
 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

PUBLIC AGENDA 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2010  

5:00 P.M. – 8:00 P.M. 
Board Room, Plaza Level (2nd Floor), Education Centre 

515 Macleod Trail SE, Calgary, Alberta 
 

Please join us on the Plaza at 4:40 p.m. for a seasonal musical  
 presentation by students from F.E. Osborne School 

 
Conflict of Interest reminder:  Trustees must disclose any potential pecuniary interest in any matter before the 
Board of Trustees, as set forth in the agenda as well as any pecuniary interest in any contract before the Board 
requiring the Board’s approval and/or ratification. 

 
Attach. TOPIC Who Time 
  

1.0 CALL TO ORDER, NATIONAL ANTHEM AND WELCOME 
  
 

 
Chair 

 
5 min. 

Agenda 2.0 CONSIDERATION/APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

Chair 2 min. 

 3.0 SCHOOL/SYSTEM PRESENTATIONS 
 
3.1 Ends 1:  Mega End Presentation – Career and Technology Centre and  

Dr. E. P. Scarlett High School 
 

 
 
M. Bolender 

 
 
15 min. 

 4.0 HONOURS AND RECOGNITIONS  
 

 
 

 
 

Verbal 5.0 PUBLIC CONVERSATION AND INFORMATION 
 
5.1 Report from Chair and Trustees 
 
5.2 Report from Chief Superintendent 
 
5.3 Public Question Period 
 (An opportunity for the public and/or stakeholders to raise questions and seek 
 clarification on educational matters with the trustees.  Fill out “Public Question 
 Period” form on the table in the foyer and submit to the Corporate Secretary in 
 writing or electronically to corpsec@cbe.ab.ca no later than 5 hours prior to the  
 scheduled start time of the meeting.  This form is also available in Appendix C of 
 the Board Meeting Procedures.  The person asking the question must be 
 present at the meeting.) 
 
5.4 Stakeholder Reports 
 (An opportunity for stakeholder groups or the public to verbally address the Board for 
 3 minutes on any educational issue, to a maximum of 5 reports per meeting. Advise 
 the Corporate Secretary at least 10 minutes prior to the commencement of the meeting 

if you wish to do a stakeholder presentation.) 
 
5.5 Trustee Inquiries 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Public 
 
 
 
 

30 min. 
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Attach. TOPIC Who Time 
  

 
 
 
P.6-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
P. 6-83 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
P. 7-1 
 
P. 7-37 
 

 
6.0 ACTION ITEMS 
 
6.1 Presentation and Consideration of Audited Financial Statements 

 (That the Board of Trustees approves the Audited Financial Statements for the 
year ended August 31, 2010, including the Auditors’ Report thereon, dated 
November 9, 2010, the Unaudited Schedules to the Financial Statements as 
submitted, and the Financial Statements and Statistical Information for the 
year ended August 31, 2010, for submission to the Minister of Education.) 

 
6.2 Revised Meeting Time of a Scheduled Regular Board Meeting 

(THAT the Board of Trustees approves a revised meeting time for the 
scheduled meeting of December 7, 2010, to allow for an in-camera session to 
take place from 12 Noon to 3:00 p.m., followed by the public session of the 
meeting at 5:00 p.m.). 
 

7.0 MONITORING AND RESULTS 
 
7.1 Annual Monitoring of Ends 1:  Mega End  
 
7.2 Annual Monitoring of EL-3:  Information, Counsel and Support to the 
 Board of Trustees 

 
 
 
Trustee 
Bazinet 
 
 
 
 
 
Board 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N. Johnson 
 
N. Johnson 

 
 
 
30 min. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 min. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
60 min. 
 
20 min. 

 
 

 
8.0 POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND REVIEW 

 

  

 
 
 
 
P. 9-129 
P. 9-125 
 
 
 
P. 9-54 
 
 
 
P.9-50 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
P.9-71 
 
 
 
 

9.0 CONSENT AGENDA 

9.1 Board Consent Agenda 

9.1.1 Approval of Minutes 
 Regular Meeting held November 2, 2010 
 Regular Meeting held November 16, 2010 
(THAT the Board of Trustees approves the Minutes of the Regular Meetings 

 held November 2, 2010 and November 16, 2010, as submitted.) 
 
9.1.2 EducationMatters (Quarterly Report) 
  (THAT the financial report for EducationMatters be received for information 

and for the record, in the form as submitted.) 
 
9.1.3 Trustee Liaison Report re Alberta School Boards Association (ASBA )Board 

of Directors 
  (THAT the ASBA liaison report containing the ASBA Board of Directors’ 

Meeting Highlights dated September 9-10, 2010 and November 4-5, 2010 be 
received for information.) 

 
9.2 Chief Superintendent Consent Agenda 
 
9.2.1 Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy 

(THAT the Ten Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy 
be received for information and the record.) 
 
 

   5 min. 
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Attach. TOPIC Who Time 
 
 
P.9-1 
 
 
 
P. 9-31 
 
 
 
P. 9-65 

 
 
9.2.2 2010-2011 School Enrolment Report (EL-14E (e)) 
 (THAT the School Enrolment Report for the 2010-2011 school year be 
 received for information and for the record.) 
 
9.2.3 imagineCALGARY Partnership Update (EL-3, 1(m)) 
 (THAT the Board of Trustees receives the imagineCALGARY Partnership 

Update for information and for the record.) 
 
9.2.4 Report on Financial Status of Operating Budget as at August 31, 2010 and 
 Preliminary Financial Results for the Year Ending August 31, 2010 
 (THAT the report and attachments be received for monitoring information 
 and for the record, and that approval be given to the carry forward of 
 2009/10 designated operating funds to 2010/11, as identified in the report.) 

 
 10.0 TRUSTEE NOTICES OF MOTION 

 
11.0 IN-CAMERA SESSION 

  

 
 

 
12.0 ADJOURNMENT 

 
Chair 
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CALGARY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
PUBLIC AGENDA 

 
NOVEMBER 30, 2010 

 
 
RE: REVISED MEETING TIME OF A SCHEDULED REGULAR BOARD 

MEETING 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 THAT the Board of Trustees approves a revised meeting time for the scheduled meeting 

of December 7, 2010 to allow for an in-camera session to take place from 12 Noon to 3:00 
p.m., followed by the public session of the meeting from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  The 
meeting will be held in the Board Room, Education Centre, 515 Macleod Trail SE, 
Calgary, Alberta. 

 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Section 66(2) of the School Act requires a resolution of the Board to establish the regular meetings 
of the Board.  The resolution must state the date, time and place of the regular meeting. 
 
At the October 26, 2010 Organizational Meeting, the Board of Trustees approved the Schedule of 
Regular Meetings for November 2010 to October 2011.  In that Schedule, a public agenda regular 
meeting was set for Tuesday, December 7, 2010, 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  While the Board usually 
holds an in-camera meeting on the fourth Tuesday of each month, the month of December is 
unusual, in that the last two weeks are the winter school break.  There is a need to hold an in-camera 
session and due to the length of time that will be required to consider all of the agenda items on the 
public agenda for December 7th, it is felt appropriate to consider an earlier start time. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
J. R. Barkway 
Asst. Corporate Secretary 
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CALGARY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

REPORT TO THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
PUBLIC AGENDA 

 
November 30, 2010 

 
To:  Board of Trustees 
 
From:  Naomi E. Johnson, Chief Superintendent of Schools 
 
Re:  Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy 
 
Purpose: Information and the Record 
 
Governance Policy References: EL-3: Information, Counsel and Support to the 
      Board of Trustees 
      EL-13: Facilities 
     EL-14: Student Accommodation 
     EL-15: Transportation 
 
Originator: Frank J. Coppinger, Superintendent, Facilities & Environmental Services 
 
Resource Persons: Calvin Davies, Director, Community Engagement & Operational Planning 
   Eugene Heeger, Director, Capital Planning & Development 

Karen Barry, System Principal, Community Engagement & Operational 
Planning 
Brent Hughes, Manager, Capital & Urban Planning 
Ingrid Schmidt, Senior Planner, Community Engagement & Operational 
Planning 

 
I. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

It is recommended: 
 

THAT the Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy be 
received for information and the record. 

 
II. ISSUE 
 

There is a need to have a Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities 
Strategy that is flexible, adaptable and both informs and is informed by the following: 
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 Three-Year Education Plan 
 Three-Year System Student 

Accommodation Plan 
 Three-Year Capital & Three-Year 

Modernization Plans 

 Three-Year Infrastructure Maintenance 
Renewal Plan 

 Modular Accommodation Strategy 
 System Budget 

 
III. BACKGROUND 

 
In the past, Alberta Education has requested the annual filing of a Three Year School 
Capital Plan and a Ten-Year Facilities Plan.  These plans supported CBE’s requests for 
provincial funding for new schools and school modernizations.  They needed to be 
adjusted annually to reflect changing circumstances, city growth and provincial funding 
levels. 
 
While there is no longer a requirement to file a Ten-Year School Facilities Plan with 
Alberta Education, annually the CBE is required to present a Ten-Year School Facilities 
Plan to Alberta Education upon request. 
 
With the reorganization in Facilities and Environmental Services and the developmental 
work undertaken by Capital Planning and Development Services and Community 
Engagement and Operational Planning, Administration has developed a ten year strategy 
that is inclusive of both student accommodation as well as facilities strategies.  The 
strategy is aligned with the Three-Year Education Plan, Three-Year Capital Plan, Three-
Year Modernization Plan, Three-Year Infrastructure Maintenance Renewal Plan and the 
Three-Year System Student Accommodation Plan. 
 
To effectively utilize space and resources by working towards an 80% system utilization 
of facilities, the strategy provides a view to ten years into the future. 
 
The Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy must reflect the 
CBE’s mission, vision and values and support the advancement of the Ends statements, 
Three-Year Education Plan and the system priority.  The system priority in the CBE 
Three-Year Education Plan is personalized learning and places the teacher and student in 
the presence of content, at the center of CBE work. 
 
The Public Education Leadership Project (PELP) at Harvard University in the Note on 
PELP Conference Framework paper defines strategy as “strategy is the set of actions a 
district deliberately takes to provide capacity and support to the instructional core with 
the objective of raising student performance district wide.  Strategy informs how the 
people, activities and resources of a district work together to accomplish a collective 
purpose”. 
 
This Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy reflects this 
definition as Administration has balanced the programming and learning needs of 
students with CBE’s projected accommodation and facility challenges. 
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IV. ANALYSIS 
 
In actualizing the CBE Mission Statement “Educating Tomorrow’s Citizens Today” in 
facilities that support quality learning, the strategy embodies kindergarten to grade twelve 
learning continuums that take into account the changing needs of today’s learners, 
curriculum changes and new initiatives.  Over the next ten years, it is anticipated that 
alternative programs such as science, language-based programs and Traditional Learning 
Centres will require expansion opportunities across each of the Areas. 
 
Learning is our central purpose, hence the strategy must be responsive to the changing 
facility needs in order to support learning.  It must be responsive to the learning needs 
and interests of the students, which includes the desire for alternative programs, special 
education, English language learners or curriculum advancements, and the development 
of the Career and Technology Strategy. 
 
In supporting students come first, the strategy endeavours to consider the needs of our 
young learners, keeping youngest children closer to home.  It factors in efficient and 
effective transportation in a complex urban environment.  The academic, social, physical 
and emotional development of the various age groups of CBE students must be reflected 
in the facilities strategy. 
 
Serving the common good requires that the strategy reflect a fiscally responsible 
approach to student accommodation and facilities.  This is a delicate balance as a system 
places rightfully, learning at the heart of its work, in an environment that is dependent on 
other outside factors and influences such as: 
 

 Provincial economy 
 Board’s overall financial position 
 Capital funding decisions 
 Changing student demographics 
 City annexations 
 Expansion of full day kindergarten 
 Change in school utilization/capacity formula 
 Expansion of before and after school care 
 Impact of increased English language learners 
 Future direction for Aboriginal education 
 New Career and Technologies Studies 
 Expansion of alternative programs 

 
Attachment I describes in detail, the Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and 
Facilities Strategy, which guides the annual and three-year system student 
accommodation and facilities planning for administration. 
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V. FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The financial impact is reflected annually in the Calgary Board of Education’s (CBE) 
operational and capital budgeting process and is influenced by the Provincial budget, 
funding announcements and overall provincial economic conditions. 
 
The fiscal reality of the CBE’s overall financial position can be assessed and revised over 
time because of the delay in annual funding announcements or other outside factors and 
influences previously identified through the ten-year strategy. 

 
VI. IMPLEMENTATION CONSEQUENCES 

 
The ten-year strategy is flexible and dynamic.  It is reviewed annually to reflect changing 
student needs and the fiscal realities facing the CBE. 
 
Administration’s challenge will be to achieve a target 80% space utilization system wide, 
as new schools add capacities to the CBE system and as facilities age.  As well, the 
demand to modernize existing facilities to meet ever changing student needs and 
curricular changes requires the expenditure of limited capital funds.  To meet these 
demands, careful consideration will need to be given to program consolidation that will 
free up current assets for potential modernization, disposition and sale to increase capital 
funds availability. 
 
Administration refers regularly to the ten-year strategy in the development of the 
system’s accommodation and capital planning needs and continually makes adjustments 
to the strategy in an ever evolving system. 
 

VII. CONCLUSION 
 
The Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy outlines how the 
Calgary Board of Education will address both current and future student accommodation 
and facility needs, with a target system wide utilization of 80% required for the effective 
use of space and resources. 
 
The strategy will be evaluated and revised on an annual basis. 

 
 
 
 
NAOMI E. JOHNSON 
CHIEF SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 
 
Attachment I: Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

The Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy 

(2010-2019) reflects the CBE’s mission, vision and values and supports the 

advancement of CBE’s Ends statements, the Three Year Education Plan 

and the system priority of personalized learning.   

 

The following documents collectively impact and are influenced by the 

ten-year system student accommodation and facilities strategy, but also 

stand independently to guide the annual and three year planning for 

Community Engagement and Operational Planning (CEOP) and Capital 

Planning and Development Services: 

 

 Education  

 System Student Accommodation  

 School Capital & Modernization  

 Infrastructure Maintenance Renewal  

 Modular Accommodation Strategy 

 System Budget  

 

Further detailed information may be found on the CBE’s website at 

www.cbe.ab.ca 

 

PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT’S PRIORITIES 

 

The Provincial Government’s Alberta’s 20 Year Strategic Capital Plan 

communicates a vision that is consistent with the District’s school building 

needs, as the Province strives towards maintaining and improving existing 

schools. To ensure delivery of quality education to Alberta students, the 

Provincial Government sets out the following four key objectives: 

 Locate schools close to where students live, particularly including 

schools in high growth new communities, to meet the growth in 

Alberta’s student-aged population. 

 Support increased opportunities for career and technology studies 

(CTS) through the development of regional skill centres and mobile 

career and technology studies labs. 

 Continue to support and use steel-framed modular classrooms to 

provide flexibility and respond to growing student populations. 

 Increase the capital maintenance and renewal investments to ensure 

that the quality of Alberta schools is maintained. 

 

These long range provincial objectives are important to the Calgary Board 

of Education and will be used in conjunction with the goals and objectives 

of the District to manage facilities and request funding for capital projects. 

 

Student 
Accommodation 

Planning is guided by 
CBE’s Mission, Vision 

and Values 

 

Mission 

“Educating 
Tomorrow’s Citizens 

Today” 

 

Vision 

The Calgary Board of 
Education is the 

dynamic learning 
community of choice 

 

Values 

Students come first 

Learning is our 
central purpose 

Public education 
serves the common 

good 

 

http://www.cbe.ab.ca/
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CBE’S PLANNING PRINCIPLES 

 

The Calgary Board of Education is currently divided into five 

administrative areas. Within these areas, the CBE offers educational choice 

through the provision of a broad range of programs in a variety of settings. 

 

A framework has been developed to address the long term student needs 

issue within the District’s Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and 

Facilities Strategy 2010-2019. This strategy includes the following guiding 

principles for planning school facilities: 

 

 Equitable Access to Quality Learning Environments and Choice of 

Programs – all students are entitled to equity of access to high quality, 

modern facilities for regular programs, alternative programs and special 

education classes, regardless of where they live in the city. 

 Student Accommodation and Programming Needs within Areas – 

the District will ensure that there are sufficient schools and programs in 

each Area to accommodate student demand, reducing the need for 

students to travel long distances to access programs. 

 Creative Use of Surplus Space and Retention of Schools in Mature 

Neighbourhoods – the District will continue to work towards retention 

of schools in mature neighbourhoods, by reducing unused space in 

creative ways. 

 

UTILIZATION 

 

The Calgary Board of Education’s current utilization rate by enrolment is 

78.8%.  The CBE is working toward a system wide utilization rate of 80% 

which is desired for not only the efficient use of space and plant operations 

and maintenance but also to provide flexibility to be responsive to a variety 

of student programming and learning needs. An 80% utilization rate, 

system wide, is a delicate balance between revenue, fixed costs, variable 

costs, levels of service and facility functionality with respect to teaching 

and learning. Hence, CBE Administration has developed a long-term (ten-

year) system student accommodation and facilities strategy, which 

addresses the learning needs of current and future students with a direction 

toward 80% utilization. 

 

NEW CAPACITY 

 

By 2013, the District’s capacity will increase by 10,250 student spaces with 

the opening of six elementary schools (3,350), four middle schools (3,600) 

and two senior high schools (3,300). As a consequence of the new capacity 

in new growth areas, the amount of unused or excess space in the City’s 

mature neighbourhood schools will increase.  

 

Opening 2010 

Royal Oak 

Saddle Ridge 

West Springs 

Evergreen 

Bridlewood 

Cranston 

 

Opening 2011 

Ernest Manning High 

 

Opening 2012 

Panorama Hills 

Tuscany 

Coventry Hills 

Taradale 

 

Opening 2013 

North-West High 



 

Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy (2010-2019) 

 

“Optimizing the Quality of the Learning Environment” Introduction – Page 3 

 

With the continued focus on providing schools where students live, funding 

for new schools in new and developing neighbourhoods will be required. 

 

EXCESS CAPACITY 

 

A comprehensive strategy to reduce excess capacity in light of new 

capacity is needed, recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature 

neighbourhoods. Student accommodation needs are identified by the 

Department of Community Engagement and Operational Planning, Area 

Directors and Directors of Special Education and Diversity. 

 

SUMMARY 
 

A summary by Area of new student capacity (approved and required) and 

excess capacity is as follows: 

 

Areas

New

Capacity 

Approved

New

Capacity Required

but not Approved

Excess 

Capacity

I 2,950                   1,500                               2,800

II 1,800                   2,700                               4,100

III 1,450                   3,300                               1,600

IV 2,350                   3,000                               2,400

V 1,700                   8,200                               1,400

Total 10,250                 18,700                            12,300

Total New Capacity 28,950                            

Excess Capacity -12,300 

Net Capacity Increase 16,650                             
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CBE’s utilization rate is projected to be at approximately 80% by 2019 

assuming that enrolment continues to increase, the Province continues to 

approve new schools and existing capacity is reduced. 

 

 
 

The following table provides a breakdown of projected utilization by Area. 

Area utilization by residence identifies the number of students residing in 

an Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity. Area utilization by 

enrolment in schools identifies the number of students attending schools in 

an Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity.   

 

Projected by 2019

Areas  Capacity 

 Enrolment by 

Residence Utilization

 Enrolment in 

Schools Utilization

I 20,731    19,251           92.9% 17,077          82.4%

II 28,354    20,475           72.2% 25,325          89.3%

III 27,541    25,076           91.0% 21,651          78.6%

IV 24,897    16,480           66.2% 17,993          72.3%

V 41,226    33,614           81.5% 33,325          80.8%

Sub-Total 142,749  114,896         80.5% 115,371        80.8%

Non-Resident 475                -                

Chinook Learning 2,500             2,500            

CBe-learn 680                680               

Total 142,749  118,551         118,551         
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The top ten developing 
communities to receive 
residential building permit 
applications in The City of 
Calgary for 2009 were: 

• Aspen Woods  
• Panorama Hills 
• New Brighton  
• Silverado 
• Evanston 
• Copperfield  
• Auburn Bay 
• Cranston  
• Royal Oak  
• McKenzie Towne 

(Source:  Suburban Residential 

Growth 2009-2013, p.30) 

 

 

CITY OF CALGARY POPULATION 

 

The City of Calgary’s report, Calgary and Region Socio-Economic 

Outlook 2009-2014 (October 2009), identifies continued strong growth for 

Calgary.  The City forecast indicates the total population of Calgary will 

reach 1,184,000 in 2014, an increase of 118,545 persons from the 

1,065,455 total as at April 2009 by the Civic Census.  The five-year 

population forecast to 2014 represents an average increase of 23,709 

persons per year during this period. 

The graph above indicates an increase in population of approximately 

213,000 persons by 2019. The City of Calgary projects that new suburbs 

will likely capture 100% of Calgary’s expected population gain over the 

next ten years. 

 

 

Calgary's Actual and Projected Population
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Mega End 

Each student, in keeping 

with his or her 

individual abilities and 

gifts, will complete high 

school with a 

foundation of learning 

to function effectively in 

life, work and continued 

learning. 

 

Extrapolating from these City forecasts, the following population increases 

for suburban locations were prepared to determine populations by CBE’s 

Administrative Areas: 

Area

%

(Mid)

Low Mid High

I 17,000     17,600     18,200    8.7%

II 35,300     38,250     41,200    18.8%

III 28,900     30,550     32,200    15.0%

IV 15,300     16,750     18,200    8.2%

V 95,400     100,200   105,000  49.3%

Total 191,900   203,350   214,800  100.0%

Population Forecast

City Growth Trends by CBE Areas

by 2019

 

 

CITY OF CALGARY ANNEXATION 

 

Annexation of land provides the CBE insight into the direction in which 

the City will be developing and where new municipal communities and 

school populations will be located in the future.  Since 2003, a total of 130 

km
2
 of land has been annexed, which will provide for a large share of the 

City’s future growth, and that will ultimately accommodate in excess of 

400,000 Calgary residents. 

 

Discussions with the Province have indicated that the annexed lands will 

become part of the CBE boundary, as development warrants over time. 

 

 

STUDENT ENROLMENT 

 

As part of the budgeting process, the District prepares an annual 

enrolment projection using external demographic data and a review 

of historical and current enrolment data. This projection is prepared 

for the District as a whole, and on a school-by-school basis. City of 

Calgary census data is used extensively to monitor pre-school 

populations and residency data, while historical and current 

enrolment data is used to project enrolments into the future. 

 

Student enrolment is projected to increase by 16,175 students (16%) 

over the next decade. Most of the enrolment growth is anticipated in 

Areas II, III and V. 
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Enrolment below is a student count by residence which makes no 

allowance for kindergarten at full-time equivalent or special education 

students at 3:1. Current enrolment is as of September 30, 2009 and 

projected is for September 2019. 

Area Current Projected Change

I 18,008             19,251         1,243

II 17,166             20,475         3,309

III 22,982             25,076         2,094

IV 15,154             16,480         1,326

V 25,460             33,614         8,154

Sub-Total 98,770             114,896       16,126

Non-Resident 474                   475               1

Chinook Learning 2,447               2,500            53

CBe-learn 685                   680               -5

Total 102,376           118,551       16,175  
 

 

ANALYSIS BY ADMINISTRATIVE AREAS 

 

For the purpose of the Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and 

Facilities Strategy 2010-2019, an analysis by Administrative Areas 

includes: 

 

 population data for new and 

developing communities 

 current and projected 

utilization rates 

 student accommodation 

strategy 

 facility condition assessment 

 modernization needs 

 modular strategy 
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1.1  Population 
 
Area I is comprised of 26 communities located in the northwest part of the 
City. Within Area I, many communities closest to the City core are 
experiencing slow or declining growth, whereas the new and developing 
areas are experiencing high growth rates. 
 
The new and developing communities are expected to increase 
approximately 8,740-8,900 residents over the next five years. 

New and 
Developing 
Community 

2009 
Population 

Projected 
Population 

Occupied 
Housing 

Units 

Projected 
Housing 

Units 

% Build-Out 
Based On 

Housing Units 
Crestmont 1,382 1,600 428 500 86% 
Nolan Hil l 0 9,900 1 3,610 0% 
Rocky Ridge 6,882 8,200 2,651 3,160 84% 
Royal Oak 10,423 11,500 3,588 3,820 94% 
Sherwood 1,553 6,550 424 2,340 18% 
Tuscany 18,272 19,100 6,228 6,570 95% 
Valley Ridge 4,979 5,100 1,690 1,790 94% 

Total 43,491 61,950 15,010 21,790  
 

Change in Population 
April 2008 to April 2009 

(+/- 100) 
Tuscany  +1067 

Royal Oak  +513 
Parkdale  +154 
Sherwood  +153 

Rocky Ridge  +150 
Arbour Lake  +146 

Dalhousie  +123 
 

U of C  -105 
Brentwood  -129 
Bowness  -363 
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1.2 Utilization 
 
A summary of Area utilization by enrolment and residence follows.  Area 
utilization by “residence” identifies the number of students residing in an 
Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students attending unique settings and outreach programs). Area utilization 
by “enrolment” identifies the number of students attending schools in an 
Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students outside of CBE’s boundary). 
 
The graph below represents the utilization rate as of September 30, 2009 
using the provincial formula. The provincial formula is based on square 
metres of space, exemptions for full-time leases and administrative use, and 
weighted enrolment, which makes allowance for kindergarten at full-time 
equivalent and special education students at 3:1. In Area I, there are 
168,367 square metres of operating school space accommodating 15,694 
full-time equivalent students. 
 

Current 
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City of Calgary population growth in Area I is projected to increase 
between 17,000-18,200 people capturing 8.7% of the growth in new and 
developing areas over the next decade. 
 
The graph below represents the projected utilization rate for the 2019-2020 
school year. Projected capacity includes new schools in the new and 
developing communities and assumes closures in communities with excess 
capacity (see section 1.3). Projection by enrolment assumes current 
attendance patterns, which are subject to annual review and update. 
 

Projected 

 

Projected	Capacity	
Includes:	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Approved	

Royal	Oak	k‐4	(550)	

Tuscany	5‐9	(900)	

Northwest	10‐12	
(1500)	

	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Not	Approved	

RockyRidge/RoyalOak	
5‐9	(900)	

Tuscany	(2)	k‐4	(600)	
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1.3   Capacity 
 
Areas have been divided into four categories – A: additional capacity, B: status quo, C: capacity reduction, 
D: industrial/undeveloped. Residential districts with excess capacity have been identified using CBE’s 
planning principles recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature neighbourhoods. Communities 
with potential excess capacity are analyzed in detail following the map. 
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Sir William Van Horne High School is located in University Heights. The 
school has been approved to close on June 30, 2011. The provincial 
capacity of Sir William Van Horne High School is 965 student spaces. 
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential district of Silver 
Springs that accommodate kindergarten to grade six students. One school 
is needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program 
students over the long term. 
 
There are five schools in the residential districts of Bowness and 
Montgomery that accommodate kindergarten to grade nine students. Three 
schools are needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade nine regular 
program students over the long term. 
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential districts of Brentwood 
and Charleswood that accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular 
program students. One school is needed to accommodate kindergarten to 
grade six regular program students over the long term. 
 
Area I Alternative Programs with Enrolment of 100+ Students 
Traditional Learning Centres – Brentwood and Thomas B. Riley 
French Immersion – Varsity Acres 
Spanish Bilingual – Dalhousie 
German Bilingual – Bowcroft, Thomas B. Riley 
Montessori – Captain John Palliser 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and new alternative programs 
will be considered on an annual basis. 
 
Area I Specialized Programs with Enrolment of 50+ Students 
Start Outreach 
West View Secondary 
Wood’s Homes 
 

System Student 
Accommodation 
Planning Criteria 
 
balance among 
equity, access, 
excellence and 
choice 
 
minimum 
disruption 
 
learning 
continuum 
 
schools and 
programs in 
the right places 
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1.4 Facility Condition Assessment 
 
Renewal Capital Asset Planning Process (RECAPP) 
 
The Province undertakes a rolling condition assessment 
of CBE schools on a five-year-basis as part of the 
RECAPP.  The RECAPP audits evaluate architectural, 
mechanical, electrical, and other components of facilities.  
A summary listing of the RECAPP overall condition 
rating of schools in Area I are shown in the chart. 
 
 

Area I 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Arbour Lake  820 98% 2007 Not Rated 

Belvedere Bungalow 25 Leased 1932 Acceptable 

Belvedere-Parkway  615 82% 1957 Acceptable 

Bowcroft  498 64% 1952 Acceptable 

Bowness  1,525 91% 1955 Marginal 

Brentwood  645 110% 1962 Acceptable 

Captain John Palliser  603 65% 1964 Acceptable 

Citadel Park  473 93% 2006 Not Rated 

Dalhousie  532 90% 1970 Acceptable 

Dr. E.W. Coffin  204 82% 1974 Acceptable 

Edgemont  631 99% 1990 Acceptable 

F.E. Osborne  780 85% 1967 Acceptable 

H.D. Cartwright  534 78% 1971 Acceptable 

Hamptons, The 209 81% 1999 Good 

Hawkwood  614 80% 1992 Good 

Jerry Potts  391 Leased 1971 Acceptable 

Marion Carson  504 95% 1968 Acceptable 

Montgomery  742 48% 1953 Poor 

Parkdale  718 Admin 1954 Acceptable 

Ranchlands  585 64% 1980 Acceptable 

Scenic Acres  175 105% 2005 Not Rated 

Silver Springs  309 61% 1976 Acceptable 

Simon Fraser  663 103% 1964 Marginal 

Sir William Van Horne  965 46% 1967 Acceptable 

Sir Winston Churchill  2,015 100% 1968 Acceptable 

Terrace Road  301 45% 1952 Acceptable 

Thomas B. Riley  664 56% 1967 Acceptable 

Condition Rating 
 
Good  
Meets all present 
requirements; no deficiencies. 
 
Acceptable  
Meets present requirements, 
has minor deficiencies.  
Average 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Marginal  
Meets minimum requirements; 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have above average 
operating maintenance costs. 
 
Poor  
Does not meet requirements, 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have high 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Critical  
Unsafe; high risk of injury or 
critical system failure. 
 
Not Rated 
Not Rated by RECAPP. 
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# of Schools in Area I
by Decade
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Area I 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Tom Baines  714 116% 1996 Good 

Tuscany  612 101% 2006 Not Rated 

University  759 45% 1967 Acceptable 

Varsity Acres  580 87% 1965 Acceptable 

W.O. Mitchell  505 51% 1977 Good 

West Dalhousie  373 88% 1976 Good 

 
 
1.5 Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 33 facilities in Area I, 17 of these facilities are 40 years 
old or older. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bowness High School and Thomas B. Riley School have been identified 
for major modernizations in the School Capital Plan (2011-2014). 
 

Priority School Project Description 
Cost 

(2009 prices) 
2 Bowness Upgrades to facility site, building envelope, 

interior spaces, mechanical, and electrical 
systems, barrier free 

$29 million 

5 Thomas B. Riley Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and 
electrical systems 

$14 million 

 
 

Bowness High School 
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1.6 Modular Units 
 
As part of the Three-Year Modular Accommodation Strategy the following 
are planned to be undertaken for Area I schools: 
 
• Demolish three portables at Dalhousie School and replace with four 

new modular units. 
• Demolish three portables at Ranchlands School without replacement. 
• Demolish two portables at H.D. Cartwright School without 

replacement. 
 
Future new modular units, modular moves, and demolitions in this Area  
will be on an as required basis. 
 
 
 

Arbour Lake School 
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AREA II 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2.1  Population 
 
Area II is comprised of 39 residential communities located in the northern 
area of the City.  Within Area II, many communities closest to the City 
core are experiencing slow or declining growth, whereas the new and 
developing areas are experiencing high growth rates.   
 
The new and developing communities are expected to increase 
approximately 19,800-23,700 new residents over the next five years. 

 

Change in Population 
April 2008 to April 2009 

(+/- 100) 
Panorama Hills  +2,156 

Evanston  +848 
Hillhurst  +741 

Coventry Hills  +628 
Kincora  +485 

Country Hills Village  +346 
Sage Hill  +189 

Crescent Heights  +131 
Capitol Hill  +120 
Vista Heights +110 

 
Bridgeland/Riverside  -101 

Mount Pleasant  -124 
Highland Park  -125 

 

New and Developing 
Community 

2009 
Population 

Projected 
Population 

Occupied 
Housing 

Units 

Projected 
Housing 

Units 

% Build-Out 
Based On 

Housing Units 
Country Hills 3,684 4,600 1,412 1,420 99% 
Coventry Hills/Country 
Hills Village 

17,899 16,600 6,389 6,890 93% 

Evanston 4,599 19,350 1,476 6,980 21% 
Kincora 3,385 6,950 1,075 2,350 46% 
Panorama Hills 16,444 24,950 5,092 8,630 59% 
Sage Hill 267 19,050 97 7,740 1% 

Total 46,278 91,500 9,152 34,010  
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2.2 Utilization 
 
A summary of Area utilization by enrolment and residence follows.  Area 
utilization by “residence” identifies the number of students residing in an 
Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students attending unique settings and outreach programs). Area utilization 
by “enrolment” identifies the number of students attending schools in an 
Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students outside of CBE’s boundary). 
 
The graph below represents the utilization rate as of September 30, 2009 
using the provincial formula. The provincial formula is based on square 
metres of space, exemptions for full-time leases and administrative use, and 
weighted enrolment, which makes allowance for kindergarten at full-time 
equivalent and special education students at 3:1. In Area II, there are 
266,649 square metres of operating school space accommodating 22,275 
full-time equivalent students. 
 

Current 

 



 
Ten-Year System Student Accommodation and Facilities Strategy (2010-2019) 
 

“Optimizing the Quality of the Learning Environment” Area II – Page 3 
 

 
City of Calgary population growth in Area II is projected to increase 
between 35,300-41,200 people capturing 18.8% of the total growth in the 
new and developing areas over the next decade. 
 
The graph below represents the projected utilization rate for the 2019-2020 
school year. Projected capacity includes new schools in the new and 
developing communities and assumes closures in communities with excess 
capacity (see section 2.3). Projection by enrolment assumes current 
attendance patterns, which are subject to annual review and update. 
 

Projected 

 
 

Projected	Capacity	
Includes:	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Approved	

Coventry	Hills	5‐9	
(900)	

Panorama	Hills	5‐9	
(900)	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Not	Approved	

Evanston	k‐4	(600)	

Kincora	k‐4	(600)	

Panorama	Hills	(2)	
k‐4	(600)	

Evanston	5‐9	(900)	
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2.3   Capacity 
 
Areas have been divided into four categories – A: additional capacity, B: status quo, C: capacity reduction, 
D: industrial/undeveloped. Residential districts with excess capacity have been identified using CBE’s 
planning principles recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature neighbourhoods. Communities 
with potential excess capacity are analyzed in detail following the map. 
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There are three elementary schools in the residential districts of Mayland 
Heights and Vista Heights. Two schools will be needed to accommodate 
kindergarten to grade six regular program students over the long term. 
 
There are four elementary schools in the residential districts of Rosemont, 
Capitol Hill, North Haven and Cambrian Heights that accommodate 
regular program students. Two schools will be needed to accommodate 
kindergarten to grade six regular program students over the long term. 
 
There are four elementary schools in the residential districts of Hillhurst, 
West Hillhurst, Briar Hill and Sunnyside that accommodate regular 
program students. Three schools will be needed to accommodate 
kindergarten to grade six regular program students over the long term. 
 
There are four elementary schools in the residential district of Huntington 
Hills that accommodate regular program students. Two schools will be 
needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program students 
over the long term. 
 
There are three junior high schools offering French Immersion 
programming in Area II and none in Area I. There may be an opportunity 
to accommodate Area I junior high students in an Area I school which 
would result in excess capacity in Area II schools. 
 
There are five high schools in Area II. When the northwest high school 
opens in Area I and the northeast high school opens in Area III, there will 
be excess capacity in Area II high schools. 
 
Area II Alternative Programs with Enrolment of 100+ Students 
Science - Langevin 
Traditional Learning Centres - Thorncliffe, Colonel Sanders, Highwood, 
Balmoral, Crescent Heights 
French Immersion – Banff Trail, Hidden Valley, Highwood, King George, 
Mayland Heights,  Valley Creek, Georges P. Vanier, Branton, William Aberhart 
Spanish Bilingual – Collingwood, Senator Patrick Burns, William Aberhart 
Arts Centred Learning – Sir John Franklin, James Fowler 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and new alternative programs will be 
considered on an annual basis. 
 
Area II Specialized Programs with Enrolment of 50+ Students 
Louise Dean 
Children’s Village 
Christine Meikle 

 
 
System Student 
Accommodation 
Planning Criteria 
 
 
balance 
among equity, 
access, 
excellence and 
choice 
 
minimum 
disruption 
 
learning 
continuum 
 
schools and 
programs in 
the right 
places 
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2.4 Facility Condition Assessment 
 
Renewal Capital Asset Planning Process (RECAPP)  
 
The Province undertakes a rolling condition assessment of 
CBE schools on a five-year-basis as part of the RECAPP.  
The RECAPP audits evaluate architectural, mechanical, 
electrical, and other components of facilities.  A summary 
listing of the RECAPP overall condition rating of schools 
in Area II are shown in the chart. 
 

Area II 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Alex Munro  410 74% 1971 Acceptable 

Balmoral Bungalow 56 Admin 1913 Not Rated 

Balmoral  641 90% 1913 Acceptable 

Banff Trail  406 75% 1959 Acceptable 

Beddington Heights  545 66% 1980 Acceptable 

Belfast  251 85% 1960 Acceptable 

Branton  764 94% 1956 Acceptable 

Briar Hill  301 63% 1954 Acceptable 

Buchanan  303 52% 1950 Acceptable 

Cambrian Heights  383 100% 1957 Acceptable 

Capitol Hill  302 65% 1950 Acceptable 

Catherine Nichols Gunn  413 97% 1972 Acceptable 

Christine Meikle  188 126% 1957 Acceptable 

Collingwood  552 65% 1959 Acceptable 

Colonel Irvine  903 72% 1956 Acceptable 

Colonel Macleod  686 69% 1956 Acceptable 

Colonel Sanders  301 129% 1955 Acceptable 

Coventry Hills  637 81% 2005 Not Rated 

Crescent Heights  2,150 76% 1928 Acceptable 

Dr. J.K. Mulloy  501 59% 1969 Acceptable 

Georges P. Vanier  685 59% 1960 Marginal 

Greenview  607 Leased 1961 Acceptable 

Hidden Valley  383 118% 2003 Not Rated 

Highwood  350 90% 1966 Acceptable 

Hillhurst  404 47% 1912 Acceptable 

Huntington Hills  319 64% 1968 Acceptable 

James Fowler  1,980 79% 1962 Acceptable 

John G. Diefenbaker  1,300 113% 1971 Acceptable 

Condition Rating 
 
Good  
Meets all present 
requirements; no deficiencies. 
 
Acceptable  
Meets present requirements, 
has minor deficiencies.  
Average 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Marginal  
Meets minimum requirements; 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have above average 
operating maintenance costs. 
 
Poor  
Does not meet requirements, 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have high 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Critical  
Unsafe; high risk of injury or 
critical system failure. 
 
Not Rated 
Not Rated by RECAPP. 
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Area II 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

King George  656 72% 1912 Good 

Langevin  666 86% 1955 Acceptable 

Louise Dean  210 105% 1954 Acceptable 

Mayland Heights  517 80% 1967 Acceptable 

Mount View  209 67% 1946 Acceptable 

North Haven  411 73% 1964 Acceptable 

Panorama Hills 478 60% 2009 Not Rated 

Queen Elizabeth 372 47% 1930 Good 

Queen Elizabeth High 1,405 85% 1957 Good 

Renfrew  324 38% 1954 Not Rated 

Riverside Bungalow 55 Admin 1913 Not Rated 

Rosedale  216 113% 1955 Good 

Rosemont  269 48% 1959 Acceptable 

Senator Patrick Burns  955 53% 1961 Acceptable 

Simons Valley  610 84% 1991 Acceptable 

Sir John A. Macdonald  905 90% 1966 Acceptable 

Sir John Franklin  640 55% 1965 Acceptable 

Stanley Jones  616 71% 1913 Acceptable 

Sunnyside  255 50% 1919 Acceptable 

Thorncliffe  232 91% 1957 Acceptable 

Tuxedo Park  475 Admin 1912 Not Rated 

Valley Creek  896 90% 2003 Not Rated 

Vista Heights  214 69% 1964 Acceptable 

William Aberhart  1,601 93% 1957 Acceptable 
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2.5 Modernization Needs 
 
 

# of Schools in Area II
by Decade
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In Area II, the following modernization projects have been identified in the 
School Capital Plan (2011-2014): 

 
2.6 Modular Units 
 
As part of the Three-Year Modular Accommodation Strategy (2010-2013), 
the following are planned to be undertaken for Area II schools: 
 
• Demolish four portables at John G. Diefenbaker High School and 

replace with four new modular units. 
 
Future new modular units, modular moves, and demolitions in this Area 
will be on an as required basis. 

Priority School Project Description 
Cost 

(2009 prices) 
8 Senator Patrick Burns Upgrades to building envelope, interior spaces, mechanical and 

electrical systems, barrier-free (elevator) 
$14 million 

12 James Fowler Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and electrical systems 
upgrades, hazardous material abatement 

$29 million 

16 Dr. J.K. Mulloy Upgrades to facility site, building envelope, interior spaces, 
mechanical, and electrical systems, security and safety elements of 
facility, barrier free items 

$7.5 million 

17 Christine Meikle Upgrades to interior spaces specially focused on barrier free usability $7.5 million 

19 Sir John A. Macdonald Upgrades to facility site, building envelope, interior spaces, 
mechanical, and electrical systems, hazardous material abatement 

$14 million 

There are 52 facilities in Area II, 43 of these facilities are 40 years old or older. 

Balmoral School 

Panorama Hills School 
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AREA III 
 

 
3.1  Population 
 
Area III is comprised of 24 residential communities located in the 
northeast and east area of the City. Within Area III, many of the 
established communities are experiencing slow or declining growth, 
whereas the new and developing areas are experiencing high growth rates.   
 
The new and developing communities are expected to increase 13,700-
15,000 residents over the next five years. 

Change in Population 
April 2008 to April 2009 

(+/- 100) 
Taradale  +1,341 

Saddle Ridge  +1,271 
Applewood  +252 
Whitehorn  +142 

  
Rundle  -107 

Erin Woods  -115 
Forest Lawn  -136 
Albert Park  -145 

Penbrooke Meadows  -162 
Marlborough  -180 
Castleridge  -233 

 

New and 
Developing 
Community 

2009 
Population 

Projected 
Population 

Occupied 
Housing 

Units 

Projected 
Housing 

Units 

% Build-Out 
Based On 

Housing Units 
East Annexation 0 3,700 0 1,215 0% 
Northpoint – Other 0 21,750 0 7,250 0% 
Saddle Ridge 12,255 23,050 3,116 7,890 40% 
Skyview Ranch 26 29,150 11 11,730 0% 
Taradale 14,515 15,250 3,886 4,490 87% 

Total 26,796 92,900 7,013 32,575  
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3.2 Utilization 
 
A summary of Area utilization by enrolment and residence follows.  Area 
utilization by “residence” identifies the number of students residing in an 
Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students attending unique settings and outreach programs). Area utilization 
by “enrolment” identifies the number of students attending schools in an 
Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students outside of CBE’s boundary). 
 
The graph below represents the utilization rate as of September 30, 2009 
using the provincial formula. The provincial formula is based on square 
metres of space, exemptions for full-time leases and administrative use, and 
weighted enrolment which makes allowance for kindergarten at full-time 
equivalent and special education students at 3:1. In Area III, there are 
215,470 square metres of operating school space accommodating 19,827 
full-time equivalent students. 
 

Current 
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City of Calgary population growth in Area III is projected to increase 
between 28,900 and 32,200 people capturing 15.0% of the total growth in 
new and developing areas over the next decade. 
 
The graph below represents the projected utilization rate for the 2019-2020 
school year. Projected capacity includes new schools in the new and 
developing communities and assumes closures in communities with excess 
capacity (see section 3.3). Projection by enrolment assumes current 
attendance patterns which are subject to annual review and update. 
 

Projected 

Projected	Capacity	
Includes:	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Approved	

Saddle	Ridge	k‐3	(550)	

Taradale	5‐9	(900)	

	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Not	Approved	

Saddle	Ridge	5‐9	(900)	

Northeast	High	10‐12	
(1800)	

Martindale	(2)	k‐4	
(600)	
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3.3   Capacity 
 
Areas have been divided into four categories – A: additional capacity, B: status quo, C: capacity reduction, 
D: industrial/undeveloped. Residential districts with excess capacity have been identified using CBE’s 
planning principles recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature neighbourhoods. Communities 
with potential excess capacity are analyzed in detail following the map. 
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There are two elementary schools in the residential districts of Forest Lawn 
and Forest Heights that accommodate kindergarten to grade six students. 
One school is needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular 
program students over the long term.  
 
There are three elementary schools in the residential district of Penbrooke 
Meadows that accommodate kindergarten to grade six students. Two 
schools are needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular 
program students over the long term.  
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential district of Whitehorn 
that accommodate kindergarten to grade six students. One school is needed 
to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program students over 
the long term.  
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential district of Temple that 
accommodate kindergarten to grade six students. One school is needed to 
accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program students over the 
long term.  
 
Area III Alternative Programs with Enrolment of 100+ Students 
Traditional Learning Centres – Chris Akkerman, Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
French Immersion – Bob Edwards, Lester B. Pearson 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and new alternative programs 
will be considered on an annual basis. 
 
Area III Specialized Programs with Enrolment of 50+ Students 
Discovering Choices II 
 

System Student 
Accommodation 
Planning Criteria 
 
balance among 
equity, access, 
excellence and 
choice 
 
minimum 
disruption 
 
learning 
continuum 
 
schools and 
programs in 
the right 
places 
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3.4 Facility Condition Assessment 
 
Renewal Capital Asset Planning Process (RECAPP)  
 
The Province undertakes a rolling condition 
assessment of CBE schools on a five-year-basis as part 
of the RECAPP.  The RECAPP audits evaluate 
architectural, mechanical, electrical, and other 
components of facilities.  A summary listing of the 
RECAPP overall condition rating of schools in Area 
III are shown in the chart. 
 

Area III 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Abbeydale  450 87% 1980 Acceptable 

Annie Foote  473 68% 1980 Acceptable 

Annie Gale  747 85% 1983 Acceptable 

Bob Edwards  564 90% 1971 Acceptable 

Cappy Smart  402 62% 1978 Acceptable 

Cecil Swanson  423 80% 1980 Acceptable 

Chief Justice Milvain  492 80% 1981 Acceptable 

Chris Akkerman  414 132% 1973 Acceptable 

Clarence Sansom  747 80% 1982 Acceptable 

Colonel J. Fred Scott  446 98% 1976 Acceptable 

Crossing Park  1,029 107% 2002 Not Rated 

Douglas Harkness  352 68% 1976 Acceptable 

Dr. Gladys M. Egbert  695 62% 1976 Acceptable 

Dr. Gordon Higgins  614 79% 1976 Acceptable 

Erin Woods  479 85% 1982 Acceptable 

Ernest Morrow  964 68% 1963 Acceptable 

Falconridge  546 96% 1980 Acceptable 

Forest Lawn  2,216 77% 1968 Acceptable 

G.W. Skene  417 61% 1978 Acceptable 

Grant MacEwan  575 89% 1988 Acceptable 

Guy Weadick  418 71% 1973 Acceptable 

Harold W. Riley  310 Admin 1972 Acceptable 

Ian Bazalgette* 662 63% 1960 Marginal 

Jack James  885 87% 1980 Acceptable 

James Short Memorial  423 80% 1972 Acceptable 

Keeler  344 89% 1962 Acceptable 

Lester B. Pearson  1,715 90% 1989 Acceptable 

Marlborough  494 91% 1968 Acceptable 

Condition Rating 
 
Good  
Meets all present requirements; 
no deficiencies. 
 
Acceptable  
Meets present requirements, 
has minor deficiencies.  
Average 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Marginal  
Meets minimum requirements; 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have above average 
operating maintenance costs. 
 
Poor  
Does not meet requirements, 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have high 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Critical  
Unsafe; high risk of injury or 
critical system failure. 
 
Not Rated 
Not Rated by RECAPP. 
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by Decade
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Area III 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Monterey Park  626 98% 2003 Not Rated 

Mountain View  421 Leased 1958 Acceptable 

O.S. Geiger  483 93% 1983 Acceptable 

Patrick Airlie  246 90% 1957 Acceptable 

Penbrooke Meadows  376 63% 1971 Acceptable 

Pineridge  432 68% 1978 Good 

Radisson Park  400 74% 2006 Not Rated 

Roland Michener  372 60% 1976 Acceptable 

Rundle  482 88% 1978 Acceptable 

Sir Wilfrid Laurier  593 71% 1966 Acceptable 

Taradale  640 110% 2009 Not Rated 

Terry Fox  743 105% 1994 Good 

Valley View  633 49% 1959 Marginal 

West Dover  412 80% 1971 Acceptable 
*School was modernized after RECAPP rating was established 
 
 
 
3.5 Modernization Needs 
 
There are 42 facilities in Area III, 9 of these facilities are 40 years old or 
older. 
 

 

Forest Lawn High School 
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In Area III, three schools have been identified for modernization:  
 

Priority School Project Description 
Cost 

(2009 prices) 
4 Jack James Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and 

electrical systems, and hazardous material 
abatement 

$29 million 

13 Ernest Morrow Upgrades to facility site, interior spaces, 
mechanical and electrical systems 

$14 million 

15 Sir Wilfrid Laurier Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical, 
and electrical systems, CTS spaces, security 
and safety elements of facility 

$14 million 

 
3.6 Modular Units 
 
As part of the Three-Year Modular Accommodation Strategy, the 
following are planned to be undertaken for Area III schools: 

• Demolish four relocatables at Abbeydale School and replace with two 
existing relocatable units. 

• Demolish two portables at Roland Michener School without 
replacement. 

Future new modular units, modular moves, and demolitions in this Area 
will be on an as required basis. 
 

Taradale School 
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AREA IV 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.1  Population 
 
Area IV is comprised of 58 communities located in the southwest and 
southeast part of the City.  Within Area IV, many communities closest to 
the City core are experiencing slow or declining growth, whereas the new 
and developing areas are experiencing high growth rates. 
 
The new and developing communities are expected to increase 
approximately 8,600-9,500 residents over the next five years. 
 

New and Developing Community 
2009 

Population 
Projected 

Population 

Occupied 
Housing 

Units 
Build-Out 

Housing Units 

% Build-Out 
Based On 

Housing Units 
Aspen Woods 2,830 9,900 901 3,700 24% 
Cougar Ridge 5,525 7,500 1,836 2,640 70% 
Discovery Ridge 4,286 5,500 1,586 1,860 85% 
Springbank Hill 7,875 13,700 2,646 4,870 54% 
West Springs 6,654 12,650 2,188 4,480 49% 

Total 27,170 49,250 9,157 17,550  

Change in Population 
April 2008 to April 2009 

(+/- 100) 
Aspen Woods  +782 

Springbank Hill  +623 
Beltline  +523 

West Springs  +470 
Cougar Ridge  +292 

Spruce Cliff  +247 
CFB Lincoln Park  +188 
Discovery Ridge  +179 

Killarney/Glengarry  +149 
Downtown East Village  +132 

Altadore +129 
Sunalta  +125 
Mission  +113 

 
Bankview  -120 
Glenbrook  -141 

Downtown Core  -168 
Downtown West  -346 
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4.2 Utilization 
 
A summary of Area utilization by enrolment and residence follows.  Area 
utilization by “residence” identifies the number of students residing in an 
Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students attending unique settings and outreach programs). Area utilization 
by “enrolment” identifies the number of students attending schools in an 
Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students outside of CBE’s boundary). 
 
The graph below represents the utilization rate as of September 30, 2009 
using the provincial formula. The provincial formula is based on square 
metres of space, exemptions for full-time leases and administrative use, and 
weighted enrolment, which makes allowance for kindergarten at full-time 
equivalent and special education students at 3:1. In Area IV, there are 
199,999 square metres of operating school space accommodating 16,111 
full time equivalent students. 
 

Current 
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City of Calgary population growth in Area IV is projected to increase 
between 15,300 and 18,200 people capturing 8.2% of the total growth in 
new and developing areas over the next decade. 
 
The graph below represents the projected utilization rate for the 2019-2020 
school year. Projected capacity includes new schools in the new and 
developing communities and assumes closures in communities with excess 
capacity (see section 4.3). Projection by enrolment assumes current 
attendance patterns, which are subject to annual review and update. 
 

Projected 

 

Projected	Capacity	
Includes:	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Approved	

West	Springs	k‐6	(550)	

Ernest	Manning	High	
10‐12	(1800)	

	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Not	Approved	

Cougar	Ridge	k‐4	(600)	

West	Springs/Cougar	
Ridge	5‐9	(900)	

Springbank	Hill	k‐4	
(600)	

Springbank	Hill/	
Discovery	Ridge	5‐9	
(900)	
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4.3   Capacity 
 
Areas have been divided into four categories – A: additional capacity, B: status quo, C: capacity 
reduction, D: industrial/undeveloped. Residential districts with excess capacity have been identified 
using CBE’s planning principles recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature neighbourhoods. 
Communities with potential excess capacity are analyzed in detail following the map. 
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Within Area IV (south of the Bow River, west of Crowchild Trail, east of 
Sarcee Trail and north of Glenmore Trail) there are five schools that 
accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program students. Three 
schools are needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular 
program students over the long term even with the increased density of the 
Canada Lands redevelopment.   
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential districts of Bankview, 
Richmond, South Calgary and Sunalta that accommodate kindergarten to 
grade six regular program students. One school is needed to accommodate 
kindergarten to grade six regular program students over the long term. 
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential districts of Inglewood 
and Ramsay that accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program 
students.  One school is needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six 
regular program students over the long term.  
 
 
Area IV Alternative Programs with Enrolment of 100+ Students 
Traditional Learning Centre – Glamorgan 
French Immersion – William Reid, Westgate, Elboya, Bishop Pinkham, 
Western Canada 
Spanish Bilingual – Westgate 
Montessori – Killarney 
Piitoayis Family School – Colonel Walker 
Juno Beach Academy of Canadian Studies – Lord Shaughnessy  
National Sport Academy - Central Memorial 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and new alternative programs 
will be considered on an annual basis. 
 
Area IV Specialized Programs with Enrolment of 50+ Students 
National Sport School 
Home Education 
Discovering Choices 
Westbrook Outreach 
Dr. Oakley 
Emily Follensbee 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

System Student 
Accommodation 
Planning Criteria 
 
balance among 
equity, access, 
excellence and 
choice 
 
minimum 
disruption 
 
learning 
continuum 
 
schools and 
programs in the 
right places 
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4.4 Facility Condition Assessment 
 
Renewal Capital Asset Planning Process (RECAPP) 
 
The Province undertakes a rolling condition assessment 
of CBE schools on a five-year-basis as part of the 
RECAPP.  The RECAPP audits evaluate architectural, 
mechanical, electrical, and other components of 
facilities.  A summary listing of the RECAPP overall 
condition rating of schools in Area IV are shown in the 
chart. 
 

Area IV 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

A.E. Cross  1,066 58% 1964 Good 

Alexander Ferguson  227 91% 1956 Acceptable 

Altadore  301 88% 1952 Acceptable 

Alternative  170 125% 1956 Acceptable 

Banting and Best  304 78% 1980 Good 

Battalion Park  634 101% 2007 Not Rated 

Bel-Aire  131 Leased 1965 Good 

Bishop Pinkham  797 60% 1964 Acceptable 

Central Memorial  1,795 98% 1968 Acceptable 

Clem Gardner  738 Leased 1965 Good 

Colonel Walker  783 30% 1912 Acceptable 

Connaught* 593 31% 1911 Good 

Dr. Carl Safran  470 Admin 1908 Not Rated 

Dr. Oakley  679 20% 1959 Acceptable 

Earl Grey  274 68% 1952 Acceptable 

Elbow Park  248 85% 1919 Acceptable 

Elboya  442 114% 1953 Marginal 

Emily Follensbee  375 54% 1964 Acceptable 

Erlton  40 Admin 1961 Not Rated 

Ernest Manning  1,771 72% 1964 Marginal 

Glamorgan  655 49% 1958 Good 

Glenbrook  500 51% 1959 Acceptable 

Glendale  305 85% 1956 Acceptable 

Glenmeadows  317 Leased 1959 Acceptable 

Jennie Elliott  649 77% 1962 Acceptable 

Killarney  324 53% 1954 Acceptable 

King Edward  923 Closed 1910 Not Rated 

Knob Hill  253 Leased 1959 Marginal 

Condition Rating 
 
Good  
Meets all present 
requirements; no deficiencies. 
 
Acceptable  
Meets present requirements, 
has minor deficiencies.  
Average 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Marginal  
Meets minimum requirements; 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have above average 
operating maintenance costs. 
 
Poor  
Does not meet requirements, 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have high 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Critical  
Unsafe; high risk of injury or 
critical system failure. 
 
Not Rated 
Not Rated by RECAPP. 
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Area IV 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Lakeview  450 Leased 1961 Poor 

Lord Shaughnessy  970 21% 1966 Acceptable 

Mount Royal  438 67% 1952 Acceptable 

Ogden  619 Leased 1961 Good 

Olympic Heights  630 107% 1991 Acceptable 

Ramsay  302 29% 1913 Acceptable 

Richmond  303 49% 1950 Poor 

Rideau Park  442 117% 1930 Acceptable 

Riverbend  548 69% 1995 Acceptable 

Rosscarrock  394 39% 1960 Acceptable 

Sherwood  993 54% 1956 Marginal 

Sir James Lougheed  227 44% 1957 Acceptable 

Spruce Cliff  276 Leased 1963 Poor 

Sunalta  605 59% 1922 Acceptable 

Vincent Massey  930 71% 1955 Poor 

Viscount Bennett  1821 Leased/Admin 1954 Acceptable 

W.H. Cushing Workplace  125 70% 1996 Not Rated 

Western Canada  2,180 98% 1928 Acceptable 

Westgate  675 83% 1960 Acceptable 

Wildwood  552 91% 1956 Acceptable 

William Reid  224 92% 1954 Acceptable 

Windsor Park  198 Leased/Admin 1956 Good 
*School was modernized after RECAPP rating was established
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4.5  Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 50 facilities in Area IV, 45 of these facilities are 40 
years old or older. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
In Area IV, four schools have been identified for replacement or 
modernization in the School Capital Plan (2011-2014). 
 

Priority School Project Description 
Cost 
(2009 prices) 

1 Lord Shaughnessy Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and electrical 
systems, hazardous material abatement 

$6 million 

11 Altadore Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and electrical 
systems, barrier-free 

$14 million 

14 Sherwood Upgrades to facility site, building envelope, interior spaces, 
mechanical, and electrical systems, CTS equipment 

$14 million 

18 A.E. Cross Upgrades to building envelope, interior spaces, 
mechanical, and electrical systems, hazardous material 
abatement, barrier free items 

$14 million 

 
 
4.6 Modular Units 
 
Future new modular units, modular moves, and demolitions in this Area 
will be on an as required basis. 
 

Colonel Walker School 

Battalion Park School 
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5.1  Population 
 
Area V is comprised of 47 residential communities located in the 
southwest and southeast part of the City.  Many of the established 
communities are experiencing slow or declining growth, whereas the new 
and developing areas in the south and southeast are experiencing high   
growth rates.  The new and developing communities are expected to 
increase 52,800-58,400 residents over the next five years. 
 

New and Developing 
Community 

2009 
Population 

Projected 
Population 

Occupied 
Housing 

Units 

Build-Out 
Housing 

Units 

% Build-Out 
Based On 

Housing Units 
Auburn Bay 3,466 18,950 1,150 6,860 17% 
Bridlewood 10,989 11,700 3,825 4,280 89% 
Chaparral 10,537 12,500 3,273 4,240 77% 
Copperfield 5,609 12,850 2,046 4,400 47% 
Cranston 9,140 21,500 3,288 8,230 40% 
Evergreen 18,148 20,850 6,251 7,470 84% 
Legacy 0 17,500 0 5,740 0% 
Mahogany 11 31,900 4 12,140 0% 
McKenzie Towne 14,068 17,500 5,574 7,190 78% 
New Brighton 5,142 12,850 1,762 4,180 42% 
Seton 0 2,350 0 1,200 0% 
Silverado 2,620 16,950 928 6,150 15% 
Southeast Policy Plan – Other 0 41,100 0 13,480 0% 
Walden 0 17,500 1 3,510 0% 
West Macleod ASP 0 28,000 0 9,180 0% 

Total 79,730 242,900 28,102 98,250  

Change in Population 
April 2008 to April 2009 

(+/- 100) 
Silverado  +1,312 
Cranston  +1,262 

New Brighton  +1,200 
Auburn Bay  +1,142 
Evergreen  +1,125 

Bridlewood  +1,022 
McKenzie Towne  +950 

Copperfield  +937 
Chaparral  +886 
Haysboro  +400 

Millrise  +363 
Lake Bonavista  +279 

 
Pump Hill  -101  
Deer Run  -103 

Acadia  -123  
 McKenzie Lake  -164 
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5.2 Utilization 
 
A summary of Area utilization by enrolment and residence follows.  Area 
utilization by “residence” identifies the number of students residing in an 
Area, expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students attending unique settings and outreach programs). Area utilization 
by “enrolment” identifies the number of students attending schools in an 
Area expressed as a percentage of the total capacity (enrolment includes 
students outside of CBE’s boundary). 
 
The graph below represents the utilization rate as of September 30, 2009 
using the provincial formula. The provincial formula is based on square 
metres of space, exemptions for full-time leases and administrative use, and 
weighted enrolment which makes allowance for kindergarten at full-time 
equivalent and special education students at 3:1. In Area V, there are 
284,452 square metres of operating school space accommodating 25,607 
full-time equivalent students. 
 

Current 
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City of Calgary population growth in Area V is projected to increase 
between 95,400 and 105,000 people capturing 49.3% of the growth in new 
and developing areas over the next decade. 
 
The graph below represents the projected utilization rate for the 2019-2020 
school year. Projected capacity includes new schools in the new and 
developing communities and assumes closures in communities with excess 
capacity (see section 5.3). Projection by enrolment assumes current 
attendance patterns, which are subject to annual review and update. 
 

Projected 

 
 

 

Projected	Capacity	
Includes:	

	

Additional	Capacity	
Approved	

Bridlewood	k‐6	(600)	

Cranston	k‐4	(550)	

Evergreen	k‐4	(550)	

Additional	Capacity	Not	
Approved	

Copperfield	k‐4	(600)	

New	Brighton	k‐4	(600)	

Copperfield/New	
Brighton	5‐9	(900)	

Cranston	5‐9	(900)	

Evergreen	5‐9	(900)	

McKenzie	Towne	5‐9	
(900)	

Centennial	High	School	
(Additional	Wing)			10‐
12	(400)	

Auburn	Bay	k‐4	(600)	

SE	High	School	10‐12	
(1800)	

Silverado	k‐4	(600)	
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5.3   Capacity 
 
Areas have been divided into four categories – A: additional capacity, B: status quo, C: capacity 
reduction, D: industrial/undeveloped. Residential districts with excess capacity have been identified 
using CBE’s planning principles recognizing the need to maintain schools in mature neighbourhoods. 
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There are two elementary schools in the residential district of Haysboro. 
On March 2, 2010, the Board of Trustees approved the closure of Eugene 
Coste School effective June 30, 2010. The provincial capacity of Eugene 
Coste School is 647 student spaces. 
 
There are three elementary schools in the residential districts of Diamond 
Cove, Deer Ridge, Deer Run and Queensland.  On February 2, 2010, the 
Board of Trustees approved the closure of Queensland Downs School 
effective June 30, 2010. The provincial capacity of Queensland Downs 
School is 344 student spaces. 
 
There are two elementary schools in the residential districts of Braeside 
and Cedarbrae that accommodate regular program students.  One school is 
needed to accommodate kindergarten to grade six regular program students 
over the long term.  
 
 
Area V Alternative Programs with Enrolment of 100+ Students 
Traditional Learning Centres – Le Roi Daniels, Fairview, Henry Wise 
Wood 
French Immersion – Chinook Park, Sam Livingston, Sundance, Janet 
Johnstone, Fairview, Harold Panabaker, Dr. E.P. Scarlett 
Spanish Bilingual – Canyon Meadows, Robert Warren 
Montessori – Lake Bonavista 
Science – Louis Riel 
Arts-Centred Learning – Willow Park, Lord Beaverbrook 
 
Expansion of existing alternative programs and new alternative programs 
will be considered on an annual basis. 
 
Area V Specialized Programs with Enrolment of 50+ Students 
William Roper Hull 

System Student 
Accommodation 
Planning Criteria 
 
balance among 
equity, access, 
excellence and 
choice 
 
minimum 
disruption 
 
learning 
continuum 
 
schools and 
programs in the 
right places 
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5.4 Facility Condition Assessment 
 
Renewal Capital Asset Planning 
Process (RECAPP) 
 
The Province undertakes a rolling 
condition assessment of CBE schools 
on a five-year-basis as part of the 
RECAPP.  The RECAPP audits 
evaluate the architectural, mechanical, 
electrical, and other components of 
facilities.  A summary listing of the 
RECAPP overall condition rating of 
schools is shown in this graph. 
 

Area V 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Acadia  554 77% 1963 Good 

Alice M. Curtis  407 Leased 1964 Acceptable 

Andrew Davison  483 Leased 1961 Marginal 

Andrew Sibbald  410 101% 1971 Good 

Braeside  543 42% 1968 Acceptable 

Canyon Meadows  479 80% 1971 Good 

Cedarbrae  314 56% 1976 Acceptable 

Centennial  1,807 98% 2004 Not Rated 

Chaparral  506 92% 2006 Not Rated 

Chinook Park  630 73% 1960 Acceptable 

David Thompson  937 75% 1962 Acceptable 

Deer Run  453 55% 1981 Good 

Douglasdale  525 70% 2006 Not Rated 

Dr. E.P. Scarlett  1,760 95% 1969 Acceptable 

Dr. Norman Bethune  415 Closed 1972 Acceptable 

Ethel M. Johnson  446 90% 1966 Acceptable 

Eugene Coste  647 56% 1959 Acceptable 

Fairview  1,140 62% 1960 Acceptable 

Fish Creek  614 98% 1992 Acceptable 

Fred Seymour  331 Leased 1969 Acceptable 

Harold Panabaker  595 76% 1964 Acceptable 

Haultain Memorial  332 97% 1980 Acceptable 

Haysboro  320 35% 1959 Good 

Henry Wise Wood  1,946 77% 1961 Marginal 

Janet Johnstone  473 79% 1982 Acceptable 

John Ware  516 78% 1968 Acceptable 

Condition Rating 
 
Good  
Meets all present requirements; 
no deficiencies. 
 
Acceptable  
Meets present requirements, 
has minor deficiencies.  
Average operating/maintenance 
costs. 
 
Marginal  
Meets minimum requirements; 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have above average 
operating maintenance costs. 
 
Poor  
Does not meet requirements, 
has significant deficiencies.  
May have high 
operating/maintenance costs. 
 
Critical  
Unsafe; high risk of injury or 
critical system failure. 
 
Not Rated 
Not Rated by RECAPP. 
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Area V 

School 
2009 

Capacity 
2009-2010 
Utilization 

Year 
Built 

RECAPP 
Rating 

Kingsland  610 Admin 1958 Acceptable 

Lake Bonavista  308 86% 1969 Acceptable 

Le Roi Daniels  371 90% 1963 Acceptable 

Lord Beaverbrook  2,415 89% 1966 Acceptable 

Louis Riel  936 59% 1971 Acceptable 

Maple Ridge  400 56% 1967 Acceptable 

McKenzie Lake  608 91% 1995 Acceptable 

McKenzie Towne  602 42% 2009 Not Rated 

Midnapore  543 102% 1978 Acceptable 

MidSun  843 97% 1998 Good 

Mountain Park  954 90% 2006 Not Rated 

Nellie McClung  452 85% 1969 Acceptable 

Nickle  779 82% 1970 Acceptable 

Prince of Wales  384 90% 1976 Acceptable 

Queensland Downs  344 50% 1976 Acceptable 

R.T. Alderman  843 69% 1966 Acceptable 

Robert Warren* 493 69% 1974 Acceptable 

Sam Livingston  528 92% 1972 Good 

Samuel W. Shaw  731 74% 2009 Not Rated 

Somerset  395 79% 2003 Not Rated 

Southwood  525 Leased 1962 Acceptable 

Sundance  473 106% 1982 Good 

Willow Park  766 81% 1965 Acceptable 

Wilma Hansen  747 66% 1983 Good 

Woodbine  460 72% 1981 Good 

Woodlands  409 70% 1980 Good 

Woodman  1,018 67% 1960 Acceptable 
 *School was modernized after RECAPP rating was established 
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# of Schools in Area V
by Decade
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5.5 Modernization Needs 
 
There are currently 53 facilities in Area V, 25 of these facilities are 40 
years old or older. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
In Area V, seven schools have been identified for modernization in the 
School Capital Plan (2011-2014). 

Priority School Project Description 
Cost 

(2009 prices) 
3 Lord Beaverbrook Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and 

electrical systems, hazardous material 
abatement 

$29 million 

6 Robert Warren Upgrades to building envelope, interior 
spaces, and mechanical and electrical 
systems 

$4.5 million 

7 Nickle Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical and 
electrical systems, barrier-free (elevator) 

$14 million 

9 Fairview Upgrades to building envelope, interior 
spaces, mechanical and electrical systems 

$14 million 

10 Louis Riel Upgrades to building envelope, interior 
spaces, mechanical and electrical systems 

$14 million 

20 Henry Wise Wood Upgrades to facility site, building envelope, 
interior spaces, mechanical, and electrical 
systems, hazardous material abatement, 
barrier free items 

$29 million 

21 Woodman Upgrades to interior spaces, mechanical, 
and electrical systems, hazardous material 
abatement, barrier free items 

$14 million 

 

Henry Wise Wood High School 
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5.6 Modular Units 
 
As part of the Three-Year Modular Accommodation Strategy, the 
following are planned to be undertaken for Area V schools: 

• Demolish two portable units at Dr. Norman Bethune School without 
replacement. 

• Demolish two portables units at Midnapore School without 
replacement. 

• Add six new modular units at McKenzie Towne School. 
• Add four existing units from other schools to David Thompson School. 
 
Future new modular units, modular moves, and demolitions in this Area 
will be on an as required basis. 
 

Cranston School 



Municipal Community Code Definitions 

ABB Abbeydale 
ACA Acadia 
ALB Albert Park/Radisson Hts 
ALT Altadore 
APP Applewood Park 
ARB Arbour Lake 
ASP Aspen Woods 
AUB Auburn Bay 
BNF Banff Trail 
BNK Bankview 
BYV Bayview 
BED Beddington Hts 
BEL Bel-Aire 
BLN Beltline 
BDO Bonavista Downs 
BOW-N Bowness-N 
BOW-S Bowness-S 
BRA Braeside 
BRE Brentwood 
BRD Bridgeland/Riverside 
BRI Bridlewood 
BRT Britannia 
CAM Cambrian Hts 
CAN Canyon Meadows 
CAP Capitol Hill 
CAS Castleridge 
CED Cedarbrae 
CFC CFB – Currie 
CFL CFB - Lincoln Park PMQ 
CHA Chaparral 
CHW-N Charleswood-N 
CHW-S Charleswood-S 
CHN Chinatown 
CHK Chinook Park 
CHR Christie Park 
CIT Citadel 
CLI Cliff Bungalow 
COA Coach Hill 
COL Collingwood 
CPF Copperfield 
COR Coral Springs 
CGR Cougar Ridge 
CHV Country Hills Village 
COU-N Country Hills-N 
COU-S Country Hills-S 
COV Coventry Hills 
CRA Cranston 
CRE Crescent Hts 
CRM Crestmont 
DAL Dalhousie 
DRG Deer Ridge 
DRN Deer Run 
DIA Diamond Cove 
DIS Discovery Ridge 
DDG Douglasdale/Glen 
DOV Dover 
DNC Downtown Commercial Core 
DNE Downtown East Village 
DNW Downtown West End 
EAG Eagle Ridge 
EMC East Macleod (ASP) 
EAU Eau Claire 
EDG Edgemont 
EPK Elbow Park 
EYA Elboya 
ERI Erin Woods 
ERL Erlton 
EVN Evanston 
EVE Evergreen 
FAI Fairview 

FAL Falconridge 
FHT Forest Heights 
FLN Forest Lawn 
GLA Glamorgan 
GBK Glenbrook 
GDL Glendale 
GRV-N Greenview-N 
GRV-S Greenview-S 
GRE Greenwood/Greenbriar 
HAM Hamptons 
HAR Harvest Hills 
HAW Hawkwood 
HAY Haysboro 
HID Hidden Valley 
HPK Highland Park 
HIW Highwood 
HIL Hillhurst 
HOU Hnsfld Hts/Briar Hill 
HUN Huntington Hills 
ING Inglewood 
KEL Kelvin Grove 
KIL Killarney/Glengarry 
KCA Kincora 
KIN Kingsland 
LKB Lake Bonavista 
LKV Lakeview 
LPK Lincoln Park 
LMR Lower Mount Royal 
LYX Lynx Ridge 
MAC MacEwan Glen 
MAH Mahogany 
MAN Manchester 
MPL Maple Ridge 
MRL Marlborough 
MPK Marlborough Park 
MRT Martindale 
MAF Mayfair 
MAL Mayland Heights 
MCK McKenzie Lake 
MCT McKenzie Towne 
MEA Meadowlark Park 
MID Midnapore 
MLR Millrise 
MIS Mission 
MOR Monterey Park 
MON Montgomery 
MOP Mount Pleasant 
NEB New Brighton 
NOL Nolan Hill 
NGM-N North Glenmore Park-N 
NGM-S North Glenmore Park-S 
NHV North Haven 
NHU North Haven Upper 
OAK Oakridge 
OGD Ogden 
PAL Palliser 
PAN Panorama Hills 
PKD Parkdale 
PKH Parkhill 
PKL Parkland 
PAT Patterson 
PEN Penbrooke Meadows 
PIN Pineridge 
POI Point Mckay 
PUM Pump Hill 
QPK Queen’s Park Village 
QLD Queensland 
RAM Ramsay 
RAN Ranchlands 
RED Red Carpet 

REN Renfrew 
RIC-E Richmond-E 
RIC-W Richmond-W 
RID Rideau Park 
RIV Riverbend 
ROC Rocky Ridge 
RDL Rosedale 
RMT Rosemont 
RCK Rosscarrock 
ROX Roxboro 
ROY Royal Oak 
RUN Rundle 
RUT Rutland Park 
SAD Saddle Ridge 
SRI Saddle Ridge Industrial 
SGH Sage Hill 
SAN Sandstone Valley 
SCA Scarboro 
SSW Scarboro/ Sunalta West 
SCE Scenic Acres 
SET Seton 
SHG Shaganappi 
SHS Shawnee Slopes 
SHN Shawnessy 
SHW Sherwood 
SIG Signal Hill 
SIL Silver Springs 
SVO Silverado 
SKR Skyview Ranch 
SOM Somerset 
SOC South Calgary 
SMC South Macleod ASP 
SOV Southview 
SOW Southwood 
SPH Springbank Hill 
SPR Spruce Cliff 
STA St. Andrews Hts 
STR Strathcona Park 
SNA Sunalta 
SDC Sundance 
SSD Sunnyside 
TAR Taradale 
TEM Temple 
THO-N Thorncliffe-N 
THO-S Thorncliffe-S 
TUS Tuscany 
TUX Tuxedo Park 
UNI University Heights 
UOC University of Calgary 
UMR Upper Mount Royal 
VAL Valley Ridge 
VAR Varsity 
VIS Vista Heights 
WAL Walden 
WHL-E West Hillhurst-E 
WHL-W West Hillhurst-W 
WSP West Springs 
WGT Westgate 
WHI Whitehorn 
WLD Wildwood 
WIL Willow Park 
WND Windsor Park 
WIN Winston Hts/Mntview 
WBN Woodbine 
WOO Woodlands
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