Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS
Boundary Change Review

PART Meeting #3
December 19, 2017




Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS - PART Meeting #3

Agenda

2:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.

1 New Scenario — Proposed by Public

2 | Summary of Feedback from the Community

3 | Proposed Boundary Change

4 | Next Steps

5 | Adjournment
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Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS

Scenario 3.1
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Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS

Scenario 3.1

Historic JK Analysis

Scenario 3.1

New Boundaries

Year Greenland PS Norman Ingram PS Grand Total
20132014 | 37 20 57
20142015 | 37 3 68
20152016 | 3. 5 58
20162017 | 8 18 56
20172018 | 27 2 .8
Grand Total 172 116 288
5 Year Average 344 23.2
3 Year Average 32.7 21.7

Projected Enrolment

Scenario: Scenario 3.1

October 31, 2017 Actual October 31, 2022 Projection October 31, 2027 Projection
. e HC- . e HC- . e HC-
School Total HC Capacity Utilization . Portables| Total HC Capacity Utilization . Portables| Total HC Capacity Utilization . Portables
Capacity Capacity Capacity
Greenland PS 156 222 70% -66 1 346 222 156% 124 6 420 222 189% 198 10
Norman Ingram PS 209 225 93% -16 1 182 225 81% -43 0 163 225 72% -62 0
Total 365 447 82% -82 2 528 447 118% 81 6 583 447 130% 136 10
Difference 0 0 0% 0 0 -35 0 -8% -35 0 -62 0 -14% -62 0
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Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS - Public Meeting Feedback

Summary of Feedback Received

2 Petitions with 54 signatures have been received and 21 surveys were
completed highlighting many of the following concerns:

« Students:
* EQAO results are higher at Norman Ingram
» Grandfathering only affects parents with children currently in the TDSB
* Timing:
* 2019is too soon for a boundary change
* There was not enough time to provide feedback
* Process:
* There appears to be no need for a boundary
* All of the development was not properly accounted for
* Communication:
* The wrong part of the community is being consulted
* There was not enough notice of the public meeting
* General:
* The Boundary change would affect my property value
* The Board is taking away my option to choose
* You should re-open Overland PS
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Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS - Public Meeting Feedback

Summary of Feedback Received (Cont’)

» Positive feedback from the public included:

* Proposed Boundary
* The boundary will make it clear where each pupil will go
* The boundary will help long-term planning
* Transportation
* All students will be within walking distance to their school
* Eliminating a bus will save transportation costs
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Proposed Junior Boundary Change: Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS

Proposed Realignment of Junior Attendance Boundary
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Proposed Junior Boundary Change: Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS

Scenario: Scenario 1.1a

Scenario 1.1a

October 31, 2017 Actual October 31, 2022 Projection October 31, 2027 Projection
School Total HC Capacity Utilization __ Portables| Total HC Capacity Utilization C-_ Portables| Total HC Capacity Utilization C-_ Portables
Capacity Capacity Capacity
Greenland PS 156 222 70% -66 1 300 222 135% 78 4 348 222 157% 126 6
Norman Ingram PS 209 225 93% -16 1 222 225 99% -3 1 219 225 97% -6 0
Total 365 447 82% -82 2 522 447 117% 75 5 567 447 127% 120 6
Difference 0 0 0% 0 0 -41 0 -9% -41 1 -78 0 -17% -78 -4

* Model assumes implementation starts in 2019

* Existing Greenland PS & Norman Ingram PS students and siblings can be

‘grandparented’ - Transportation will also be grandparented

* Modeling assumes full build out of residential development over 6 years —
removing Celestica development drops Greenland PS to 82%
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Next Steps

* |s there consensus among the PART members that we
should move forward with the preferred option (Scenario
1.1a) to change the boundaries of Greenland PS & Norman
Ingram PS?
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Next Steps

* A report will be written on behalf of the PART and circulated
for comments

* If there is major disagreement with the content of the report a
dissenting report can be submitted

» Staff will write an accompanying report

* The staff report, with the PART report as an appendix, will be
submitted to the Planning and Priorities Committee being
held on February 28, 2018

* The public will have a chance to make deputations

* The report will then be submitted for final approval at the
TDSB Board meeting of March 21, 2018
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