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Request to revise the FY16 Annual School Test results, due to an error made in assigning 

capacity for the Seneca Valley HS revitalization/expansion project. 

 

 

Adopt the corrected FY16 School Test Results.  

 

 

Typically, the Planning Board conducts an annual review of the school test results in June of 

each year. The school test results, compiled by the Montgomery County Public School Division 

of Long Range Planning, compare projected enrollment five years into the future with projected 

capacity for each of the 25 high school clusters at the elementary, middle and high school 

levels. Projected capacity includes existing and planned facility capacity (additions and new 

schools programmed in the Capital Improvements Program adopted by the County Council).  

Following our usual procedure, the Planning Board adopted the FY16 School Test results on 

June 25, 2016.  In a letter dated November 11, 2015 (attached pages 4-5), Mr. Andrew 

Zuckerman, Chief Operating Officer for MCPS, requested that the Planning Board approve an 

update to the FY16 Annual School Test to correct an error made in assigning capacity for the 

Seneca Valley HS revitalization/expansion project.   
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Analysis 

A revitalization/expansion project for Seneca Valley High School is programmed in the current 

CIP with an expected completion date of August 2019. The additional capacity provided by the 

expansion will relieve overutilization at both Clarksburg and Northwest high schools through 

eventual boundary reassignments.   However, when the current FY16 Annual School Test was 

adopted, effective July 1, 2015, the full impact of the relief provided by the 

revitalization/expansion project was not reflected. The Seneca Valley High School project will 

increase the school's capacity by approximately 1,000 students-from its current 1,374 students 

to 2,400 students. Given the projected Seneca Valley High School enrollment of only 1,395 

students in the 2020-2021 school year, this means there will be 1,005 seats available to relieve 

projected overutilization at Clarksburg and Northwest high schools. 

Recognizing that the additional capacity programmed for Seneca Valley would be used to 

address overcrowding at Clarksburg and Northwest high schools, MCPS staff decided initially to 

equate the excess capacity projected for Seneca Valley as equivalent to a "placeholder" 

capacity project of eight classrooms for Clarksburg High School, even though no such 

expansion at Clarksburg was actually in the CIP. This approach prevented Clarksburg from 

entering a moratorium, but it also resulted in utilization levels exceeding 105 percent for both the 

Clarksburg and Northwest clusters at the high school level. The correct calculation should have 

been an adjustment to the enrollment forecasts for all three high schools: Seneca Valley, 

Northwest, and Clarksburg.  

Since boundary changes across the three clusters will not be made until one year prior to 

August 2019, it is impossible to precisely predict enrollment levels following such changes. 

However, the chart below provides enrollment estimates for Clarksburg, Northwest, and Seneca 

Valley high schools and their subsequent utilization levels in 2020-2012, based on the 

assumption that students currently assigned to Clarksburg and Northwood High Schools will be 

reassigned to the enlarged Seneca Valley High School. 

Estimated Enrollment and Utilization in 2020-2021 
School  Enrollment  Capacity Utilization  

Clarksburg High School 1,910 1,980 96.5% 

Northwest High School  2,165 2,241 96.6% 

Seneca Valley High School  2,318 2,400 96.6% 

 

The enrollment estimates shown above illustrate how the expanded Seneca Valley High School 

could bring all three high schools to approximately equal levels of utilization, all of which are 

below 100% utilization. It should be noted that the figures shown above are based on the MCPS 

FY 2016 Educational Facilities Master Plan and Amendments to the FY 2015-2020 Capital 

Improvements Program. Using this updated information is consistent with all other projected 
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enrollments and cluster utilizations used in the FY16 Annual School Test. It also has the effect 

of removing the school facility payment requirement for the Clarksburg and Northwest clusters 

at the high school level.  

Under the FY16 Annual School Test, no preliminary plans have been approved in the Northwest 

cluster, and only two preliminary plans for residential development have been approved in the 

Clarksburg cluster. One is preliminary plan 11987271C, Milestone. The other is preliminary plan 

120150060, The Courts at Clarksburg – an age-restricted community. Because age-restricted 

development is exempt from the test for school adequacy, only the Milestone project is affected 

by the calculation error.  The applicant is aware of the issue. 

Planning staff recommends that the Planning Board accept the results of the amended school 

test, as calculated by Montgomery County Public Schools staff, for the remainder of FY16. 

These findings are attached on pages 6 (summary table), 7, 8 and 9 (detailed table by cluster 

for each school level). Once accepted by the Planning Board, these tables (along with the 

resolution adopted by the Council in November 2012) will constitute Montgomery County’s 

Subdivision Staging Policy as it relates to school capacity. 

In addition, Planning staff recommends that the Planning Board consider an amendment to the 

Milestone preliminary plan on its consent agenda to eliminate the condition requiring a school 

facility payment at the high school level. Although the Board does not typically review changes 

to conditions of approval on its consent agenda, since this condition is the result of an error and 

no fault of the applicant, it seems appropriate in this case. 
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