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COMMITTEE CHARGE

The Infrastructure & Finance sub-committee will 
focus on recommendations related to investments 
in the upkeep of existing schools and the district 
debt capacity.



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Recommendation 1:

1 Lincoln Public Schools should move 
forward with the Everett Elementary 
School and Park Middle School Indoor 
Air Quality (IAQ) projects as planned 
within Tier 1 of the LPS 10-Year 
Facilities & Infrastructure Plan.

2  



1
2
3 The district is committed to providing safe, secure, and 

comfortable learning environments for students and 
staff.  The Everett Elementary School and Park Middle 
School projects will complete a cycle of “total” facility 
upgrades for all LPS school facilities.  This 
commitment has taken several years to complete, and 
should continue to be a priority as facility “life cycles” 
progress.

Rationale 1: 



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2:

Lincoln Public Schools should at a 
minimum, invest/dedicate 10-20% of 
any future Bond Election proceeds 
toward infrastructure projects.  This 
should include net proceeds and 
potential savings as accumulated 
throughout the process.



The district has done an outstanding job 
maintaining facilities, which has established an 
expectation in the community.  This dedication to 
cleaning, maintenance, and operations also 
provides a consistent “final product” regarding 
energy savings, building use efficiencies, and 
maximization of dollars invested.

Rationale 2: 



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3:

Lincoln Public Schools should plan to 
fund the next bond issue within the 
existing bond levy of 16.1 cents.  
Based on our analysis, the bond issue 
could range from $250-290 million.



LPS is fortunate to have debt rolling off that can be 
replaced to fund ongoing facility and infrastructure 
needs.  The range of $250-290 million is much less 
than the identified needs.  The district should 
maximize all available dollars, aiming toward the 
highest end of the range while remaining within the 
existing bond fund levy of 16.1 cents.  In addition, 
the district should consider future needs and 
available funding for future bond issues.

Rationale 3: 
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COMMITTEE CHARGE

The Early Childhood and Community Learning 
Centers sub-committee will focus on 
recommendations related to investments in spaces 
for early childhood education and community 
learning centers.



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Recommendation 1:

1 LPS should use all existing space to develop 
additional early childhood classrooms and 
add classrooms to existing elementary 
schools where physically possible. 
Consideration should be given to adding early 
childhood classrooms to each new facility 
when designing new elementary schools, 
middle schools and high schools.



Rationale 1: 
● Each year, there are nearly 700 children on the waitlist to participate in the district’s early 

childhood preschool program. There are currently 66 classrooms, each with a maximum 
capacity of 20 children.  

● Currently, there is no conclusive academic advantage for a full-day preschool program 
over a half-day preschool program. Further study of the effectiveness of the full-day 
program is warranted and additional data may show a different result. 

● Children ages 3-5 with disabilities must have access to participate in a regular early 
childhood setting with their non-disabled peers.  The number of children with disabilities 
in this age group continues to grow. By law, the district is required to provide these 
services for children with disabilities.  

● The current cost to construct a 1,400 square foot preschool classroom at an existing 
elementary school  is estimated to be between $300,000 to $400,000.  

● In order to provide a preschool opportunity for all children on the waitlist, 18 additional 
classrooms would be necessary, which would allow for 36 additional half-day sessions. 



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2:

LPS should, in the future and as quickly as 
financially possible, build a 10-classroom 
standalone early childhood facility for the 
early childhood preschool program with 
adequate ground for expansion, and add 
more classrooms as the LPS student 
population continues to  grow. 



Rationale 2: 
● The district is significantly short of existing classrooms for the early childhood 

preschool program and the need for additional classrooms will only increase as 
LPS continues to grow in student population.  In some elementary schools, 
existing preschool classroom locations have to be relocated when additional 
K-5 sections are needed. 

● Transportation is available for all preschoolers.  Each year, approximately 75% 
of the children enrolled in the early childhood preschool program are eligible for 
free/reduced meals, which is significantly higher than the district’s free/reduced 
rate. Making transportation available for all preschoolers removes a barrier that 
would prevent many families and children from participating in the district’s early 
childhood preschool program. Because transportation is available for all 
preschoolers, a centrally located stand-alone facility will allow for more efficient 
transportation.



Rationale 2 Continued: 
● The cost to add a ten-classroom standalone early childhood facility is 

approximately $7,750,000. In addition to ten classrooms, this facility would 
include space for administration offices, library, kitchen, restroom facilities, 
multi-purpose area and custodial space. 

● Many of the existing elementary schools with the largest waiting lists are land 
locked and do not have the physical space for additional early childhood 
classrooms.

● As new elementary, middle and high schools are designed, there should be a 
strong consideration for adding early childhood classrooms to the design for 
new facilities.



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3:

1 As LPS continues to grow, and school enrollment shifts, LPS 
should continue to determine which schools will qualify for 
CLC programming. Currently, there are five schools that are 
at or near the 40% threshold for free and reduced lunch. In 
order to ensure that these schools have adequate 
programming for students and families, we recommend that 
LPS continue to look for outside partnerships to support 
funding for CLCs. We also recommend that LPS apply for the 
federal 21st Century Community Learning Centers grant 
funding anytime a school exceeds the 40% free and reduced 
lunch level to expand the CLC program at that school.



Rationale 3: 
● CLCs provide students and families the opportunity to thrive academically before 

and after school. There are currently five schools throughout the district that are at 
or near the 40% free or reduced lunch threshold used to determine where CLCs 
are placed.

● LPS has various community partners and grants that assist with funding CLC 
programs within the district. Extending the search for partners and grants will 
provide more possibilities for students and will possibly streamline funding 
concerns in the future.

● CLCs provide students within the schools the opportunity to engage in before and 
after school programming, and a safe and educational space for all children.

● Currently several CLC programs do not have adequate space to store materials 
required to provide a meaningful experience to students. In addition to storage 
space, CLC leadership needs a private space to meet with families and school 
personnel.
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COMMITTEE CHARGE

To develop recommendations related to the 
construction of new high school spaces; 
specifically what the district should build and where 
new facility(ies) should be located to accommodate 
current over capacity facilities and projected 
growth in high school student population over the 
next 7 – 10 years.



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Recommendation 1:   

What type of facilities should LPS invest in to accommodate 2,000 
additional high school students?

LPS should construct two high schools each with an initial capacity 
of 1,000 students, but designed and constructed with core facilities 
sufficient to accommodate a 2000 student population at full 
buildout. Core facilities include multipurpose/cafeteria area, 
kitchen, library/media center, administration-office space, and 
student common services/locker area.  Also initial gymnasium and 
other sports related facilities should be built to accommodate 
student capacity at full buildout and an auditorium/theatre built 
consistent with 2000 student high school model.  



Recommendation 1 Continued:   
What type of facilities should LPS invest in to accommodate 2,000 
additional high school students?

LPS should construct the new high school(s) with core facilities 
consistent with the six existing high schools but without the same 
student capacity, subject to future capacity needs and expansion 
plans. As student population grows, classroom/instruction space 
can be added to accommodate more students. Ultimately at full 
buildout 2,000 student high schools are important to create the 
critical mass necessary to offer a full range of student learning 
experiences and yet small enough for faculty and administration to 
maintain a personal connection with students and their parents.



Recommendation 1 Continued:   
What type of facilities should LPS invest in to accommodate 2,000 
additional high school students?

LPS should target an initial facility size of 230,000 sq. ft. 
and master-planned to expand the square footage to a 
total of approx. 360,000 sq. ft. over time to serve up to 
2,000 students.



Capacity: Current high school enrollment stands at 12,542 students or 
approximately 1,000 students over current facility capacity. Growth 
projections anticipate 13,442 high school students by 2024.  Two 1,000 
student high schools constructed by 2023, would accommodate existing 
students and provide for projected mid-term growth.  If the new facilities 
are constructed to be expanded to 2,000 students, Lincoln should have 
capacity to accommodate high school student growth well in to the future 
subject to new construction financing capacity and approval.  Capacity 
needs exist specifically in the Southeast and Northwest quadrants of the 
city.  The three largest high schools are Lincoln High, East High and 
North Star.

Rationale 1: 



Geographic Growth: Lincoln is experiencing growth in 
all quadrants.  Growth is especially strong in the 
east/southeast areas with another concentration of 
growth in the north/northwest areas.  Two new high 
school facilities would allow LPS to provide 
approximate access to students and families in two 
growth areas of the city.  A single new facility would not 
address the overall geographical population growth 
projected for Lincoln.

Rationale 1 Continued: 



Community Centers:  Because high school facilities 
serve as community centers operating well beyond the 
normal school hours and are closely connected to the 
surrounding community, LPS Board of Education 
needs to be cognizant of this important role and 
continue to insure future facilities are located to serve 
all residents including students.

Rationale 1 Continued: 



Facility Equity: Two new high school facilities with initial capacity of 
1,000 students each expandable to serve up to at least 2,000 students 
each would continue LPS’s practice of providing facility equity across all 
high school facilities. Facility equity has been a strong theme throughout 
discussion of the 2018 High School Task Force and the current SFAC 
New High School Subcommittee.

Building one or more non-comprehensive high schools was considered 
but rejected by our subcommittee. Building less than a comprehensive 
high school with fewer amenities did not reduce overall construction cost 
by an adequate amount.  Also building a non-comprehensive high school 
would be a significant departure from our community’s long history of 
creating equity in our facilities.

Rationale 1 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2: 
In which quadrant(s) of the city should additional high school capacity 
be added? 

1 LPS should add new high school 
capacity in the northwest and 
southeast quadrants of the city.



While all quadrants of the City continue to show residential growth, the 
south and east areas are currently experiencing the strongest growth.  
These areas are also projected for strong growth under the City’s 2040 
Comprehensive growth plan. Extending sanitary sewer south in the 
Stevens Creek Watershed and construction of the South Beltway will 
continue to open up new areas for residential growth.  Both East High 
and Southeast High are currently over capacity (East High 129% and 
Southeast 105%).
 
Southeast Lincoln is an obvious choice for a new high school.

Rationale 2: 



North central Lincoln and northwest Lincoln currently have large student populations. North 
Star High School opened its doors in 2003 to 1,150 students, and is now at 2,202 enrollment 
or 123%   of capacity.  Lincoln’s oldest high school, Lincoln High with 2304 students is 
Lincoln’s largest high school currently at 117% capacity.  Both schools draw students from 
north and west Lincoln. Air Park has a high population of high school students.  A high school 
located in the northwest quadrant would be more accessible to students in Air Park and 
Fallbrook, and would also draw students from west Lincoln, and south of O Street.  The 
upgrade of Highway 77 bypass to freeway status will improve access from new residential 
development in southwest Lincoln to the northwest quadrant.
 
Similar to the southeast quadrant, the northwest quadrant presents a compelling choice for a 
new high school. New high schools in the northwest and southeast quadrants will help meet 
Lincoln’s needs for high school facilities in the near term.

Rationale 2 Continued: 



While there has been growth in east Lincoln north of O Street 
(Waterford, east Holdrege and east Adams Street areas) the Stevens 
Creek floodplain limits growth east of Stevens Creek and north to 
Cornhusker Highway and plans are in place to extend the sewer line 
south of O Street. Lincoln Northeast High School currently has the 
capacity for more students as current enrollment is less than 100% of 
capacity.
 
The southwest quadrant was not selected due to lower growth as 
measured by building permits compared to other quadrants.

Rationale 2 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3: 
What are your top three priorities in order of importance?

● LPS should build two high schools strategically located in 
geographic areas of growth which is key to serving students 
and families and addressing LPS current needs for additional 
high school capacity.

●

● LPS should continue facility equity in planning for new high 
schools.

●

● LPS should design schools with as much flexibility as 
possible.
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COMMITTEE CHARGE



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Recommendation 1:

1 LPS should construct additional district 
athletics and activities facilities.



The current LPS athletic and activities facilities have limitations that 
create scheduling stresses and event conflicts with the current schools.  
The highest priority needs for the school district is for varsity level 
playing fields for the following sports categorized by priority: 

1)  Football & Soccer
2) Softball, Baseball, Track & Field

One or two additional high schools will add many more teams and 
events and the current facilities are insufficient to accommodate that 
expansion; thus, the committee feels that investment in athletic and 
activity facilities is required.

Rationale 1: 



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2:

1 LPS should enhance/improve athletics 
facilities at each of the existing high 
schools to create equity and address 
needs.



Based on feedback by current high school athletics directors, 
enhancements such as installation of synthetic turf on practice fields 
and improvements to current facilities (concessions/restrooms) 
would have the greatest impact for programs at the existing high 
schools and would address equity concerns for all high schools in 
the district.

Rationale 2: 



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3:

1 LPS should co-locate new athletic 
facilities with the proposed new high 
school(s) due to cost savings of 
co-located versus stand-alone facilities.



When exploring the question of a stand-alone complex versus a 
complex co-located near a high school, the subcommittee learned 
that co-locating an athletic complex with an existing high school 
could save an estimated $4 million in construction costs of duplicate 
facilities.  The cost savings from co-locating can be used to support 
other needs at existing high schools.

Rationale 3: 
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COMMITTEE CHARGE

This committee will focus on 
recommendations related to new focus 
programs and/or enhancements to our 
existing programs related to the 
physical space and facility needs of the 
program.



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Recommendation 1:

1 LPS should identify focus programs to 
be located in any new high school and 
determine facility requirements.



Rationale 1: 
Benefits of Focus Programs:
● Provide students with an engaged learning opportunity.  Students 

who are engaged are more likely to be hopeful.
● Provide a sense of community – Students of like-mindedness in 

a focus program become a neighborhood within the larger high 
school community.

● Give students an opportunity to explore various careers.
● Students who participate in focus programs have higher 

graduation rates and standardized test scores (ACT/SAT).



Rationale 1: New focus areas LPS has explored:
o   Agribusiness
o   Agricultural (or Urban Ag)
o   Architectural & Engineering Design
o   Aviation/Flight
o   Biotechnology
o   Business/Finance
o   College Prep/Early College
o   Engineering
o   Entrepreneurship
o   Environmental Studies
o   Health Professions
o   STEM
o   Urban Planning



Rationale 1: 
What percentage of high school students do we believe will access programs outside of 
their home high school?

For each school, a significant percentage of students attend outside of their attendance boundary.  



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2:

1 LPS should evaluate existing high 
schools which do not currently have a 
focus program and identify focus 
programs to be located in each school, 
taking into account current facilities, 
current curriculum or extracurricular 
focus, private-public partnership 
opportunities, etc. of each high school.



Currently LPS focus programs: 

● Arts and Humanities (643 S. 25th Street – across from Lincoln High)

● Science Focus Program (commonly referred to as ‘Zoo School’)

● International Baccalaureate (Lincoln High)

● AFJROTC (Northeast)

● The Career Academy 
(12 Career Pathways – Ag/Bioscience, Business Entrepreneurship, Construction, 
Criminal Justice, Culinary, Early Childhood Education, Engineering, Health Sciences, 
Information Tech, K-12 Education, Precision Machining, Welding)

Rationale 2: 



Add Text, an Image, or Chart

Rationale 2: 
What is the enrollment of our current Focus Programs and TCA?

2017-18 2018-19 % change

Arts & Humanities (A&H) 72 67 -7%

Science Focus (Zoo School) 104 94 -11%

The Career Academy (TCA) 368 483 +25%

International Baccalaureate 
(IB)

179 188 +5%

Air Force Junior ROTC 96 80 -20%

total 912



Do we have data/chart on student interest 
in focus programs?

Rationale 2: 



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3:

1 LPS should engage community 
organizations and businesses to assist 
in developing new focus programs that 
align with business/industry needs.



Rationale 3: 
● Duncan Aviation is currently working with the District to create a 

successful Aviation Focus Program. 

● The District should explore other opportunities to develop similar 
relationships with local industry leaders. 



Rationale 3: 
Organizations benefit because they…

● Enhance students’ skills – building a stronger workforce for the future.
● Identify, nurture, and recruit high-quality talent early.
● Enhance the organization’s image and visibility by providing a valued community 

service.

Schools benefit when partners…

● Tell classes about their business, profession or expertise.
● Mentor high school students.
● Provide internships and job training.
● Offer worksite tours & expose students and staff to state-of-the-art technology.
● Provide financial assistance, goods, and/or services to schools.
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COMMITTEE CHARGE

The New Elementary & Middle Schools and Alternative 
Grade Level Configurations sub-committee will focus 
on recommendations related to new construction 
and/or additions at the middle school and elementary 
levels.



Key Considerations



● We used the assumption that it will likely be 8 years before the next 
cycle of facilities investment; in that time another 3,500-4,000 
elementary and middle school students will need accommodation if the 
district growth continues at the same pace as past 12 years.

● The acceleration of South Beltway construction and the likely rezoning 
of land on NW 48th streets from commercial to residential are not fully 
recognized in the current City Comprehensive Plan but must be 
considered in planning facility needs.

● There is a willingness in the community to consider alternative grade 
configurations, especially a K-8 model, if students are likely to receive 
the same - rather than a perceived “less than” – experience.



● As the city grows in an ever-expanding diameter and multi-family 
housing becomes a greater proportion of housing in the city, it 
increases the challenge of determining the best location(s) for an 
elementary or middle school. 

● All areas of Lincoln have unique geographical and infrastructural 
features that affect planning of facilities, but the NW quadrant provides 
especially challenging issues with the airport, a large section of 
industrial area, a floodplain, two Interstates, and Highway 34.

● There is the potential for perceived inequity in elementary schools built 
in the past 30 years. Large schools built in west and north Lincoln tend 
to serve more ELL and free & reduced lunch students than smaller 
schools in south and southeast Lincoln.



RECOMMENDATION

ONE



Overall Statements

1. Each of the recommendations carries equal priority in the view of 
this subcommittee; there is no implied priority based on the order they 
are presented. 

2. The subcommittee provides general instruction as to the location 
and a general guess as to the size of recommended facilities, but the 
final recommendations regarding building sites and capacity of 
buildings should be informed by analyses conducted by LPS Facilities 
and Operations.

3. The subcommittee is proposing the addition of flexible-format 
facilities that would initially serve as K-8 attendance centers and could 
be repurposed to full elementary or middle schools in the future.

1.



Recommendation 1:

1 Northeast & East Lincoln
2
3 LPS should build a new elementary 

school east of 84th Street and north of 
“O” Street.



● There are existing concerns with elementary-aged 
children crossing 84th Street to attend Meadow 
Lane, Kahoa, Pershing and Norwood Park. 

● Recent completion of water and sewer infrastructure 
to Stevens Creek will open further development to 
the east of 84th street. 

Rationale 1: 



● The middle schools serving this area of town – Culler, 
Mickle, and Dawes - likely have the capacity needed for 
the next 7-10 years. However, it is likely a new middle 
school will be needed at that time if the city and this area 
continue the same pattern of growth. 

● The committee’s best guess is that this would likely need 
to be a 4-section elementary school to serve 
approximately 550 K-5 students.  

Rationale 1 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

TWO



Recommendation 2:

1 Southeast Lincoln
2
3 LPS should build a new elementary 

school south of Rokeby Road and east 
of 56th Street.



● This is a challenging area of town to predict where exactly 
growth will occur, but there is consensus that this will continue to 
be the fastest growing part of the city.

● There is the capacity to add 2 additional sections to Wysong 
(currently a 4-section school). However, there is consensus that 
a) that would not be enough capacity to meet the expected 
development in this area of the city, and b) the construction of 
the South Beltway will likely drive residential development further 
south at a faster rate than previously predicted. A new 6-section 
school should meet upcoming needs, but if not, the option to add 
the 2 additional sections to Wysong should be the first priority.

Rationale 2: 



● As water and sewer infrastructure to Stevens Creek 
has yet to commence south of “O” street, it is unlikely 
that there will be great demand for additional capacity 
between “O” street and Hwy 2 that can’t be met by 
Pyrtle, Maxey, and Kloefkorn. If this prediction proves 
incorrect, the first action suggested is to add the 
addition 3 sections to Kloefkorn as it currently only 
has 3 sections but was designed with core facilities to 
serve 6 sections.

Rationale 2 Continued: 



● With the opening of Moore Middle School, there is likely 
the capacity needed for the next 7-10 years. When 
additional facilities are needed, we suggest future 
groups consider the K-8 format facility recommended in 
other areas of the city in this report. 

● The committee’s best guess is that this would likely 
need to be a 6-section elementary school to serve 
approximately 820 K-5 students. 

Rationale 2 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

THREE



Recommendation 3:

1 South and Southwest Lincoln
2
3 LPS should build a new, flexible-platform 

facility that would open as a K-8 facility 
serving both elementary and middle 
school students south of Yankee Hill 
Road and west of 56th Street.



● There is a need for immediate relief for Scott Middle School and 
the need for additional elementary capacity given the pace of new 
development in this part of the city and the acceleration of the 
South Beltway construction, but it is uncertain if a both a full-size 
middle school and full-size elementary school are merited for the 
upcoming 7-10 year time period. 

● A flexible platform school would allow future planning groups and 
Board of Education members the ability to either maintain the 
facility as-is, convert to a full elementary school or convert to a full 
middle school depending on how growth and development occur in 
the impending decade. 

Rationale 3: 



● There is some evidence that K-8 facilities are beneficial to student 
achievement and the format has been adopted by districts in 
rapidly growing areas of Colorado – so there are models to study 
on how to make the facility provide a safe and developmentally 
appropriate learning environment for both young children and 
adolescents.

● The committee’s best guess is that this would likely need to be a 
4-section elementary school to serve approximately 550 K-5 
students and 450 middle school students.

Rationale 3 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

FOUR



Recommendation 4:

● West and Northwest Lincoln 
●
● LPS should build a new, small-format, 

flexible-platform facility that would open 
as a K-8 facility serving elementary 
students and middle school students 
north of Interstate-80 and west of Lincoln 
Airport.



Recommendation 4 Continued:

● West and Northwest Lincoln 
●
● LPS should build a new elementary 

school north of Superior Street and west 
of 40th Street.



● After consideration, there appears to be no feasible location to 
construct one facility that would serve the capacity needs of both 
north and west Lincoln. The areas of rapid development (North 
14th street and NW 48th near I-80) are separated by nearly 5 
miles, an airport, and a flood plain. 

● There is a need for immediate relief for Kooser Elementary School 
and Arnold Elementary and Schoo Middle School are all expected 
to be over capacity within 2 years. While neither area is expected 
to grow as rapidly as the south or southeast areas of town, both are 
continuing robust construction of homes and multi-family units. 

Rationale 4: 



● A small-version of the same flexible-format K-8 facility recommended for 
south Lincoln makes sense in west Lincoln and should provide capacity 
need for the foreseeable future, and if growth continues to exceed 
expectations, the facility can be re-formatted if an additional facility is 
deemed necessary (e.g., change the facility to a full middle school and 
build a new elementary school). The committee’s best guess is that this 
would likely need to be a 3-section elementary school to serve 
approximately 420 K-5 students and 300 middle school students.

Rationale 4 Continued: 



● A small elementary in north Lincoln will alleviate 
overcrowding and provide capacity for the 
foreseeable future unless there are significant 
updates to the city’s comprehensive plan.  The 
committee’s best guess is that this would likely need 
to be a 3-section elementary school to serve 
approximately 420 K-5 students.

Rationale 4 Continued: 



RECOMMENDATION

FIVE



Recommendation 5:

● Renovations of Specialized 
Classrooms in Middle Schools

●
● LPS should complete renovations as 

recommended by LPS staff.



● A consistent theme we heard from community 
members was the desire for “the same” level of 
educational experience for students. Out-of-date 
classrooms for specialized curriculum areas in some of 
the older middle schools are providing a “less than” 
experience.

Rationale 5: 



Summary: Capacity of Elementary and Middle School Facilities
The recommendations set forth would accommodate, with our best guess, approximately 
3,500 K-8 students.  (see chart below)

Our capacity numbers do not include preschool students that may be part of any new 
elementary facilities. This is not an oversight; rather, we wanted to respect the work and 
recommendations of the Early Childhood Subcommittee.

Recommendation Add’l K-5 Add’l 6-8
NE & E - New elementary 550 0
SE – New elementary 820 0
S – New, K-8 flexible-format facility 550 450
W – New, small-scale K-8 flexible-format facility 420 300
N – New elementary 420 0
Middle school renovations 0 0

TOTAL 2760 750



THANK YOU!


