a number of other sources when 
considering demographic data. These include but are not limited to: 

 The study of current population growth and attrition to a school on a community basis; 

 Population and housing construction (City of Edmonton Residential Land Supply data); 

 Annual analysis of demographic and economic forecasts (national, provincial and civic) from 
Canadian Housing and Mortgage Corporation; and 

 Direct input from principals on school enrolment and local conditions on a school-by-school basis. 
 
A review of Federal census data provides insight to recent growth in district enrolment, indicating an 
overall increase in the pre-school and school-aged population in Edmonton between 2001 and 2011. The 
following table provides the data for population of various age categories. 
 

Federal Census Ages 0 to 4 Ages 5 to 9 Ages 10 to 14 Ages 15 to 19 

2001 38,620 84,640 46,170 

2006 40,740 39,360 43,435 49,405 

2011 50,560 42,320 42,555 48,950 

Net Growth 11,940 235 2780 
Source: Statistics Canada 

 
The 2011 Federal Census indicates a significant increase in the overall number of zero to four year old 
residents citywide, especially in the last five years. The five to nine year old age group continues to 
increase, while the number of 10 to 14 year olds is in decline. The 15 to 19 year age group grew from 
2001 to 2006, but has declined from 2006 to 2011. 
 
The Province has developed a forecast for the number of elementary and junior high students in the 
Province as a whole, based on an assumption of robust or sustained high-growth. The projections call 
for growth of 14 per cent to occur to 2028, as identified in the Alberta 20-Year Strategic Capital Plan. 
The 14 per cent increase is projected to 2016 in Alberta Education’s Workforce Planning Strategy, and in 
Alberta Employment, Immigration and Industry’s discussion paper on Growth Pressures and Social 
Infrastructure in the Capital Region. Specifically related to Edmonton, the latter two documents 
referenced forecast a four per cent growth rate to 2011 followed by a 10 per cent rate from 2011 to 
2016 in Edmonton. The Province acknowledges that these forecasts are based on an assumption of 
robust or sustained high-growth, which could lead to some over-provision of services, facilities and 
funding. This is presented as a preferable outcome to one that would underestimate future need. 
 
The City of Edmonton’s Economic Outlook 2012-2013 report, identifies strong continued growth for 
Edmonton. In the last 10 years, the population has increased by 150,000 people to 817,498 in 2012. By 
2040 the population is expected to reach 1.2 million. 
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City of Edmonton’s Economic Outlook 2012-2013 report 

 
2.2.2 Growth in the City of Edmonton 

 
The City of Edmonton has 85 neighbourhoods in approved Area Structure Plans, over half of these 
approved since 2005. Of these, 34 neighbourhoods are complete, 40 neighbourhoods are under 
development and 11 are at the planned stage (about to start). In addition to these planned areas under 
development, there are three urban growth areas located in the west, southeast and northeast areas of 
the City that are expected to generate approximately 50,000 single family lots to accommodate over 
200,000 people. The large number of developing communities with varied development timelines across 
Edmonton is challenging for the District in terms of projecting future student populations, as well as 
meeting the demand for new school construction. The following maps illustrate the location and status 
of residential development in new suburban neighbourhoods in Edmonton.
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The rate of city development varies greatly by neighbourhood, though the majority of new residential 
development occurs in new suburban areas. The City of Edmonton is committed to redeveloping and 
revitalizing the mature and established areas of the City and many policies are in place to guide and 
enable development in these areas such as Evolving Infill, Elevate (Community Sustainability Task Force), 
Area Redevelopment Plans and the Neighbourhood Renewal Plan. However, the majority of residential 
development is happening in new neighbourhoods where rapid development causes rapid increases in 
student residency, often accompanied by high peak student numbers. 
 
Number of Low Density Residential Building Permits in Edmonton: 2008-2012 

 
Source: 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, City of Edmonton 

 
Future growth in elementary and junior high student populations are anticipated to occur in new 
residential suburban neighbourhoods located in the Northwest, North Central, Southeast, Southwest, 
and West 2 sectors. Currently, there are 16 schools located in these new suburban areas of the City, 
with four scheduled to open in 2016. Future new school capacity planning will be focused on these 
growth areas for the next 10 years and beyond. District priorities for the delivery of new school facilities 
in these areas will be reviewed annually and included in the District’s Three-Year Capital Plan. 
 
Top Ten Developing Communities to Receive Residential Building Permit Applications (2012) 
 

Neighbourhood Sector 

Summerside SE 

Windermere Estates SW 

Walker SE 

Laurel SE 

McConachie NC 

Webber Greens W2 

Callaghan SW 

Chappelle SW 

Secord  W2 

Tamarack SE 
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2.2.3 Student Enrolment 
 
As part of its budgeting process, the District conducts an annual enrolment projection using all available 
external demographic data and a review of historical and current Student Information System data. This 
projection is made for the District as a whole, and on a school-by-school basis. External data is used 
extensively to monitor pre-school populations and residency patterns, while internal data is used to 
project enrolments on an annual basis. 
 

The following chart indicates current and projected student enrolment in the developing 
neighbourhoods of the City. These projections are based on potential lot supply and the number of 
housing starts suggested by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) by sector of the City as defined 
within the City of Edmonton Urban Growth Strategy.  
 
The high projection is calculated using a high growth rate based on the potential low density lot supply    
determined by UDI and a high student generation rate. The low projection is calculated using a low 
growth rate based on the potential lot supply determined by the City of Edmonton and a low student 
generation rate. The UDI analysis is market based and the City of Edmonton’s analysis is area based.  
Neighbourhoods that have completed residential development were not considered.  
 

Current and Projected K-9 Students Residing in Developing Areas 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number of 

K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low)* 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected 
(High)** 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low)* 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected 
(High)** 

North 
Central 880 532 905 1,064 1,809 

North 
East 188 687 1,181 1,832 3,150 

North 
West 1,248 306 513 611 1,026 

West 2 1,482 1,641 2,769 3,036 5,123 

South 
East 2,293 1,486 2,492 3,689 6,184 

South 
West 659 1,419 2,438 2,837 4,876 

TOTAL 6,750 13,069 22,168 13,069 22,168 
*Based on housing starts as determined by the City of Edmonton 
**Based on housing starts as determined by the Urban Development Institute 

 
2.2.4 Annexation 

 
The City of Edmonton has sent a notice of intent to proceed with annexation applications to Leduc 
County, the Town of Beaumont, the Municipal Government Board (Government of Alberta), the Capital 
Region Board and all affected local authorities. If successful, this annexation will add 15,000 hectares of 
land south of the City boundary that is currently part of Leduc County. 



 

12 

As per previous Edmonton annexations, the boundaries of Edmonton Public Schools would likely be 
expanded to match new City of Edmonton municipal boundaries. There are no existing school buildings 
in the proposed annexation area; however, district schools would need to be identified to accommodate 
students residing in this area. It would be the responsibility of Edmonton Public Schools to provide 
busing for any affected students wishing to attend their new designated school. Due to the low density 
and sparse distribution of students over a large rural area, and depending on the nearest school with 
available space to accommodate these students, there could be significant transportation implications in 
terms of cost and ride times. For various reasons, students could choose to remain at the schools 
attended prior to annexation. 
 
Since the last major annexation in 1982, Edmonton Public Schools built 35 schools in suburban 
communities that had high student population and a demand for local accommodation. The first school 
built in the 1982 annexation area was Velma E. Baker School in 1993 followed by Lillian Osborne School 
in 2009. Since 2010, six additional new schools opened within the 1982 annexation areas, with four 
schools approved to open in September 2016. Further additional schools will be required in the 1982 
annexation area if development continues at or near current levels. 
 
2.3 Aging Facilities 
At present, Edmonton Public Schools operates 202 school buildings with an average age of 46 years. Of 
these, approximately 90 facilities are 50 years of age or older. 
 

 
 
Many of the facilities require significant renovations to maintain a quality learning environment. The 
District has a sizable investment in an aging inventory of school facilities. Funding for operating and 
maintaining schools, and for capital projects, is tied directly to the amount of space used for teaching 
and learning rather than the total district inventory of space. As a result, Edmonton Public Schools must 
use existing space efficiently and effectively. 
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As noted, significant student growth is occurring in the newer neighbourhoods. As many of these 
neighbourhoods do not have schools, students must be transported long distances to schools that often 
require major renovations. The challenges and costs of transporting the students are increasing as the 
City expands geographically. Schools are needed to serve students in growing communities and 
renovations are needed for existing schools. Instructional and Plant Operational and Maintenance 
(PO&M) funding is distributed by the Provincial Government on a per student basis. The Province 
allocates this money based on the number of students enrolled in a school, not the actual operation or 
maintenance needs of the school. This means that a large facility and a small facility with the same 
student population will generate the same amount of money for facility needs, regardless of size or 
relative condition. The provincial formula used to fund capital projects and school maintenance 
encourages the concentration of students in fewer facilities. 
 
Alberta Infrastructure estimates the net value of all Edmonton Public School district buildings at $2.3 
billion, and estimates that the total value of deferred maintenance on the buildings is $216 million. At 
50 years, major building components such as mechanical and electrical systems reach the end of the 
expected life-cycle and require replacement. In 2012, according to the provincial Real Estate Capital 
Asset Priority Planning (RECAPP) database, the District had a current deferred maintenance total of $216 
million. This figure will increase to approximately $710 million by 2017, as 40 additional schools will 
reach 50 years of age. By 2026, 130 will be 50 years old or older, and the value of deferred maintenance 

is on track to exceed $1 billion. As buildings age, more building components reach the category of 
‘moderate’ to ‘significant’ risk, where failure is imminent or likely to occur. The current rate of capital 
funding approved by the Province for modernization projects, combined with funding provided through 
the annual Infrastructure Maintenance Renewal (IMR) program, which is applied annually through the 
Major Maintenance Plan, will not be sufficient to address the program needs in district schools as well 
as the total deferred maintenance needs given these projections. 
 
School facilities in the District vary greatly in condition, and future significant capital expenditures are 
necessary to ensure safe, comfortable, accessible facilities for learning and working in for students and 
staff. If two critical components of any school are considered – the building envelope (e.g. roof, walls, 
flooring, windows) and the mechanical systems (e.g. boilers and fans for heating and ventilation, 
electrical, plumbing), it becomes apparent that the District is facing a significant challenge to maintain 
its buildings in upcoming years. 
 
Mechanical systems require replacement due to wear, potential for breakdowns, scarcity of parts and 
poor energy efficiency. If mechanical systems fail, schools are temporarily shut down to ensure the 
safety of students and occupants. Replacement of worn and inefficient mechanical and electrical 
systems will become a greater issue in the next decade, as post-war era schools exceed their designed 
lifecycles. Due to the complexity of the work, limited funding and rising costs, the number of 
replacements that are possible to complete within a single year is limited. Air quality expectations and 
requirements have increased, which must be addressed in these replacement systems.
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3.0 PARTNERSHIPS AND LEASES 
 
3.1 Leases 
 
One of the District’s priorities is to enhance public education through communication, engagement and 
partnerships. Edmonton Public Schools has been successful at implementing partnerships to acquire 
new facilities and make better use of existing facilities. The District has been successful in a number of 
partnerships with existing facilities such as Conseil scolaire Centre-Nord, Edmonton Ballet, Excel Society, 
Edmonton City Centre Church Corporation, Capital Health, Terra Association, and a number of Head 
Start Societies (ABC, Ben Calf Robe, Bent Arrow, and Oliver Child Care Centre). Another example of this 
is the George P. Nicholson School partnership with Alberta Health Services and the YMCA. 
 
In 2011-2012, the District leased a total of 43,416 square meters of operational school space to external 
parties. This represents four per cent of the District’s total operational school space. Closed schools are 
exempted from provincial utilization calculations. However, leases in closed schools are an essential 
means of recovering operational costs. Currently, approximately 57,247 square meters of non-
operational building space is leased. 
 
3.2 ELEVATE 
 
The ELEVATE report, generated by the Community Sustainability Task Force in 2012, offers 
recommendations to guide the next steps for Edmonton to achieve ongoing community vitality across 
the City. The District is supportive of ELEVATE and will continue to work with the Province, the City and 
other school districts to achieve community sustainability. By working together and sharing current and 
long-term plans, including the District Infrastructure Strategy, Ten-Year Facilities Plan and Three-Year 
Capital Plan, potential opportunities in communities will be identified and efficiencies will be created. 
The recommendations outlined in ELEVATE will allow for new thinking about schools in regards to the 
buildings themselves and what the buildings are used for. The Province is encouraged to provide 
infrastructure funding that will allow for existing and new schools to be modern, multi-functional 
facilities that can accommodate a variety of programs. 
 
3.3 Joint Use Agreement 
 
The District also partners with the City of Edmonton, Edmonton Catholic School District and Conseil 
scolaire Centre-Nord as part of the Joint Use Agreements. The Joint Use Agreement: Facilities provides 
access to school facilities for community groups after school hours, the use of city recreational facilities 
by students during school hours and shared use of sports fields by student and community groups. The 
Joint Use Agreement: Land guides the planning, assembly, design, development and maintenance of 
Joint Use sites for schools and parks. It also provides the framework for decision making in regards to 
surplus sites. 
 
The Joint Use Agreement is reviewed every ten years, the next update is scheduled to be completed in 
2017. The agreements could reflect changes to policies and approaches envisioned in initiatives like 
ELEVATE. 
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4.0 SECTOR ANALYSIS 
 
As noted, there are nine geographic sectors for elementary and junior-high schools across the District as 
well as a high school sector. Each sector is unique and has its own challenges and opportunities in terms 
of facilities. 
 
An analysis for each sector includes the following information: 

 Population data 

 Capacity and utilization 

 Program information 

 Student accommodation strategy 

 Facility condition assessment 

 New construction requirements 

 Modernization needs 
 
By analyzing these factors by sector, we are able to identify how the District can continue to provide 
welcoming, high quality learning and working environments into the future. 
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SECTOR MAP 
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WEST 2 
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Where are we? 
 
The West 2 Sector includes both new developing neighbourhoods and mature, established communities. 
The utilization rate for the West 2 Sector is 71 per cent, though there is a shortage of 708 student spaces 
to accommodate students residing in West 2. There are very few alternative programs located in West 2 
Sector schools. Students residing in this area must attend schools outside of West 2 if they wish to 
attend an alternative program. 
 

 

Bessie Nichols and Winterburn schools were impacted by the District’s report on Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods. Both of these K-9 schools experienced enrolment 
pressures due to significant growth in the neighbourhoods they serve. As a result of the long-term plan, 
attendance areas for both schools were shrunk and neighbourhoods were re-designated to schools with 
space, some outside of the West 2 Sector. At Winterburn School, the Logos Christian program was re-
directed to Youngstown and Britannia schools in the West 1 Sector. 
 
A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the West 2 Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 2012-2013 Capacity 2012-2013 Utilization Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Aldergrove 349 79% 38 Years Good 

Belmead 411 51% 36 Years Good 

Bessie Nichols 895 63% 2 Years Not rated 

Callingwood 373 70% 37 Years Good 

Centennial 348 68% 33 Years Good 

La Perle 452 59% 32 Years Good 

Lymburn 493 53% 30 Years Good 

Michael A. Kostek 518 79% 35 Years Good 

Ormsby 496 36% 34 Years Good 

S. Bruce Smith 656 88% 24 Years Good 

Talmud Torah* 379 31% 17 Years Good 

Thorncliffe 430 55% 42 Years Good 

Winterburn 446 105% 57 Years Good 

Average   32 Years  
*Facility owned by private society 
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The Province approved funding for a 900 capacity junior high school to be located in the Webber Greens 
neighbourhood. This school, scheduled to open in 2016, will provide junior high students in the Lewis 
Farms area with local accommodation as well as alleviate enrolment pressures at Winterburn School 
which has a utilization rate of 105 per cent. 
 
Current Alternative programs located in the West 2 Sector: 

 Hebrew Bilingual - Talmud Torah School 

 Pre-Advanced Placement - S. Bruce Smith School 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/ 
 
Where are we going? 
 
The West 2 Sector includes the developing areas of Big Lake, Cameron Heights, Edgemont, The Grange, 
Lewis Farms and Riverview. 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Population 
Projected** 

Housing Units 
Projected 

Housing Units 
Remaining % Build Out 

Trumpeter 160 5388 1171 826 29 

Starling 0 5231 1118 947 15 

Hawks Ridge 0 5240 1543 1381 10 

Neighbourhood 4 0 TBD 0 1639 0 

Neighbourhood 5 0 TBD 0 1800 0 

Suder Greens 1911 13609 2339 1658 100 

Breckenridge Greens 1520 2001 427 0 100 

Potter Greens 2811 3512 510 0 100 

Rosenthal 0 5931 1025 0 6 

Secord 914 12294 2905 2725 29 

Stewart Greens 0 13,609 2339 1658 0 

Webber Greens 549 3564 592 592 88 

Glastonbury 5984 7780 1454 0 100 

Granville 222 5522 1159 764 34 

The Hamptons 9405 13226 3520 25 99 

Edgemont 0 14836 3824 3824 0 

Riverview* 0 34021 18069 18069 0 

Cameron Heights 1125 4488 883 299 66 
*Includes data for entire ASP 
**Based on information provided in Neighbourhood Structure Plans approved by the City of Edmonton 
 

According to the City of Edmonton’s 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, 21-26 per cent of 
future residential lot activity is expected to come from the west. The neighbourhoods of Edgemont, 
Hawks Ridge, Granville, Rosenthal, Secord, Starling, Stewart Greens and Trumpeter are expected to 
generate most of the growth in the West 2 Sector over the next five years. 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Big Lake Area Structure Plan (ASP), Cameron Heights Neighbourhood Area 
Structure Plan (NASP), Edgemont NASP, The Grange ASP, Lewis Farms ASP and Riverview ASP. These 
projections are based on the number of housing starts and potential lot supply as defined within the 
Urban Growth Strategy and determined by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the City of 
Edmonton. The methodology assumes that student generation from developing neighbourhoods will be 
similar to student generation in recently developed areas. The high projection is based on high student 
generation and a high growth rate as per UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low student 
generation and a low growth rate as per City of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not account 
for population growth or decline anticipated in neighbourhoods that have completed development. 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing and recently developed neighbourhoods in the West 2 Sector: 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number of 

K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

West 2 1,482 1,641 2,769 3,036 5,123 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the West 2 Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this sector. 
These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students. 
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How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Projects 
 
These trends are reflected in the District’s capital priorities for new construction in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority Project Location 

2 The Grange (Glastonbury or Granville) 

8 Lewis Farms (Secord) 

18 Lewis Farms (Rosenthal) 

26 Big Lake (Starling) 

27 Edgemont 

 
In addition to the sites requested for new construction projects indicated above, the District has several 
other planned K-9 school sites located in the West 2 Sector. These sites could be considered for new 
construction to address growth in future capital planning processes.  
 
Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. The West 2 Sector 
has the following planned high school sites that will be considered in future capital planning processes: 

 Callingwood 

 The Hamptons 

 Riverview 
 
Modernization projects 
 
There are currently 13 facilities in the West 2 Sector. Only one of these facilities is above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
There are no modernization projects for the West 2 Sector identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 
2015-2018; however, the following schools have been identified as requiring modernization projects in 
the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

Centennial General Upgrade 

Callingwood General Upgrade 

 
Callingwood and Centennial schools each have modular additions on their buildings that have reached 
the end of their lifecycle. Through a modernization project, it will be determined whether or not they 
should be removed, upgraded or replaced with new modular units or a permanent addition to the 
school building. 
 
The need for modernization projects in the West 2 Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as the 
school buildings continue to age. Many schools in this sector have aging modular additions. This will be 
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considered when prioritizing future modernization projects as many of these modulars will need to be 
removed, upgraded or replaced with either new modular units or permanent additions. 
 
Without new construction projects to provide local accommodation for students residing in the new 
developing neighbourhoods in Big Lake, The Grange, Lewis Farms, Edgemont and Riverview, ongoing 
student re-designations to aging schools in mature areas will continue. This trend is reflected in 
determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should provide the most benefit 
to the most students in today’s context. 
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WEST 1 
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Where are we? 
 
The West 1 Sector is comprised of mature and established neighbourhoods. The utilization rate for the 
West 1 Sector is 58 per cent. There are greater numbers of students enrolled in West 1 Sector schools 
than those that reside in this area. Many District alternative programs are found within this sector 
enhancing the viability of many West 1 Sector schools. In addition, several West 1 Sector schools were 
identified as receiving schools for new neighbourhoods resulting from the report on Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods. 
 

 

A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the West 1 Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Afton 545 55% 48 Years Good 
Brightview 378 51% 47 Years Good 
Britannia 656 24% 58 Years Good 
Coronation 226 49% 61 Years Good 
Crestwood 333 117% 61 Years Fair 
Dovercourt 373 58% 59 Years Good 
Edmonton Christian West* 474 77% 15 Years Not rated 
Elmwood 637 62% 54 Years Good 
Glendale 204 45% 63 Years Good 
Glenora 277 63% 74 Years Good 
Grovenor 310 49% 65 Years Fair 
Hillcrest 673 58% 51 Years Good 
James Gibbons 196 31% 60 Years Good 
Laurier Heights 607 65% 57 Years Fair 
Lynnwood 467 48% 54 Years Good 
Mayfield 424 78% 56 Years Good 
Meadowlark Christian* 278 97% 61 Years Not rated 
Meadowlark 512 65% 56 Years Good 
Parkview 957 59% 59 Years Good 
Patricia Heights 322 81% 46 Years Good 
Rio Terrace 603 61% 51 Years Good 
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Sherwood 292 41% 57 Years Good 
Stratford 733 80% 50 Years Good 
Westlawn 680 51% 46 Years Good 
Westminster 837 67% 64 Years Good 
Youngstown 596 40% 55 Years Good 
Average   55 Years  

*Facility owned by private society 

 
Current Alternative programs located in the West 1 Sector: 

 French Immersion - Laurier Heights, Rio Terrace 

 German Bilingual - Rio Terrace 

 Academic Alternative - Crestwood 

 Arts Core – Afton 

 Challenge - Lynnwood 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual – Dovercourt, Parkview, Meadowlark 

 Cogito – Stratford 

 Edmonton Christian School 

 International Baccalaureate Primary Years - Coronation 

 International Baccalaureate Middle Years – Glenora, Westminster 

 Logos – Britannia, Youngstown 

 Meadowlark Christian School 

 Pre-Advanced Placement - Parkview 

 Science Alternative - Elmwood 

 Traditional - James Gibbons 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
The West 1 Sector does not include any developing neighbourhoods and is not expected to experience 
significant student population growth. The number of dwelling units in mature neighbourhoods has not 
experienced a significant change over the last 10 years. The City of Edmonton is looking to advance 
residential infill in mature neighbourhoods as a strategy to accommodate the continued population 
growth. In the summer of 2014, an Infill Action Plan will be developed to guide the City in its goal to 
create more new housing in established areas. 
 
Currently, the City of Edmonton is drafting an Area Redevelopment Plan (ARP) for the Jasper Place area, 
which will guide development decisions, including residential infill, in the neighbourhoods of Britannia-
Youngstown, Canora, Glenwood and West Jasper Place in the future. The ARP will inform what types of 
uses and buildings can be developed on vacant land and/or redeveloped by landowners on their 
property. In addition, the West Light Rail Transit (LRT) Concept Plan was approved in January 2011 as 
the City plans to expand LRT service to Lewis Farms from Downtown. The implementation of either plan 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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is not expected to generate significant increases in student population, therefore not impacting future 
student generation from the area. 
 
How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Needs 
 
The West 1 Sector could benefit from a replacement school project. In many mature neighbourhoods, 
the combination of multiple schools in proximity, the age of these school buildings and their deferred 
maintenance is a challenge for the District. A replacement school in a mature neighbourhood is a means 
for the District to reduce its environmental footprint and deferred maintenance. A replacement school, 
which could include the consolidation of a number of schools, will allow the District to serve students 
living in a mature area with a new school facility and enhance educational opportunities. 
 
Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 26 facilities in the West 1 Sector. Only one of these facilities is below the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
The following modernization project has been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School Project Description 

32 Hillcrest General Upgrade 

 
The need for modernization projects in the West 1 Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as the 
school buildings continue to age. As growth in the new developing neighbourhoods in the West 2 Sector 
continues, excess space in West 1 Sector schools may be required to accommodate students residing in 
these areas. Excess space in West 1 Sector will also be required to meet alternative program and special 
education program needs for students residing in West 1, West 2, Central and North West Sectors. This 
trend is reflected in determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should 
provide the most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 
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NORTH WEST 
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Where are we? 
 
The North West Sector primarily consists of new developing neighbourhoods. The utilization rate for the 
North West Sector is 80 per cent, though there is a shortage of 98 student spaces to accommodate 
students residing in the North West Sector. There are very few alternative programs located at North 
West Sector schools. Students residing in this area must attend schools outside of this sector if they wish 
to attend an alternative program. 
 

 

Elizabeth Finch School was impacted by the District’s report on Managing Student Growth in New and 
Developing Neighbourhoods. This K-9 school experienced enrolment pressures due to significant growth 
in the neighbourhoods it served. As a result of the long-term plan, the attendance area for Elizabeth 
Finch School was shrunk and neighbourhoods were re-designated to schools with space, some outside 
of the North West Sector. 
 
A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the North West Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Baturyn 457 56% 35 Years Good 

Caernarvon 420 84% 39 Years Good 

Dunluce 508 69% 36 Years Good 

Elizabeth Finch 870 80% 4 Years Not rated 

Lorelei 495 59% 37 Years Good 

Major General Griesbach 639 56% 2 Years Not rated 

Mary Butterworth 669 71% 26 Years Good 

Average  
 

26 Years 
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Current Alternative programs located in the North West Sector: 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual - Caernarvon 

 French Immersion – Dunluce 

 Pre-Advanced Placement - Mary Butterworth 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing and recently developed neighbourhoods in the North West Sector: 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Population 
Projected* 

Housing Units 
Projected 

Housing Units 
Remaining 

% Build Out 

Hudson 2020 3018 628 136 78 

Cumberland 6419 6465 1603 8 100 

Carlton 2737 5432 1177 61 95 

Oxford 3399 4152 927 178 81 

Albany 0 1828 187 77 59 

Rapperswill 0 3823 1091 555 49 

Canossa 3214 5416 1370 355 74 

Chambery 2064 3324 708 0 100 

Elsinore 2149 4209 1083 56 95 
*Based on information provided in Neighbourhood Structure Plans approved by the City of Edmonton 

 
According to the City of Edmonton’s 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, only two to six per 
cent of future residential lot activity is expected to come from the North West. The neighbourhoods of 
Albany, Canossa and Rapperswill are expected to generate most of the growth in the North West Sector 
over the next five years. 
 
The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Castle Downs Extension ASP, Griesbach NASP and Palisades ASP. These 
projections are based on the number of housing starts and potential lot supply as defined within the City 
of Edmonton Urban Growth Strategy and determined by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the 
City of Edmonton. The methodology assumes that student generation from developing neighbourhoods 
will be similar to student generation in recently developed areas. The high projection is based on high 
student generation and a high growth rate as per UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low 
student generation and a low growth rate as per City of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not 
account for population growth or decline anticipated in neighbourhoods that have completed 
development.

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number 

of K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

North 
West 1,248 306 513 611 1,026 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the North West Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this 
sector. These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students. 
 

 
 
How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Projects 
 
These trends are reflected in the District’s capital priorities for new construction in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority Project Location 

14 Palisades (Cumberland or Hudson or Oxford) 

 
In addition to the sites requested for new construction projects indicated above, the District has several 
other planned K-9 school sites located in the North West Sector. These sites will be considered for new 
construction in future capital planning processes. 
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Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. The North West 
Sector has the following planned high school site that will be considered in future capital planning 
processes: 

 Dunluce 
 
Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently seven facilities in the North West Sector. Each of these facilities is below the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
The following modernization project has been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School Project Description 

11 Caernarvon General Upgrade 

 
Caernarvon School has a modular addition on the building that has reached the end of its lifecycle. 
Through a modernization project, it will be determined whether or not the modulars should be 
removed, upgraded, or replaced with new modular units or a permanent addition to the school building. 
 
The need for modernization projects in the North West Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. Without new construction projects to provide local 
accommodation for students residing in the new developing neighbourhoods in Castle Downs Extension 
and The Palisades, ongoing student re-designations to aging schools in mature areas will continue. This 
trend is reflected in determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should 
provide the most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 
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NORTH CENTRAL 
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Where are we? 
 
The North Central Sector includes both new developing neighbourhoods and mature, established 
communities. The utilization rate for the North Central Sector is 77 per cent. The North Central Sector 
schools are able to accommodate the students residing in this sector as well as offer a selection of 
alternative programs. 
 

 

Dr. Donald Massey School was impacted by the District’s report on Managing Student Growth in New 
and Developing Neighbourhoods. This K-9 school experienced enrolment pressures due to significant 
growth in the neighbourhoods it served. As a result of the long-term plan, the attendance area for Dr. 
Donald Massey School was shrunk and neighbourhoods were re-designated to schools with space, 
outside of the North Central sector. 
 
A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the North Central Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Dickinsfield 429 59% 40 Years Good 

Dr. Donald Massey 870 95% 4 Years Not rated 

Edmonton Christian NE* 633 81% 6 Years Not rated 

Evansdale 480 100% 43 Years Good 

Florence Hallock 870 81% 4 Years Not rated 

J. A. Fife 533 54% 46 Years Good 

John Barnett 274 54% 42 Years Good 

Kildare 571 86% 46 Years Good 

Lago Lindo 446 74% 25 Years Good 

Londonderry 700 94% 46 Years Fair 

McLeod 357 94% 42 Years Good 

Northmount 457 44% 44 Years Good 

Steele Heights 785 63% 46 Years Good 

York 377 51% 48 Years Good 

Average   34 Years  
*Facility owned by private society 
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Current Alternative programs located in the North Central Sector: 

 Challenge – York, Steele Heights 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual – Kildare, Londonderry 

 Cogito – Northmount 

 Edmonton Christian School 

 French Immersion – Dickinsfield, J.A. Fife 

 Pre- Advanced Placement - Londonderry 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing and recently developed neighbourhoods in the North Central Sector: 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Population 
Projected* 

Housing Units 
Projected 

Housing Units 
Remaining 

% Build Out 

Matt Berry 4080 5014 1247 0 100 

Hollick Kenyon 5211 6180 1375 0 100 

Brintnell 5177 5534 1560 0 100 

McConachie 897 12122 2892 2015 30 

Cy Becker 0 4924 1205 1205 0 

Eaux Claires 3235 4555 879 70 92 

Belle Rive 3945 4208 1147 0 100 

Mayliewan 4206 4590 1202 0 100 

Ozerna 4495 4860 1193 0 100 

Lago Lindo 3994 4500 1255 0 100 

Klarvatten 4789 5754 1605 100 94 

Schonsee 1712 6308 1368 575 58 

Crystallina Nera 0 6131 1128 1035 8 

Crystallina Nera East 0 3555 870 870 0 
*Based on information provided in Neighbourhood Structure Plans approved by the City of Edmonton 

 
According to the City of Edmonton’s 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, 13-18 per cent of 
future residential lot activity is expected to come from the North Central Sector, especially in the Pilot 
Sound ASP. The neighbourhoods of Crystallina Nera, Crystallina Nera East, Cy Becker and McConachie 
are expected to generate most of the growth in the North Central Sector over the next five years. 
 
The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Edmonton North ASP and Pilot Sound ASP. These projections are based on 
the number of housing starts and potential lot supply as defined within the City of Edmonton Urban 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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Growth Strategy and determined by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the City of Edmonton. 
The methodology assumes that student generation from developing neighbourhoods will be similar to 
student generation in recently developed areas. The high projection is based on high student generation 
and a high growth rate as per UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low student generation 
and a low growth rate as per City of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not account for 
population growth or decline anticipated in neighbourhoods that have completed development. 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number of 

K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

North 
Central 880 532 905 1,064 1,809 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the North Central Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this 
sector. These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students.  
 

 
 
How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Projects 
 
These trends are reflected in the District’s capital priorities for new construction in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority Project Location 

17 Pilot Sound (McConachie) 

29 Pilot Sound (McConachie) 
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In addition to the sites requested for new construction projects indicated above, the District has several 
other planned K-9 school sites located in the North Central Sector. These sites will be considered for 
new construction in future capital planning processes. 
 
Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. 
 
Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 14 facilities in the North Central Sector. Five of these facilities are above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
There are no modernization projects for the North Central Sector identified in the Three-Year Capital 
Plan 2015-2018. However, the following schools have been identified as requiring modernization 
projects in the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

McLeod Essential Upgrade 

Londonderry Essential Upgrade 

Northmount Essential Upgrade 

Steele Heights Essential Upgrade 

 
The need for modernization projects in the North Central Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. Without new construction projects to provide local 
accommodation for students residing in the new developing neighbourhoods of Pilot Sound, ongoing 
student re-designations to aging schools in mature areas will continue. This trend is reflected in 
determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should provide the most benefit 
to the most students in today’s context. 
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NORTH EAST 
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Where are we? 
 
The North East Sector is comprised of mature and established neighbourhoods. The utilization rate for 
the North East Sector is 51 per cent. There are fewer numbers of students enrolled in North East Sector 
schools than there are residing in this area. There are a few district alternative programs found within 
this sector enhancing the viability of many North East Sector schools. 
 

 

A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the North East Sector are listed below: 

School Name 
2012-2013 
Capacity 

2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Abbott 427 58% 54 Years Good 

Bannerman 446 68% 34 Years Good 

Beacon Heights 317 75% 62 Years Good 

Belmont 408 68% 36 Years Good 

Fraser 411 40% 31 Years Good 

Highlands 504 27% 100 Years Fair 

Homesteader 372 90% 38 Years Good 

Horse Hill 610 16% 61 Years Good 

John D. Bracco 625 79% 25 Years Good 

Kirkness 411 61% 33 Years Good 

Lawton 652 30% 57 Years Good 

Montrose 313 62% 63 Years Good 

Mount Royal 310 43%  64 Years Fair 

Overlanders 417 68% 34 Years Good 

R. J. Scott 219 54% 56 Years Good 

Rundle 413 47% 48 Years Good 

Sifton 382 63% 37 Years Good 

Virginia Park 204 77% 67 Years Good 

Average   50 Years  
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Current Alternative programs located in the North East Sector: 

 Arts Core - Mount Royal, Virginia Park 

 Cree Extended – Abbott 

 Logos - Belmont 

 Nellie McClung - Bannerman 

 Pre-Advanced Placement – Highlands, John D. Bracco 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing neighbourhoods in the North East Sector: 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Projected 

Population* 
Housing Units 

Projected 
Housing Units 

Remaining 
% Build Out 

Horse Hill 0 71,467 22,140 22,140 0 
Note: Includes data for entire ASP 
*Based on information provided in Area Structure Plan approved by the City of Edmonton 

 
Other than the Horse Hill area, the North East Sector does not include any additional developing 
neighbourhoods and is not expected to experience significant student population growth in the next five 
years. The number of dwelling units in mature neighbourhoods has not experienced a significant change 
over the last 10 years. The City of Edmonton is looking to advance residential infill in mature 
neighbourhoods as a strategy to accommodate the continued population growth. In the summer of 
2014, an Infill Action Plan will be developed to guide the City in its goal to create more new housing in 
established areas. 
 
The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Horse Hill ASP. These projections are based on the number of housing starts 
and potential lot supply as defined within the City of Edmonton Urban Growth Strategy and determined 
by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the City of Edmonton. The methodology assumes that 
student generation from developing neighbourhoods will be similar to student generation in recently 
developed areas. The high projection is based on high student generation and a high growth rate as per 
UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low student generation and a low growth rate as per City 
of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not account for population growth or decline anticipated 
in neighbourhoods that have completed development.

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number 

of K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

North 
East 188 687 1,181 1,832 3,150 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the North East Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this 
sector. These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students. 
 

 
 
How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Needs 
 
In addition to the existing Horse Hill School, the District has three planned K-9 school sites in the Horse 
Hill ASP. As there are no Neighbourhood Structure Plans in place for this area as of yet, these sites will 
be considered in future capital planning processes. 
 
The North East Sector would benefit from a replacement school project. In many mature 
neighbourhoods, the combination of multiple schools in proximity, the age of these school buildings and 
their deferred maintenance is a challenge for the District. A replacement school in a mature 
neighbourhood is a means for the District to reduce its environmental footprint and deferred 
maintenance. A replacement school, which could include the consolidation of a number of schools, will 
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allow the District to serve students living in a mature area with a new school facility and enhance 
educational opportunities. 
Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. The North East 
Sector has the following planned high school sites that will be considered in future capital planning 
processes: 

 Clareview Town Centre 

 Horse Hill 
 
Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 18 facilities in the North East Sector. Ten of these facilities are above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
The following modernization project has been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School 

33 Belmont 

 
In addition to this project, one additional modernization project will be required in the North East Sector 
in the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

Homesteader General Upgrade 

 
Homesteader School has a modular addition on the building that has reached the end of its lifecycle. 
Through a modernization project, it will be determined whether or not the modulars should be replaced 
with new modular units or a permanent addition to the school building. Other schools in this sector also 
have aging modular additions. This will be considered when prioritizing future modernization projects as 
many of these modulars will need to be removed, upgraded, or replaced with either new modular units 
or permanent additions. 
 
The need for modernization projects in the North East Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. As development begins in the Horse Hill area, excess space in 
North East Sector schools may be required to accommodate students residing in these areas. This trend 
is reflected in determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should provide the 
most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 
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CENTRAL 
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Where are we? 
 
The Central Sector is comprised of mature and established neighbourhoods. The utilization rate for the 
Central Sector is 58 per cent. There are greater numbers of students enrolled in Central Sector schools 
than those that reside in this area. Many district alternative programs are found within this sector 
enhancing the viability of many Central Sector schools. 
 

 

A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the Central Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Athlone 330 59% 58 Years Good 

Balwin 758 45% 54 Years Fair* 

Belvedere 303 49% 55 Years Fair 

Calder 528 29% 88 Years Good 

Delton 650 62% 68 Years Good 

Delwood 644 56% 48 Years Good 

Glengarry 635 92% 51 Years Good 

Inglewood 310 43% 64 Years Fair 

John A. McDougall 670 38% 84 Years Good 

Kensington 550 69% 56 Years Good 

Killarney 754 57% 55 Years Good 

Lauderdale 305 51% 61 Years Fair 

McArthur 329 41% 56 Years Fair 

Mee-Yah-Noh 332 87% 54 Years Fair 

Norwood 402 41% 106 Years Good 

Oliver 867 33% 104 Years Good 

Prince Charles 348 83% 65 Years Fair* 

Princeton 449 33% 50 Years Good 

Riverdale 166 55% 91 Years Good 

Rosslyn 773 52% 54 Years Good 
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Scott Robertson 411 97% 54 Years Good 

Spruce Avenue 488 57% 85 Years Good 

Westglen 452 60% 73 Years Good 

Westmount 708 34% 101 Years Good 

Average   68 Years  
*Building condition has not been updated to reflect 2010 modernization project  

 
Current Alternative programs located in the Central Sector: 

 Arabic Bilingual – Calder, Glengarry, Killarney 

 Awasis (Cree) - Prince Charles 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual - Rosslyn 

 French Immersion - Delwood 

 International Baccalaureate Middle Years - Westglen 

 Logos – Kensington, Killarney 

 Nellie McClung – Oliver 

 Pre-Advanced Placement - Rosslyn 

 Ukrainian International Bilingual - Balwin 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
The Central Sector is not expected to experience any student population growth in its existing 
neighbourhoods. The number of dwelling units in mature neighbourhoods has not experienced a 
significant change over the last 10 years. The City of Edmonton is looking to advance residential infill in 
mature neighbourhoods as a strategy to accommodate the continued population growth. In the summer 
of 2014, an Infill Action Plan will be developed to guide the City in its goal to create more new housing in 
established areas. Currently, the City of Edmonton is undertaking several projects in the Central Sector 
aimed at transforming the established areas of Blatchford, Downtown, The Quarters and West Rossdale. 
Though many of these projects feature high density residential development, the Blatchford re-
development will provide family-friendly housing and could generate a significant number of students 
that the District will need to accommodate. 
 
The City of Edmonton has created an Area Redevelopment Plan (ARP) for the City Centre Airport lands 
(Blatchford), which will guide the re-development of the area and serve as a model for future major 
developments. Blatchford will provide a range of housing types, with a focus on family-friendly medium 
density communities. Using calculations based on the average number of students per unit in existing 
neighbourhoods with similar characteristics to the proposed Blatchford area, the District projects that 
this redevelopment will generate 1,173 K-9 students. Though there will be an opportunity for the 
District to provide a school in this area, the students residing in Blatchford will help support the viability 
of schools located in the surrounding neighbourhoods in the Central Sector. It is anticipated that the 
timeline for the redevelopment will be 25-30 years, with the first stages beginning in 2014. 
 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Projected 

Population 
Housing Units 

Projected 
Housing Units 

Remaining 
% Build Out 

Blatchford* 0 30,000 13,030 13,030 0 
*Numbers are subject to change 

 
How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Needs 
 
The Central Sector would benefit from a replacement school project. In many mature neighbourhoods, 
the combination of multiple schools in proximity, the age of these school buildings and their deferred 
maintenance is a challenge for the District. A replacement school in a mature neighbourhood is a means 
for the District to reduce its environmental footprint and deferred maintenance. A replacement school, 
which could include the consolidation of a number of schools, will allow the District to serve students 
living in a mature area with a new school facility and enhance educational opportunities. 
 
There are currently 23 facilities in the Central Sector. All of these facilities are above the District average 
age of 46 years. 
 
A replacement school will allow the District to serve students living in a mature area with a new or 
modernized school facility. The following replacement projects have been identified in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School 

20 Delton 

31 Spruce Avenue 

 
Modernization Needs 
 
The following modernization project will be required in the Central Sector in the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

Glengarry General Upgrade 

 
The need for modernization projects in the Central Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as the 
school buildings continue to age. 



 

46 

SOUTH WEST 
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Where are we? 
 
The South West Sector includes primarily new developing neighbourhoods and some mature, 
established communities. The utilization rate for the South West Sector is 90 per cent, though there is a 
shortage of 664 student spaces to accommodate students residing in the South West Sector. There are 
significant enrolment pressures for regular programming at many of the schools located in the new 
neighbourhoods within this sector, there are some alternative programs being offered in the mature 
neighbourhood schools in the South West Sector. 
 

 

Brander Gardens, Esther Starkman and Johnny Bright schools were impacted by the District’s report on 
Managing Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods. Esther Starkman and Johnny Bright 
schools experienced enrolment pressures due to significant growth in the neighbourhoods they served. 
Brander Gardens School, although located in a mature neighbourhood, was a receiving school for 
several new growing neighbourhoods as well as a site for a high demand alternative program. As a result 
of the long-term plan, attendance areas for all schools were shrunk and neighbourhoods were re-
designated to schools with space, some outside of the South West sector. 
 
A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the South West Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 
Capacity 

2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Brander Gardens 404 103% 39 Years Good 

Brookside 351 62% 46 Years Good 

D. S. MacKenzie 720 66% 46 Years Good 

Duggan 432 33% 42 Years Good 

Earl Buxton 475 107% 24 Years Good 

Esther Starkman 951 98% 4 Years Not rated 

George H. Luck 415 92% 22 Years Good 

George P. Nicholson 607 79% 23 Years Good 

Greenfield 520 86% 46 Years Good 

Johnny Bright 951 100% 4 Years Not rated 
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Keheewin 407 72% 34 Years Good 

Richard Secord 641 90% 47 Years Good 

Rideau Park 300 58% 37 Years Good 

Riverbend 647 85% 40 Years Good 

Steinhauer 401 58% 37 Years Good 

Sweet Grass 477 49% 37 Years Good 

Vernon Barford 764 102% 48 Years Good 

Westbrook 477 99% 48 Years Good 

Average   35 Years  

 
The Province approved funding for three new schools located in the South West Sector: 

 Blackmud Creek K-6 (600 capacity) 

 MacTaggart K-9 (900 capacity) 

 Ambleside K-9 (900 capacity) 
 
These schools, scheduled to open in 2016, will provide students in the South West Sector with local 
accommodation as well as alleviate enrolment pressures at existing schools currently accommodating 
students from these neighbourhoods. 
 
Current Alternative programs located in the South West Sector: 

 Challenge – Westbrook, D.S. Mackenzie, Riverbend, Vernon Barford 

 Cogito - Richard Secord 

 French Immersion - Brander Gardens, Greenfield, Richard Secord 

 German Bilingual - Rideau Park 

 International Spanish Academy - Sweet Grass 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing neighbourhoods in the South West Sector: 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Population 
Projected* 

Housing Units 
Projected 

Housing Units 
Remaining 

% Build Out 

Ambleside 2328 9377 2117 1043 51 

Windermere Estates 2136 16771 4259 2252 47 

Keswick 0 15430 3959 3959 0 

Glenridding Heights 0 4997 1247 970 22 

Glenridding Ravine 0 TBD 0 1112 0 

Windermere Nbhd 5 0 TBD 0 2450 0 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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MacEwan 5629 6165 1118 0 100 

Blackburne 1520 2235 737 0 100 

Blackmud Creek 2577 2656 635 0 100 

Richford 530 1901 352 0 100 

Rutherford 8407 12841 2815 0 100 

Allard 241 8886 1972 1252 37 

Callaghan 1177 5726 905 0 100 

Cavanagh 0 5020 1117 1117 0 

Cashman 0 540 360 360 0 

Desrochers 0 5444 1092 1092 0 

Chappelle 151 22433 4373 3675 16 

Hays Ridge 0 5253 1242 1242 0 

Heritage Valley Town 
Centre 

0 11835 150 150 0 

Paisley 0 3091 774 774 0 

Graydon 0 1345 340 340 0 
*Based on information provided in Neighbourhood Structure Plans approved by the City of Edmonton 

 
According to the City of Edmonton’s 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, 29-31 per cent of 
future residential lot activity is expected to come from the South West Sector. The neighbourhoods of 
Allard, Ambleside, Chappelle, Desrochers, Glenridding Heights, Hays Ridge, Keswick, Paisley and 
Windermere are expected to generate most of the growth in the South West Sector over the next five 
years. 
 
The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Heritage Valley ASP and Windermere ASP. These projections are based on 
the number of housing starts and potential lot supply as defined within the City of Edmonton Urban 
Growth Strategy and determined by the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the City of Edmonton. 
The methodology assumes that student generation from developing neighbourhoods will be similar to 
student generation in recently developed areas. The high projection is based on high student generation 
and a high growth rate as per UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low student generation 
and a low growth rate as per City of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not account for 
population growth or decline anticipated in neighbourhoods that have completed development. 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number of 

K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

South 
West 659 1,419 2,438 2,837 4,876 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the Central Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this sector. 
These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students. 
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How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Projects 
 
These trends are reflected in the District’s capital priorities for new construction in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority Project Location 

1 Windermere (Windermere Estates) 

3 Heritage Valley (Allard or Chappelle) 

9 Heritage Valley (Allard or Chappelle) 

16 Windermere (Windermere Estates) 

25 Windermere (Keswick) 

30 Heritage Valley (Chappelle) 

 
In addition to the sites requested for new construction projects indicated above, the District has several 
other planned K-9 school sites located in the South West Sector. These sites will be considered for new 
construction in future capital planning processes.  
 
Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. The South West 
Sector has the following planned high school sites that will be considered in future capital planning 
processes: 

 Glenridding Heights 

 Heritage Valley Town Centre 

 Keheewin 
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Modernization projects 
 
There are currently 18 facilities in the South West Sector. Six of these facilities are above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
The following modernization project has been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School Project Description 

12 Brander Gardens General Upgrade 

 
In addition to this project, four additional modernization projects will be required in the South West 
Sector in the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

Westbrook Essential Upgrade 

Vernon Barford Essential Upgrade 

Richard Secord Essential Upgrade 

Rideau Park General Upgrade 

 
Brander Gardens and Rideau Park schools each have modular additions on their buildings that have 
reached the end of their lifecycle. Through a modernization project it will be determined whether or not 
the modulars should be removed, upgraded, or replaced with new modular units or a permanent 
addition to the school building. Other schools in this sector also have aging modular additions. This will 
be considered when prioritizing future modernization projects as many of these modulars will need to 
be removed, upgraded, or replaced with either new modular units or permanent additions. 
 
The need for modernization projects in the South West Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. Without new construction projects to provide local 
accommodation for students residing in the new developing neighbourhoods in Heritage Valley and 
Windermere, ongoing student re-designations to aging schools in mature areas will continue. This trend 
is reflected in determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should provide the 
most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 
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SOUTH CENTRAL 
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Where are we? 
 
The South Central Sector is comprised of mature and established neighbourhoods. The utilization rate 
for the South Central Sector is 69 per cent. There are greater numbers of students enrolled in South 
Central Sector schools than those that reside in this area. Many district alternative programs are found 
within this sector enhancing the viability of many South Central Sector schools. 
 

 

A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the South Central Sector are listed below: 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Academy at King Edward 254 68% 86 Years Fair 

Allendale 686 54% 65 Years Good 

Avalon 652 59% 49 Years Good 

Avonmore 633 49% 59 Years Fair 

Belgravia 135 105% 60 Years Fair 

Clara Tyner 205 78% 48 Years Good 

Donnan 512 48% 65 Years Good 

Forest Heights 496 52% 66 Years Good 

Garneau 621 55% 91 Years Good 

Gold Bar 393 44% 56 Years Good 

Grandview Heights 275 113% 55 Years Good 

Hardisty 1159 57% 57 Years Good 

Hazeldean 545 68% 64 Years Good 

Holyrood 429 87% 59 Years Good 

Kenilworth 522 62% 52 Years Good 

King Edward 427 44% 55 Years Good 

Lansdowne 330 54% 46 Years Good 

Lendrum 300 51% 51 Years Good 

Malmo 496 60% 51 Years Good 
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McKee 615 50% 48 Years Good 

McKernan 939 70% 62 Years Good 

Mill Creek 357 60% 67 Years Fair 

Mount Pleasant 342 102% 61 Years Good 

Ottewell 750 65% 54 Years Good 

Parkallen 501 50% 63 Years Fair 

Queen Alexandra 475 20% 109 Years Fair 

Rutherford 376 40% 114 Years Good 

Waverley 614 48% 49 Years Good 

Windsor Park 225 90% 61 Years Good 

Average   63 Years  

 
Current Alternative programs located in the South Central Sector: 

 Academic Alternative - Grandview Heights 

 Arabic Bilingual - Malmo 

 Challenge - Ottewell 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual – Ottewell 

 Cogito – Allendale, Mount Pleasant 

 French Immersion – Avalon, Holyrood, Kenilworth, McKernan 

 German Bilingual – Allendale, Forest Heights 

 International Spanish Academy - McKernan, Mill Creek 

 Late French Immersion - McKernan 

 Logos – Hardisty, Queen Alexandra 

 Nellie McClung – Avonmore 

 Sakinah Circle - Donnan 

 Sports Alternative - Donnan 

 Waldorf - Avonmore 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
The South Central Sector does not include any significant neighbourhood development projects and is 
not expected to experience significant student population growth. The number of dwelling units in 
mature neighbourhoods has not experienced a significant change over the last 10 years. The City of 
Edmonton is looking to advance residential infill in mature neighbourhoods as a strategy to 
accommodate the continued population growth. In the summer of 2014, an Infill Action Plan will be 
developed to guide the City in its goal to create more new housing in established areas. 
 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Needs 
 
The South Central Sector would benefit from a replacement school project. In many mature 
neighbourhoods, the combination of multiple schools in proximity, the age of these school buildings and 
their deferred maintenance is a challenge for the District. A replacement school will allow the District to 
serve students living in a mature area with a new or modernized school facility. The following 
replacement projects have been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School Project Description 

10 Mill Creek Replacement 

 
Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 29 facilities in the South Central Sector. All of these facilities are above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
The following modernization projects have been identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority School Project Description 

21 Gold Bar Essential Upgrade 

22 Lansdowne General Upgrade 

 
In addition to these three projects, one additional modernization project will be required in the South 
Central Sector in the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

McKernan General Upgrade 

 
The need for modernization projects in the South Central Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. As growth in the new developing neighbourhoods in the South East 
and South West sectors continue, excess space in South Central schools may be required to 
accommodate students residing in these areas. This trend is reflected in determining modernization 
project priorities as modernization projects should provide the most benefit to the most students in 
today’s context. 
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SOUTH EAST 
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Where are we? 
 
The South East Sector includes both new developing neighbourhoods and mature, established 
communities. The utilization rate for the South East Sector is 86 per cent. The South East Sector schools 
are able to accommodate the students residing in this sector as well as offer a selection of alternative 
programs. 
 

 

A. Blair McPherson, Bisset, Ellerslie and Michael Strembitsky schools were impacted by the District’s 
report on Managing Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods. These schools all 
experienced enrolment pressures due to significant growth in the neighbourhoods they served. As a 
result of the long-term plan, attendance areas for all schools were shrunk and neighbourhoods were re-
designated to schools with space, some outside of the South East Sector. 
 
A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the South East Sector are listed below: 
 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

A. Blair McPherson 921 96% 4 Years Not rated 

Bisset 400 94% 25 Years Good 

Crawford Plains 433 75% 32 Years Good 

Daly Grove 412 64% 26 Years Good 

Dan Knott 664 69% 34 Years Good 

Edith Rogers 492 72% 39 Years Good 

Ekota 252 75% 38 Years Good 

Ellerslie Campus 629 86% 55 Years Good 

Grace Martin 432 77% 42 Years Good 

Greenview 520 68% 34 Years Good 

Hillview 326 99% 34 Years Good 

Jackson Heights 379 69% 12 Years Good 

Julia Kiniski 518 55% 29 Years Good 

Kameyosek 305 63% 37 Years Fair 
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Kate Chegwin 628 95% 23 Years Good 

Lee Ridge 348 83% 38 Years Good 

Malcolm Tweddle 352 49% 39 Years Good 

Menisa 309 56% 33 Years Good 

Meyokumin 508 89% 34 Years Good 

Meyonohk 416 88% 34 Years Good 

Michael Strembitsky 888 77% 2 Years Not rated 

Minchau 398 60% 31 Years Good 

Pollard Meadows 500 96% 34 Years Good 

Sakaw 493 40% 34 Years Good 

Satoo 352 50% 38 Years Good 

T. D. Baker 768 88% 25 Years Good 

Tipaskan 455 49% 32 Years Good 

Velma E. Baker 412 66% 23 Years Good 

Weinlos 449 68% 32 Years Good 

Average   31 Years  

 
Current Alternative Programs: 

 Challenge - T.D. Baker 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual,- Meyonohk 

 Cogito - Edith Rogers, Kameyosek, Meyokumin, Pollard Meadows 

 French Immersion – Greenview 

 Pre-Advanced Placement - Dan Knott, Kate Chegwin 

 Sakinah Circle - Grace Martin 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. The following chart includes 
information about developing neighbourhoods in the South East Sector: 
 

Neighbourhood 
Population 

(2012) 
Population 
Projected** 

Housing Units 
Projected 

Housing Units 
Remaining 

% Build Out 

Summerside 7976 15920 4584 1501 67 

Ellerslie Station 5566 6368 1218 0 100 

The Orchards 0 10642 2505 2118 15 

Ellerslie Nbhd 4 0 TBD 0 1089 0 

Charlesworth 2941 8422 991 0 100 

Walker 2036 13278 2786 1562 44 

Mattson 0 TBD 0 2666 0 

Larkspur 4988 6606 1213 0 100 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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Wild Rose 8031 8050 2478 0 100 

Silver Berry 8089 5819 1286 0 100 

Laurel 1606 13699 3491 2346 33 

Maple 0 6493 1527 1242 19 

Tamarack 2348 9120 2273 1383 39 

Meadows Nbhd 5 0 TBD 0 2500 0 

SE Urban Growth Area* 0 64722 23370 23370 0 
*Includes data for entire ASP 

**Based on information provided in Neighbourhood Structure Plans approved by the City of Edmonton 

 
According to the City of Edmonton’s 2013-2018 Residential Land Servicing Forecast, 22-27 per cent of 
future residential lot activity is expected to come from the South East Sector. The neighbourhoods of 
Laurel, The Orchards, Tamarack and Walker are expected to generate most of the growth in the South 
East Sector over the next five years. 
 
The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods located in Ellerslie ASP, The Meadows ASP, Southeast ASP and the Southeast Urban 
Growth Area. These projections are based on the number of housing starts and potential lot supply as 
defined within the City of Edmonton Urban Growth Strategy and determined by the Urban Development 
Institute (UDI) and the City of Edmonton. The methodology assumes that student generation from 
developing neighbourhoods will be similar to student generation in recently developed areas. The high 
projection is based on high student generation and a high growth rate as per UDI predictions. The low 
projection is based on low student generation and a low growth rate as per City of Edmonton 
predictions. These projections do not account for population growth or decline anticipated in 
neighbourhoods that have completed development. 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number 

of K-9 
Students 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of K-9 

Students 
Projected (High) 

South 
East 2,293 1,486 2,492 3,689 6,184 

 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school residency numbers for the 
next nine years in the South East Sector compared to the capacities of the high schools serving this 
sector. These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency data and does not 
account for any new growth or decline that will occur in this sector over this time period. As a district of 
choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The students 
projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary students. 
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How do we get there? 
 
New Construction Projects 
 
These trends are reflected in the District’s capital priorities for new construction in the Three-Year 
Capital Plan 2015-2018: 
 

Priority Project Location 

4 Ellerslie (The Orchards) 

6 Meadows (Laurel) 

7 South East (Walker) 

15 Meadows (Silver Berry) 

24 Meadows (Meadows Nbhd 5) 

28 Ellerslie (Ellerslie Nbhd 4) 

 
In addition to the sites requested for new construction projects indicated above, the District has several 
other planned K-9 school sites located in the South East Sector. These sites will be considered for new 
construction in future capital planning processes. 
 
Based on projections outlined above, new construction projects for the high school level are not 
required in the immediate future as there is sufficient high school capacity to serve this sector. We will 
continue to monitor the demand for high school sites in the growing suburban areas. The South East 
Sector has the following planned high school sites that will be considered in future capital planning 
processes: 

 Silver Berry 

 South East Urban Growth Area 
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Modernization projects 
 
There are currently 29 facilities in the South East Sector. Only one of these facilities is above the District 
average age of 46 years. 
 
There are no modernization projects for the South East Sector identified in the Three-Year Capital Plan 
2015-2018. However, the following schools have been identified as requiring modernization projects in 
the next four to 10 years: 
 

School Project Description 

Lee Ridge General Upgrade 

Kameyosek General Upgrade 

Ekota General Upgrade 

 
Ekota, Kameyosek and Lee Ridge schools each have modular additions on their buildings that have 
reached the end of their lifecycle. Through a modernization project, it will be determined whether or 
not they should be removed, upgraded, or replaced with new modular units or a permanent addition to 
the school building. 
 
The need for modernization projects in the South East Sector will be reviewed on an ongoing basis as 
the school buildings continue to age. Many schools in this sector have aging modular additions. This will 
be considered when prioritizing future modernization projects as many of these modulars will need to 
be removed, upgraded, or replaced with either new modular units or permanent additions. Space for 
alternative programs to serve both the new suburban areas and the east part of South Central Sector 
will need to be considered. 
 
Without new construction projects to provide local accommodation for students residing in the new 
developing neighbourhoods in Ellerslie, The Meadows, South East and the South East Urban Growth 
Area, ongoing student re-designations to aging schools in mature areas will continue. This trend is 
reflected in determining modernization project priorities as modernization projects should provide the 
most benefit to the most students in today’s context. 
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HIGH SCHOOL 
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Where are we? 
 
The High School Sector encompasses the entire city. The utilization rate for the High School Sector is 70 
per cent. There is excess space in the High School Sector to accommodate students as well as offer a 
selection of alternative programs. 
 

 

A summary of the overall condition rating of schools in the High School Sector are listed below: 

School Name 
2012-2013 

Capacity 
2012-2013 
Utilization 

Age of Facility FCI Rating 

Braemar 523 26% 55 Years Good 

Eastglen 1800 40% 61 Years Fair* 

Edmonton Christian High School*** 221 158% 15 Years Not rated 

Harry Ainlay 2250 102% 49 Years Good 

J. Percy Page 1662 68% 32 Years Good 

Jasper Place 4336 53% 54 Years Good 

L. Y. Cairns 1210 54% 46 Years Good 

Lillian Osborne 1022 106% 5 Years Good 

M. E. LaZerte 2787 68% 46 Years Good 

McNally 1546 63% 51 Years Good 

Millwoods Christian*** 631 120% 39 Years Not rated 

Old Scona 270 127% 107 Years Good 

Queen Elizabeth 2076 60% 54 Years Good 

Ross Sheppard 2461 76% 58 Years Fair 

Strathcona 1755 79% 59 Years Good 

Victoria 3363** 79% 66 Years Good 

Vimy Ridge Academy 1987 69% 56 Years Good 

W. P. Wagner 2626 55% 45 Years Good 

Average   50 Years  
*Building condition has not been updated to reflect 2012 modernization project 
**Capacity has not been updated to reflect 2012 modernization project 
***Facility owned by private society 
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The Province approved funding for three projects for schools in the High School Sector: 

 Lillian Osborne School expansion (600 capacity) 

 Ross Sheppard School modernization 

 Vimy Ridge Academy modernization 
 
The Lillian Osborne School expansion project will increase the capacity of the High School Sector and will 
allow for the District to provide local accommodation for high school students in the growing South 
West area of the City. 
 
The modernization projects at Ross Sheppard School and Vimy Ridge Academy will enhance educational 
opportunities for high school students by renovating these aging buildings and turning them into 
modern facilities that will serve as quality learning environments into the future. 
 
Current Alternative programs located in the High School Sector: 

 Academic Alternative - Old Scona 

 Advanced Placement - W.P. Wagner, Eastglen, J. Percy Page, Jasper Place, Strathcona 

 Chinese (Mandarin) Bilingual - M.E. LaZerte, Ross Sheppard 

 Christian Programming - Edmonton Christian School, Millwoods Christian School 

 Dance - Vimy Ridge 

 French Immersion - Harry Ainlay, Ross Sheppard 

 German Bilingual - Strathcona 

 International Baccalaureate - Harry Ainlay, Jasper Place, Lillian Osborne, M.E. LaZerte, McNally, Old 
Scona, Ross Sheppard, Victoria 

 Pregnant and Parenting Teens - Braemar 

 Sports Alternative - W.P. Wagner, Ross Sheppard, Vimy Ridge 

 Ukrainian International Bilingual - M.E. LaZerte 

 Victoria School of Performing and Visual Arts 

 Vimy Ridge Academy Alternative 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and consideration of new alternative programs will be 
addressed depending on demand and space available. 
 
The location and need for special education classes is reviewed on an ongoing basis. Information 
regarding special education classes can be found on the District website at 
http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/. 
 
Where are we going? 
 
Many established communities are experiencing slow growth or a decline in population, whereas the 
new and developing areas are experiencing the highest growth rates. As the High School Sector is city-
wide, there is a wide range of utilization rates in district high schools. The following chart displays the 
various utilization rates at district high schools that offer regular programming: 

http://epsb.ca/programs/specialeducation/
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*High schools with attendance areas only (program schools not included) 

The District has developed a five and 10 year student population projection for the developing 
neighbourhoods across the City. These projections are based on the number of housing starts and 
potential lot supply as defined within the City of Edmonton Urban Growth Strategy and determined by 
the Urban Development Institute (UDI) and the City of Edmonton. The methodology assumes that 
student generation from developing neighbourhoods will be similar to student generation in recently 
developed areas. The high projection is based on high student generation and a high growth rate as per 
UDI predictions. The low projection is based on low student generation and a low growth rate as per City 
of Edmonton predictions. These projections do not account for population growth or decline anticipated 
in neighbourhoods that have completed development. 
 

Current and Projected Grade 10-12 Students Residing in Developing Areas 
 

  2019 2024 

Sector 

Current 
Number of 

Grade 10-12 
Students 

Additional 
Number of 10-12 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of 10-12 

Students 
Projected (High) 

Additional 
Number of 10-12 

Students 
Projected (Low) 

Additional 
Number of 10-12 

Students 
Projected (High) 

High 
School 3,524 4,047 6,865 9,136 15,492 

 
How do we get there? 
 
New construction projects 
 
In the District Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018, one project is being requested for the High School 
Sector. This project will support the growth and success of students through high school completion and 
beyond by utilizing partnership opportunities to offer students alternative educational programming. 
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In partnership with post-secondary institutions, industry, as well as the Provincial and Municipal 
governments, a 2500 student high school completion centre will be established with a focus on the 
concept of Career Pathways. This will enhance opportunities for students to get a head start on post-
secondary studies and the transition to the world of work. This facility would accommodate 
programming currently provided at Centre High and other high school and district program locations. 
Involvement with a private commercial property developer may be explored to facilitate a lease-to-own 
financing approach to the project, as this alternative financing model would require less up front 
capitalization. It is critical that this facility be located in a central location, easily accessed from all areas 
of the City. 
 

Priority Project Location 

19 High School (Blatchford) 

 
As per Federal census and district enrolment data, the District does not indicate a need for a high school 
in the growing suburban areas in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018. The largest populations are 
currently being realized in the pre-school age group, a trend that is reflected in our large number of 
requests for K-6 and K-9 schools in new neighbourhoods. 
 
The following chart displays what the District should expect for high school student residency numbers 
for the next nine years. These projections are based on a simple roll-over of current District residency 
data and does not account for any new growth or decline that will occur over this time period. As a 
district of choice many students also choose to attend school in a sector that they do not reside in. The 
students projected in Years 1-3 are current junior high students and Years 4-9 are current elementary 
students. 
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Based on these projections, many high school attendance areas will not experience growth until Years 7 
to 9. We will continue to monitor the demand for a high school in the growing suburban areas. The 
District has several other planned high school sites across the City. These sites will be considered for 
new construction in future capital planning processes. The sites are listed below in order of their current 
stage of assembly: 

 Callingwood 

 Clareview Town Centre 

 Dunluce 

 Keheewin 

 Silver Berry 

 The Hamptons 

 Glenridding Heights 

 Heritage Valley Town Centre 

 Horse Hill Neighbourhood 3 

 Riverview Neighbourhood 3 

 South East Urban Growth Area 



 

 



ATTACHMENT II 
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Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 
 
Introduction 
The proposed Three-Year Capital Plan identifies the District’s capital priorities for two project types: 
modernizations and new school construction/major additions. In accordance with provincial direction, 
the overall priorities for these two categories must be combined in one aggregated list. A separate list 
for each of the two categories is included to provide clarity of priorities within each category. It is 
important to note that capital priorities are not rolled over from one year to the next. The priorities 
indicated in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 are based on a review of all current data, with no 
consideration given to rankings indicated in previous years. It is difficult to prioritize new construction 
projects as each one listed is required to meet the immediate and future demands of new growth areas. 
 
The Ten-Year Facilities Plan is being reviewed at this time to be made available to Alberta Education 
should it be requested. The updated Ten-Year Facilities Plan will capture the current challenges and 
opportunities facing the District. A comprehensive district Infrastructure Strategy is in the process of 
being developed. The results of the Infrastructure Strategy will guide the future development of the 
Ten-Year Facilities Plan and be reflected in future three-year capital priority identification. 
 
The Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2015-2024 is guided by a set of Planning Principles to guide decision-making 
around infrastructure capital investment. The Planning Principles are as follows: 
1. Accountability 
2. Centres for Educational Excellence 
3. Environmental Stewardship 
4. Equitable Access 
5. Fiscal Responsibility 
6. Service to Community 
7. Supports for the Whole Child 
 
The District believes that all students should have access to a quality learning environment regardless of 
the age of the building or the socio-economic status of the neighbourhood. In that regard, the 
Infrastructure Maintenance Renewal (IMR) program, which is applied through the Major Maintenance 
Plan, is distributed to all schools based on the building’s infrastructure needs. Resolving matters of 
health and safety relating to all our buildings is the highest priority. The District also places a high 
priority on providing access to school space for a number of wrap around services to support children 
and families. These tenants and partners provide a broad range of supports and services fostering 
student success and achievement. 
 
The uncertainty of capital funding creates challenges in prioritizing projects, for both school 
modernizations and new schools. The challenges are intensified when blending the priorities of 
modernizations with new construction projects, a requirement of the submission to the Province. A 
balance of investment in both mature areas and new growth areas is represented in the proposed 
aggregate priority order. The criteria for both modernization and new construction projects are aligned 
with the provincial capital funding criteria (Appendix I School Capital Manual). 
 
In February 2014, the Province approved funding for Edmonton Public Schools to complete consultative 
planning processes and value management studies for the recently approved replacement school in the 
mature area of the City. The remaining funds could be used to evaluate modernization priorities and 
additional replacement school projects in the mature areas. 



 

2 

Modernization Projects 
Over the past 26 years, the Province has provided funding to the District for modernization projects at 
60 schools within the mature areas. Over $250 million has been invested in mature area schools through 
IMR, Capital Projects or other provincial capital funding programs. In 2014, the Province announced 
funding for four modernization projects as per the District’s capital priorities. These projects will be for 
Alberta School for the Deaf, Belgravia School, Ross Sheppard School and Vimy Ridge Academy. The 
District has not historically received modernization project funding on an annual basis. The funding for 
modernizing mature area schools has been consistently below the levels needed to keep the District’s 
entire aging infrastructure in fair to good condition. 
 

Modernization Projects 
 

Three-Year 
Capital Plan 

Number of Projects 
Funded 

Number of Projects 
Requested 

Number of Projects  Carried 
Over from Previous Year 

2014-2017 4 16 8 

2013-2016 0 17 17 

2012-2015 2 19 19 

2011-2014 0 19 17 

2010-2013 0 18 16 

2009-2012 0 18 4 

2008-2011 5 8 7 

 
The District recognizes the critical need to reinvest in our existing buildings. At 50 years, major building 
components such as mechanical and electrical systems reach the end of the expected life-cycle and 
require replacement. In 2012, according to the provincial Real Estate Capital Asset Priority Planning 
(RECAPP) database, the District had a current deferred maintenance total of $216 million. This figure will 
increase to approximately $710 million by 2017, as 40 additional schools will reach 50 years of age. By 
2026, 130 will be 50 years old or older, and the value of deferred maintenance is on track to exceed $1 
billion. 
 
The proposed priorities for modernizations are based on the following factors: 

 Condition of building (as per five year Facility Condition Index and lifecycle cost reduction); 

 School utilization trend; 

 Sector utilization trend; 

 Cost-benefit analysis (project cost/number of students enrolled); 

 Current and future welcoming schools as identified in the District’s report on Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods; and 

 Schools involvement in previous consolidation processes. 
 
Schools located in the Central, North East, South Central and West 1 sectors were not considered when 
determining the modernization priorities if they did not qualify as a receiving school in the District’s 
report on Managing Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods or were not involved in 
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previous consolidation processes. The intent is to include these schools in future replacement school 
reviews prior to eligibility for modernization. The Infrastructure Strategy will guide the identification of 
priorities of future replacement school clusters and determine which schools within these sectors 
should be modernized rather than be part of a replacement school project. 
 
Removal from the plan does not indicate future closure, or permanent removal from future 
modernization consideration. The modernization projects proposed to be removed from the plan could 
be part of a planning study to determine the mature neighbourhood replacement school project 
location as identified within each year of the plan. This study may also identify schools that are surplus 
to District needs. 
 
Requests for funding in the modernization priorities list are categorized as either an Essential or General 
upgrade. An Essential Upgrade is intended to prolong the life of the facility through replacement of 
major components, as identified in provincial facility condition audits, district condition assessments, or 
as identified by external consultants, which address: 

 Replacement of components at risk of failure or that are posing a life, health/safety risk and/or are 
creating an immediate need of repair/replacement; 

 Replacement of mechanical, electrical and structural components based on age and condition; 

 Ensuring school facility upgrades meet all regulatory agency requirements; 

 Meeting the requirements of students with disabilities or special educational needs through 
provision of barrier-free accessibility; and 

 Correcting components to address environmental and energy concerns that will positively impact 
life cycle costs. 

 
An Essential Upgrade typically would not reconfigure existing space within the building in any significant 
way, unless required to address specific challenges with barrier-free accessibility or life, health and 
safety risks. Buildings may be reduced in size if excess capacity is not required. 
 
For the purposes of this plan, an Essential Upgrade would be the equivalent of a provincially described 
‘medium’ upgrade, in terms of provincial funding-level support. A General Upgrade to a school facility is 
intended to achieve all of the objectives of an Essential Upgrade, as well as address improvements to 
the learning environment through: 

 Space reconfigurations including expansions and reductions to total floor areas; 

 Upgrading of educational areas to meet specialized program requirements in the school; and 

 Changes to circulation and way-finding within the building. 
 
For the purposes of this plan, a General Upgrade would be the equivalent of a provincially described 
‘major’ upgrade, in terms of provincial funding-level support. 
 
Building condition data is based on a revised provincial, five-year Facility Condition Index (FCI) for all 
buildings. The FCI is based on the deferred maintenance of the building divided by the replacement 
building cost. This reflects a change in condition categorization from five categories to three; good, fair 
and poor. Condition changes and ratings will be reassessed annually. 
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Condition FCI Definition Capital Planning Initiative Definition 

Good Facilities with an FCI of less 
than 15% 

Adequate for intended use and expected to provide 
continued service life with average maintenance. 

Fair Facilities with an FCI that is 
equal to or greater than 15% 
or equal to or less than 40% 

Aging components are nearing the end of their life cycle 
and require additional expenditures for renewal or 
refurbishing. 

Poor Facilities with an FCI of 
greater than 40% 

Upgrading is required to comply with current codes or 
standards and deterioration has reached the point where 
major repairs or replacement are necessary. 

 
The District recognizes the critical need to reinvest in our existing buildings. At 50 years, major building 
components such as mechanical and electrical systems reach the end of the expected life-cycle and 
require replacement. In 2012, according to the provincial Real Estate Capital Asset Priority Planning 
(RECAPP) database, the District had a current deferred maintenance total of $216 million. This figure will 
increase to approximately $710 million by 2017, as 40 additional schools will reach 50 years of age. By 
2026, 130 will be 50 years old or older, and the value of deferred maintenance is on track to exceed $1 
billion. 
 
Replacement School Projects 
Predominantly, the requests for new construction projects are located within the new suburban areas. 
However, a request for a replacement school is included in each year of the plan to be located within a 
mature neighbourhood. Each project could include a consolidation of a number of schools. The location 
for the project will be determined after a planning study, identifying the best location for a replacement 
school, is concluded. If it was determined that a modernization of an existing building is more cost 
effective than a replacement building, a request would be made to the Province to amend the project 
type. In February 2014, the Province announced funding for a replacement school project that will allow 
for the consolidation of three or more school buildings. Upon consultation with communities, parents, 
staff and relevant stakeholders, a decision regarding the potential cluster of schools to be considered for 
the replacement school will be reached in June 2014. A replacement of Delton, Mill Creek and Spruce 
Avenue schools on a one to one basis, outside of consolidation discussions, is included in the plan. These 
projects will require confirmation through site-specific value management study. These schools were 
involved in previous consolidation and closure processes, which determined their long-term 
sustainability. 
 
New Construction Projects 
Between 2002 and 2010, no new school buildings were opened in the District despite the significant 
amount of student population growth in new suburban areas during this time.
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The following table indicates the number of requests requested versus approved since 2007: 
 

New Construction Projects 
 

Three-Year 
Capital Plan 

Number of Projects 
Funded 

Number of Projects 
Requested 

Number of Projects  Carried 
Over from Previous Year 

2014-2017 6 18 7 

2013-2016 0 7 6 

2012-2015 0 6 6 

2011-2014 0 7 3 

2010-2013 0 3 2 

2009-2012 0 2 2 

2008-2011 9 20 13 

 
The District’s inability to keep up with providing local accommodation for the significant residential 
growth has resulted in critical enrolment pressures at many schools serving the students from the new 
suburban areas. The District established a comprehensive plan to manage student growth and to meet 
the demand for student learning spaces at certain schools due to large enrolment increases. The 
District’s report on Managing Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods highlights the 
disparity between demand for new schools and capital funding for new schools. Students in many of the 
new suburban areas are travelling longer distances to be accommodated within a school. This has 
transportation implications as district ride-time standards may be exceeded. 
 
Suburban growth within the City of Edmonton accounts for the majority of the residential growth; the 
rate of growth has been substantial and is projected to continue at a rapid pace. This has resulted in a 
significant rise in student population in new suburban areas. The Province recently announced funding 
for four new construction projects and a 600 capacity addition to Lillian Osborne School. The projects 
are as follows: 

 Heritage Valley K-6 School (SW) 

 Terwillegar Heights K-9 School (SW) 

 Windermere (Ambleside) K-9 School (SW) 

 Lewis Farms 7-9 School (W2) 
 
Although these projects will increase the District’s capacity to accommodate students in new 
neighbourhoods, the pace of residential development in suburban areas has outpaced capital funding 
for constructing local accommodation. Existing schools will face organizational and programming 
challenges as they struggle to accommodate students residing in new neighbourhoods. The District’s 
report on Managing Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods outlines recommendations 
for certain schools to manage student growth and meet the demand for student learning spaces due to 
large enrolment increases. As the City continues to develop, a growing number of schools will face 
enrolment pressures and similar measures will need to be taken to ensure all students are provided with 
a quality learning environment. 
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The proposed priorities for new construction and major additions are based on a review of all land 
development plans, policies, and data for the City of Edmonton, and analysis of pre-school and student 
residency data in suburban areas, including but not limited to: 

 Number of 0-4 year olds living in the new areas; 

 Number of EPSB students currently residing in the new area; 

 Available student capacity in the plan area; 

 Future growth potential in the new area (based on remaining single family lots to be developed); 

 Total population potential in the new area; 

 Impact of the District’s report on Managing Student Growth in New and Developing 
Neighbourhoods on the new area; 

 Ability of nearby schools to accommodate current and projected growth in new areas; and 

 Distance and average travel time by yellow bus to a designated receiving school. 
 
These criteria take into consideration both current demand, as identified in the Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods, and projected future growth in the new suburban 
areas. Neighbourhoods or groups of neighbourhoods are given priority if they have the population 
required to sustain a school, keeping in mind that maximum capacities for schools are larger than they 
have been in the past. While new construction funding will continue to be requested from the Provincial 
Government through the annual submission of a capital priorities plan, the increasing need for new 
capacity in developing areas will warrant exploration of alternative approaches to funding and delivering 
new school facilities. This could include developer contributions or sponsorships for new schools, lot 
levies in new areas, or any other creative funding avenues which might be possible through discussions 
with the Provincial and Municipal governments, and the development industry. 
 
In addition to requesting schools for new suburban areas, the District has prioritized one project in the 
High School Sector in the Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018. In partnership with post-secondary 
institutions, industry, Alberta Education and Advanced Education, other school jurisdictions and the City 
of Edmonton, a 2500 student high school will be established with a focus on the concept of Career 
Pathways. This will enhance opportunities for students to get a head start on post-secondary studies 
and the transition to the world of work. 
 
This facility will, in addition to emphasizing the concept of Career Pathways, accommodate 
programming currently provided at Centre High and other high school and district program locations. 
Involvement with a private commercial property developer may be explored to facilitate a lease-to-own 
financing approach to the project, as this alternative financing model would require less up front 
capitalization. It is critical that this facility be located in a central location, easily accessed from all areas 
of the City.
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Proposed Three-Year Capital Plan 2015-2018 Aggregated Priorities 
 

Priority 
2015-2018 

Project 
Description 

Category Capacity Sector 
Cost 

(millions) 
Rationale 

Year 1       

1 K-6 Windermere 
(Windermere 
Estates) 

New 600 SW $15.8  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from 
Windermere is approximately 11 km 
away (The estimated travel time by 
yellow bus is over 50 minutes). 

 Windermere Estates is almost double 
the size of a typical neighbourhood. The 
neighbourhood is 47% built out, with 
2252 remaining potential single family 
lots. 

 The neighbourhood is projected to have 
16,771 residents. As of 2012, 2136 
people reside in Windermere Estates. 

2 K-9 The Grange 
(Glastonbury or 
Granville) 

New 900 W2 $25.2  The neighbourhoods of Glastonbury 
and Granville were re-designated to 
schools outside of The Grange ASP 
resulting from the report on Managing 
Student Growth in New and Developing 
Neighbourhoods. 

 There are over 600 K-9 students 
residing in these neighbourhoods and 
approximately 500 0-4 year olds as per 
Census 2012. 

 The nearest schools able to 
accommodate students from these 
neighbourhoods are approximately 5 
km away. The estimated travel time by 
yellow bus is over 40-50 minutes. 

3 K-9 Heritage 
Valley (Allard or 
Chappelle) 

New 900 SW $25.2  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from Allard and 
Chappelle is 12 km away on average. 
The estimated travel time by yellow bus 
is over 50 minutes. 

 Chappelle is almost double the size of a 
typical neighbourhood. Chappelle is 
16% built out, with 3675 remaining 
potential single family lots. 

 Allard is 37% built out with 1252 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 Chappelle is projected to have 22,208 
residents. As of 2012, 151 people reside 
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in Chappelle. 

 Allard and Callaghan are projected to 
have 14,592 residents. As of 2012, 3899 
people reside in these neighbourhoods. 

 There is the potential for a partnership 
with the Community League at the 
Allard site. 

4 K-9 Ellerslie (The 
Orchards) 

New 900 SE $25.2  The Orchards was re-designated to 
schools in Mill Woods resulting from 
the report on Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing 
Neighbourhood. 

 The estimated travel time by yellow bus 
is 30-40 minutes. 

 The Orchards is 15% built out with 2118 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 The Orchards is expected to have a 
population of 10,642. 

5 Mature 
Neighbourhood 
Replacement 
School as 
determined by 
Infrastructure 
Strategy 

New or 
Modernization 

TBD TBD $25.2  In mature neighbourhoods, the 
combination of multiple schools in 
proximity, the age of these schools and 
their deferred maintenance is a 
challenge. 

 A replacement school, which could 
include the consolidation of a number 
of schools, could address these 
challenges. 

6 K-6 Meadows 
(Laurel) 

New 600 SE $15.8  Students residing in Laurel are 
designated to nearby schools in Mill 
Woods as a result of deficient capacity 
in The Meadows ASP. The estimated 
travel time by yellow bus is 20 minutes. 

 Laurel is 33% built out with 2346 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 Laurel is projected to have 13,699 
residents. As of 2012, 1,606 people 
reside in Laurel. 

7 K-9 South East 
(Walker) 

New 900 SE $25.2  Walker was re-designated to schools in 
Mill Woods resulting from the report 
on Managing Student Growth in New 
and Developing Neighbourhood. 

 The estimated travel time by yellow bus 
is 20-30 minutes. 

 Walker is 44% built out with 1562 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 The neighbourhood is projected to have 
13,278 residents. As of 2012, 2036 
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people reside in Walker. 

8 K-9 Lewis Farms 
(Secord) 

New 900 W2 $25.2  Secord was re-designated to schools 
outside of Lewis Farms ASP resulting 
from the report on Managing Student 
Growth in New and Developing 
Neighbourhood. 

 The estimated travel time by yellow bus 
is 40-50 minutes. 

 Secord is 29% built out with 1658 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 Secord is projected to have 13,609 
residents. As of 2012, 914 people reside 
in Secord. 

9 K-9 Heritage 
Valley (Allard or 
Chappelle) 

New 900 SW $25.2  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from Allard and 
Chappelle is 12 km away on average. 
The estimated travel time by yellow bus 
is over 50 minutes. 

 Chappelle is almost double the size of a 
typical neighbourhood. Chappelle is 
16% built out, with 3675 remaining 
potential single family lots. 

 Allard is 37% built out with 1252 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 Chappelle is projected to have 22,208 
residents. As of 2012, 151 people reside 
in Chappelle. 

 Allard and Callaghan are projected to 
have 14,592 residents. As of 2012, 3899 
people reside in these neighbourhoods. 

 There is the potential for a partnership 
with the Community League at the 
Allard site. 

10 Mill Creek 
School 

Replacement/
Modernization 

TBD SC $7.4*  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Poor. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
60%. 

 Viability was confirmed after 
undergoing a sustainability review in 
2006-2007. 

 Enrolment at Mill Creek School, which 
offers the International Spanish 
Academy program, has continued to 
increase on an annual basis. 

 Value Management Study will be 
conducted to determine replacement 
versus modernization approach 
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11 Caernarvon 
School 

Modernization - NW $8.4  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
84%. 

 Designated receiving school for 
students relocated due to the report 
on Managing Student Growth in New 
and Developing Neighbourhoods. 

12 Brander 
Gardens School 

Modernization - SW $7.2  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
103%. 

 Measures required to manage growing 
student enrolment were included in 
report on Managing Student Growth in 
New and Developing Neighbourhoods. 

 Two new schools will open in 2016 to 
serve some students currently 
designated to Brander Gardens  

Year 2       

13 Mature 
Neighbourhood 
Replacement 
School as 
determined by 
Infrastructure 
Strategy 

New or 
Modernization 

TBD TBD $25.2  In mature neighbourhoods, the 
combination of multiple schools in 
proximity, the age of these schools and 
their deferred maintenance is a 
challenge. 

 A replacement school, which could 
include the consolidation of a number of 
schools, could address these challenges. 

14 K-9 Palisades 
(Cumberland or 
Hudson or 
Oxford) 

New 900 NW $25.2  There is significant student residency 
numbers in The Palisades ASP with only 
one school serving this area. 

 The neighbourhoods of Albany, 
Cumberland and Hudson were re-
designated resulting from the report on 
Managing Student Growth in New and 
Developing Neighbourhoods. 

 The estimated travel time from these 
neighbourhoods to their designated 
school by yellow bus is over 20-25 
minutes. 

15 7-9 Meadows 
(Silver Berry) 

New 900 SE $27.8  All existing junior high schools in the 
Meadows and Mill Woods are 
accommodating students residing in 
new neighbourhoods.  

 K-9 students in the Meadows have 
been designated to schools in the South 
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Central sector for junior high 
programming as space in the South East 
sector is limited.  

 Kate Chegwin, the current designated 
junior high school for Silver Berry, is 
95% utilized. 

16 7-9 Windermere 
(Windermere 
Estates) 

New 900 SW $27.8  Junior high space in the 
Riverbend/Terwillegar area is becoming 
very limited as new areas continue to 
grow. With no junior high space in the 
Windermere area, students will 
continue to be transported significant 
distances to go to school. 

 Riverbend, the current designated 
junior high school, is 85% utilized. 

 Windermere Estates is almost double 
the size of a typical neighbourhood. The 
neighbourhood is 47% built out, with 
2252 remaining potential single family 
lots. 

 The neighbourhood is projected to have 
16,771 residents. As of 2012, 2136 
people reside in Windermere Estates. 

17 K-6 Pilot Sound 
(McConachie) 

New 600 NC $15.8  Students residing in McConachie are 
designated to schools outside of Pilot 
Sound ASP. 

 Travel time by yellow bus is 30-40 
minutes. 

 McConachie is 30% built out with 2015 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 McConachie is projected to have 
12,122 residents. As of Census 2012, 
897 people reside in McConachie. 

18 K-9 Lewis Farms 
(Rosenthal) 

New 900 W2 $25.2  Students residing in Rosenthal are 
designated to schools outside of Lewis 
Farms ASP. 

 Travel time by yellow bus is 40-50 
minutes. 

 Rosenthal is 6% built out with 2725 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 Rosenthal is projected to have 12,294 
residents. As of Census 2012, there 
were no residents in Rosenthal yet. 

19 High School 
(Blatchford) 

New 2500 HS TBD  This project will support the growth and 
success of students through high school 
completion and beyond by utilizing 
partnership opportunities to offer 
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students alternative educational 
programming. 

20 Delton School Replacement/
Modernization 

TBD C $12.0*  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
62%. 

 Viability was confirmed after 
undergoing sector review in 2009-
2010. 

 Designated receiving school for 
students relocated due to the closure 
of H.A. Gray in 1984 and Eastwood and 
Parkdale schools in 2010. 

 Value Management Study will be 
conducted to determine replacement 
versus modernization approach 

21 Gold Bar School Modernization - SC $6.0  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
44%. 

 Viability was confirmed after 
undergoing sector review in 2009-
2010. 

22 Lansdowne 
School 

Modernization - SC $7.0  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
54%. 

 Designated receiving school for 
students relocated due to the report 
on Managing Student Growth in New 
and Developing Neighbourhoods. 

Year 3       

23 Mature 
Neighbourhood 
Replacement 
School as 
determined by 
Infrastructure 
Strategy 

New or 
Modernization 

TBD TBD $25.2  In mature neighbourhoods, the 
combination of multiple schools in 
proximity, the age of these schools and 
their deferred maintenance is a 
challenge. 

 A replacement school, which could 
include the consolidation of a number 
of schools, could address these 
challenges. 

24 K-9 Meadows 
(Meadows 
Neighbourhood 
5) 

New 900 SE $25.2  Development has yet to begin in 
Meadows Neighbourhood 5, though it 
is expected to have 2500 single family 
lots. 

 A school in this neighbourhood would 
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serve The Meadows area, where there 
are few student spaces. 

25 K-9 Windermere 
(Keswick) 

New 900 SW $25.2  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from Keswick is 
13 km away, located in the West 1 
Sector. 

 As of 2012 development in Keswick had 
yet to begin. It is expected to generate 
a population of 15,430 and 3959 single 
family lots. 

26 K-9 Big Lake 
(Starling) 

New 900 W2 $25.2  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from the Big 
Lake area is 9 km away, located in the 
Central Sector. 

 As of Census 2012 the population in 
Trumpeter is 160. Starling and 
Trumpeter are expected to generate a 
combined population of 10,619. 

 There are 1773 remaining single family 
lots yet to develop in these 
neighbourhoods. 

27 K-9 Edgemont New 900 W2 $25.2  Development has yet to begin in 
Edgemont, though it is expected to 
have 3824 single family lots and a 
population of 14,836. 

28 K-9 Ellerslie 
(Ellerslie 
Neighbourhood 
4) 

New 900 SE $25.2  Development has yet to begin in Ellerslie 
Neighbourhood 4, though it is expected 
to have 1089 single family lots. 

 There are only two schools in the 
Ellerslie ASP and South East ASPs, both 
are extremely challenged to 
accommodate students residing in 
these areas. As per the report on 
Managing Student Growth in New and 
Developing Neighbourhoods, many 
future students in these areas will be 
re-designated to schools in Mill Woods. 

 A school in Ellerslie Neighbourhood 4 
will provide local accommodation for 
students in both of these areas. 

29 7-9 Pilot Sound 
(McConachie) 

New 900 NC $27.8  Junior high space in the Pilot Sound 
area is very limited. 

 McConachie is 30% built out with 2015 
remaining potential single family lots. 

 McConachie is projected to have 
12,122 residents. As of Census 2012, 
897 people reside in McConachie. 
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30 K-9 Heritage 
Valley 
(Chappelle) 

New 900 SW $25.2  The nearest school able to 
accommodate students from Chappelle 
is 12 km away on average. The 
estimated travel time by yellow bus is 
over 50 minutes. 

 Chappelle is almost double the size of a 
typical neighbourhood. Chappelle is 
16% built out, with 3675 remaining 
single family lots. 

 Chappelle is projected to have 22,208 
residents. As of 2012, 151 people reside 
in Chappelle. 

31 Spruce Avenue 
School 

Replacement/
Modernization 

TBD C $10.1*  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
57%. 

 Viability was confirmed for the junior 
high after undergoing sector review in 
2009-2010. The elementary program 
was closed in 2010. 

 Designated receiving school for 
students relocated due to the closure 
of H.A. Gray in 1984, John A. 
McDougall’s junior high program in 
2001, and Eastwood, McCauley and 
Parkdale schools in 2010. 

 Value Management Study will be 
conducted to determine replacement 
versus modernization approach 

32 Hillcrest School Modernization - W1 $13.1  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
58%. 

 Designated receiving school for 
students relocated due to the report 
on Managing Student Growth in New 
and Developing Neighbourhoods. 

33 Belmont School Modernization - NE $8.1  Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition 
Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair. 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 
68%. 

 Could be a future receiving school for 
students residing in growth areas in 
the northeast. 

*Reflects estimated cost for a General Upgrade



 

15 

 

Proposed New School Construction, Replacement and Major Additions Priorities 
 

Priority 
2015-2018 

New Construction Project Location Capacity Sector 
Cost 

(millions) 

Year 1     

1 K-6 Windermere (Windermere 
Estates) 

600 SW $15.8 

2 K-9 The Grange (Glastonbury or 
Granville) 

900 W2 $25.2 

3 K-9 Heritage Valley (Allard or 
Chappelle) 

900 SW $25.2 

4 K-9 Ellerslie (The Orchards) 900 SE $25.2 

5 Mature Neighbourhood 
Replacement School as determined 
by Infrastructure Strategy 

New or Modernization TBD $25.2 

6 K-6 Meadows (Laurel) 600 SE $15.8 

7 K-9 South East (Walker) 900 SE $25.2 

8 K-9 Lewis Farms (Secord) 900 W2 $25.2 

9 K-9 Heritage Valley (Allard or 
Chappelle) 

900 SW $25.2 

10 Mill Creek Replacement or 
Modernization 

SC $7.4* 

Year 2     

11 Mature Neighbourhood 
Replacement School as determined 
by Infrastructure Strategy 

New or Modernization TBD $25.2 

12 K-9 Palisades (Cumberland or 
Hudson or Oxford) 

900 NW $25.2 

13 7-9 Meadows (Silver Berry) 900 SE $27.8 

14 7-9 Windermere (Windermere 
Estates) 

900 SW $27.8 

15 K-6 Pilot Sound (McConachie) 600 NC $15.8 

16 K-9 Lewis Farms (Rosenthal) 900 W2 $25.2 
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17 High School (Blatchford) 2500 HS TBD 

18 Delton Replacement or 
Modernization 

C $12.0* 

Year 3     

19 Mature Neighbourhood 
Replacement School as determined 
by Infrastructure Strategy 

New or Modernization TBD $25.2 

20 K-9 Meadows (Meadows 
Neighbourhood 5) 

900 SE $25.2 

21 K-9 Windermere (Keswick) 900 SW $25.2 

22 K-9 Big Lake (Starling) 900 W2 $25.2 

23 K-9 Edgemont 900 W2 $25.2 

24 K-9 Ellerslie (Ellerslie 
Neighbourhood 4) 

900 SE $25.2 

25 7-9 Pilot Sound (McConachie) 900 NC $27.8 

26 K-9 Heritage Valley (Chappelle) 900 SW $25.2 

27 Spruce Avenue Replacement or 
Modernization 

C $10.1* 

*Reflects estimated cost for a General Upgrade
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Proposed Modernization Funding Priorities 
 

Priority 
2015-2018 

Previous 
Plan 

School Name Project Description Sector 
Costs 

(millions) 

1 N Caernarvon* General Upgrade NW $8.4 

2 N Brander Gardens* General Upgrade SW $7.2 

3 Y Gold Bar Essential Upgrade SC $6.0 

4 N Lansdowne General Upgrade SC $7.0 

5 N Hillcrest General Upgrade W1 $13.1 

6 N Belmont* General Upgrade NE $8.1 

*Belmont, Brander Gardens and Caernarvon Schools each have modular additions on their buildings that have reached the end 
of their lifecycle. Through a modernization project it will be determined whether or not they should be removed, upgraded, or 
replaced with new modular units or a permanent addition to the school building. 
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Replacement Request Project Descriptions by Ranking 
 
For each school below, a value management study will be conducted to determine if a replacement 
school or a modernization approach is most cost-effective. 
 
Mill Creek School 
Mill Creek School opened in 1946 and currently serves 257 elementary students. Mill Creek School offers 
International Spanish Academy programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Poor 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 60% 

 Viability was confirmed after undergoing a sustainability review in 2006-2007 
 
Delton School 
Delton School opened in 1946 and currently serves 397 elementary students. Delton School offers 
Regular, Early Learning, Opportunity and Behaviour and Learning Assistance programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 62% 

 Viability was confirmed after undergoing sector review in 2009-2010 

 Designated receiving school for students relocated due to the closure of Eastwood and Parkdale 
schools in 2010 

 
Spruce Avenue School 
Spruce Avenue School opened in 1929 and currently serves 261 junior high students. Spruce Avenue 
offers Regular, Opportunity, Literacy and Behaviour and Learning Assistance programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 57% 

 Viability was confirmed for the junior high after undergoing sector review in 2009-2010. The 
elementary program was closed in 2010. 

 Designated receiving school for students relocated due to the closure of Eastwood, McCauley and 
Parkdale schools in 2010. 

 Will be future receiving school for students residing in the City Centre Airport (Blatchford) re-
development 
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Modernization Request Project Descriptions by Ranking 
 
Caernarvon School 
Caernarvon School opened in 1976 and currently serves 437 elementary students. Caernarvon School 
offers Regular, Chinese Bilingual and Early Learning programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 84% 

 Designated receiving school for students relocated due to the report on Managing Student Growth 
in New and Developing Neighbourhoods 

 
Brander Gardens School 
Brander Gardens School opened in 1976 and currently serves 566 elementary students. Brander 
Gardens School offers Regular and French Immersion programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 103% 

 Measures required to manage growing student enrolment were included in report on Managing 
Student Growth in New and Developing Neighbourhoods 

 Two new schools will open in 2016 to serve some students currently designated to Brander 
Gardens 

 
Gold Bar School 
Gold Bar School opened in 1959 and currently serves 169 elementary students. Gold Bar School offers 
Regular and Behaviour and Learning Assistance programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 44% 

 Viability was confirmed after undergoing sector review in 2009-2010 
 
Lansdowne School 
Lansdowne School opened in 1969 and currently serves 194 elementary students. Lansdowne School 
offers Regular programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 54% 

 Designated receiving school for students relocated due to the report on Managing Student Growth 
in New and Developing Neighbourhoods 
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Hillcrest School 
Hillcrest School opened in 1962 and currently serves 372 junior high students. Hillcrest School offers 
Regular, Literacy and Opportunity programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 58% 

 Designated receiving school for students relocated due to the report on Managing Student Growth 
in New and Developing Neighbourhoods 

 
Belmont School 
Belmont School opened in 1979 and currently serves 314 elementary students. Belmont School offers 
Regular and Logos programming. 
 
Project Rationale: 

 Provincial Five-Year Facility Condition Index (FCI) Ranking: Fair 

 Provincial Utilization Rating (ACU) of 68% 

 Could be a future receiving school for students residing in growth areas in the northeast 
 
 

Provincial Five-Year Facility 
Condition Index (FCI) Ranking 

Definition 

Good 
Adequate for intended use and expected to provide continued service 
life with average maintenance. 

Fair 
Aging components are nearing the end of their life cycle and require 
additional expenditures for renewal or refurbishing. 

Poor 
Upgrading is required to comply with current codes or standards and 
deterioration has reached the point where major repairs or 
replacement are necessary. 
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