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Executive Summary

This report summarizes concerns, observations, and evaluations in regards to
the district's ability to close a small elementary school and reasonably
accommodate all students in the remaining buildings without compromising the
district’s successful elementary education model and curriculum.

l. Introduction

Il. Building utilization under a new elementary education model
ll. Reliance on declining enrollment projections

IV.  Additional Concerns

V. Conclusion

The analysis contained in this report concludes that if small elementary
school building is closed, (1) the district cannot ensure that the quality of the
elementary education program will not be compromised given current enrollment
will require utilization of the buildings near target capacity, and (2) an increase in
enroliment could render the decision fiscally irresponsible.

Based on current enroliment, closing a building would require the
remaining buildings to operate at capacities that limit the district's ability to
manage class size and make the system dependent on spare classrooms.
Under the new model, spare classrooms would be used as regular classrooms
and “other spares,” such as faculty lounges and open group instructional spaces,
would become potential classrooms. The rooms identified as “other spares”
under the new model are not as conducive to learning as a regular
classroom sefting and displace programs integral to the elementary
curriculum. This compromises the district’s ability to deliver excellence in
education and equity across all schools.

The decision to close a school is contingent on a decline in student
enrollment and relies on projections made in the Phase 2 Demographics and
Feasibility Study (Phase 2 report) and projections made by the administration.
The administration has a 13-year history of forecasting enroliment several
hundred students below actual enroliment. The enrollment projections in
the Phase 2 report are below the forecasts provided by the administration,
the data used for population projections does not tie to governmental
records, and there is a mathematical error in the demographic section that
has a significant impact on conclusions related to future growth. Thus,
both sources the district is relying on with respect to a decline in enrollment raise
concern with respect to the accuracy of such projections. if current enroliment
goes up, the district cannot reasonably accommodate additional students and
faces spending more money than it saved from closing a building.
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l. Introduction

In August 2012, the North Allegheny administration initiated the process to
explore the potential closure of a small elementary school in the district. Since
that date, the administration has presented the school board and the community
with a series of presentations that seek to support this recommendation. We
believe that the information contained in these presentations does not support
the closure of a small elementary school in the district.

Closing a school is a drastic measure that should only be undertaken as a
last resort. The decision to close a school must be based upon hard, empirical
evidence that leads to a broadly supported, incontrovertibie conclusion; that the
district can reasonably accommodate all elementary students in the remaining
buildings and deliver the same level of excellence in education that it does under

the current model.
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Il. Building utilization under a new elementary education model

A.If an elementary school is closed, the remaining buildings will operate
more classes than what they were designed to accommodate; this will have
a direct impact on classroom space and programs integral to the
elementary curriculum.

The district does not have the ability to close a small elementary school
unless spare classrooms are used as regular classrooms. For example, the
small elementary schools were designed to run three sections of each grade, but
the new model would require them to run four sections of 1%t and 2™ grade on a
regular basis. This reconfigures the use of each building such that all of the
remaining schools will regularly operate more sections than they have been
required to in the past.

The loss of spare rooms means the administration has identified “other
spares” to be used as classrooms. For example, at Marshall Elementary, the 4™
Centrium, GOAL room, and YMCA room have been identified as potential
classrooms. At McKnight elementary, the ESL room, Student Assistance Room,
and faculty lounge have been identified as spare classrooms. In other buildings,
potential classrooms include learning support rooms, music rooms, and faculty
lounges because the intended spare classrooms are already being used as
regular classrooms under the new model.

The loss of spare rooms and the identification of “other spares” means two
things will occur if additional classrooms are needed under the new model; (1)
rooms not designed as classrooms will be used as classrooms, and (2) programs
currently operating in these non-classrooms will be displaced. So, how likely is it
that the new model will be dependent on “other spares”?

B.If all intended classrooms are filled to district guidelines, there are 3,960
seats’ under the new model and the district's current enrollment of 3,548
students? will account for 90 percent of the new capacity; this means the
district will have limited ability to keep class sizes below district guidelines
and become increasingly dependent on “other spare” rooms.

! Attachment 1, Demographics & F easibility Study Update, October 24™, NA Unit Capacities
? Attachment 2, Enroliment & Facilities Update, November 4", Enrollment at 10/12.
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To keep class sizes below district guidelines, Marshall elementary will have to
use two “other spares” and McKnight elementary will have to use one “other
spare” the first day the new model goes into effect.® As mentioned above, the
extra rooms at Marshall elementary include the 4™ Centrium (a large group
instruction space), the GOAL room, and the YMCA room. The use of an extra
room at McKnight elementary would displace the ESL program, Student
Assistance program, or faculty lounge. These spaces are not as conducive to
learning as a traditional classroom setting.

C.The administration has proposed a 3,720 seat target capacity as a means
of keeping class sizes within district guidelines.* Based on current
enroliment,® this only allows for a difference of 28 students per building
and only 4 students per grade within each building.® It also means the
target for all small elementary buildings would be 510 students. To put this
in perspective, Franklin elementary has a current enroliment of 515
students and they are using a faculty lounge as a classroom.

The administration has acknowledged that Franklin elementary is not
operating at a reasonable capacity. This suggests that the target capacity for the
small elementary buildings should be one classroom less than what currently
exists at Franklin. This can be achieved by subtracting 30 students from 510 to
arrive at a 480 student target capacity for each small elementary building.

If enroliment at the smali elementary schools is considered in reference to a
480 student target capacity, then each school would be operating at roughly 84%
of target capacity if all buildings remain open. This is calculated by taking the
balanced enroliment totals for each building” and dividing by a 480 target
capacity:

BWE = 400/480 = 83.33%
FES = 403/480 = 83.96%
HES = 408/480 = 85.00%
IES =401/480 = 83.54%
PES = 397/480 = 82.71%

* Attachment 3, Enrollment & Facilities Update, November 14" Peebles or Hosack Closure #1

* Attachment 4, Demographics & Feasibility Update, October 24™ , Potential School Closure

® See Attachment 2 for current enrollment at 10/12.

© 3,720 Target Capacity-3,458 Current Enrollment = 172 student difference. The 172 student difference
should be divided across all remaining schools (172/6 schools = 28 students per school). Given there are 6
grade levels in each building (K-5), the 28 students per school should be divided by 6 grade levels (28/6=4).

Assuming a perfectly equal distribution of the 172 students, there is only a 4 student cushion per grade in
each building under the new model. This means extra rooms will be required, which as illustrated above,
will lareely be non-classrooms because spare classrooms are used as regular classrooms under the new

model. Without a perfectly equal distribution, the cushion will be even less in some buildings.
7 Attachment 5, Enrollment & Facilities Update, November 14" Balance Enrollment
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The above calculations illustrate that, based on a reasonable target capacity,
the elementary schools would be operating at an efficient level if all buildings
remain open. Under this scenario, all regular classrooms would be in use and
spare classrooms would be available (instead of non-classrooms) for overflow or
bubbles in enroliment.

D.If the small elementary schools are evaluated based upon their intended
capacity using Pennsylvania Department of Education guidelines, the
target capacity for each building is 450 students.® If an elementary building
is closed, each small school will exceed the 450 student target capacity
based on the enrollment totals presented at the November 14 meeting.9

The ability to increase target capacity from 450 students to 540 students per
building is achieved by accepting North Allegheny School District (NASD)
guidelines of 30 students per class for grades 3 through 5 (instead of 25 students
per class) and by using spare classrooms as regular classrooms. Thus, the new
model “creates capacity” by adding 90 students fo each small elementary school
without adding any physical space or classrooms to the buildings.

It is important to note here that competing districts have class sizes far below
the NASD guidelines for grades 3-5. For example, the current third grade class
size at Hampton is 24.3 students, the current third grade class size at Pine
Richland is 21.3 students, and the current third grade class size at Mt. Lebanon
is 21.1 students.’® The administration’s October 24" presentation noted that
class size guidelines are not maximums and the administration has
demonstrated that it is willing to let class sizes go above 30 studenis as it did this
year at Hosack by accepting 31 students in one 4™ grade class and 32 students
in another 4™ grade class."

The board must consider the impact of allowing buildings to exceed their
intended 450 target capacity by using NASD capacities and utilizing spare
classrooms as regular classrooms. It must also consider North Allegheny’s
ability to compete given neighboring district’s are operating at class sizes 8to 9
students below what the district has accepted as guidelines and 10 to 11
students below what the administration has allowed as maximums for the current
year at Hosack elementary.

¥ Attachment 6, Phase 2 report, Building Utilization Options, Background

¥ Attachment 7, Enrollment & Facilities Update, November 14™, Peebles or Hosack Closure #1

1 Attachment 8A, 8B, 8C, Elementary Class Sizes at Hampton, Mt. Lebanon, and Pine Richland

' Attachment 9, Demographics & Feasibility Update, October 24", Class Size Guidelines v. Actual
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{ll. Reliance on declining enroliment projections

The district’s ability to close a small elementary school is contingent on a
decline in student enroliment, which relies on projections prepared by the
administration, as well as those contained in the Phase 2 report.

A.The 5-year enrollment projections prepared by the administration have
consistently understated actual enroliment for the past 13 years.

NA Student Population 1386-2020
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Consider the following:

+ In November 1999, the 2004 enroliment was forecast at 7856;
2004 actual was 8193 (+337) [11/24/99 Post Gazetie]

¢ In February 20086, the 2010 enrollment was forecast at 7814,
2010 actual was 8126 (+312) [2/2/06 Post Gazette]

¢ in October 2007, the 2012/13 enrollment was forecast at 7774;
2012 actual is 8212 (+438) [10/7/07 Post Gazette]

e In September 2008, the 2013/14 enroliment was forecast at 7835;
at the November 24, 2012 board meeting it was revised to 8201 (+366)
[source: 9/24/08 school board minutes]
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s |n September 2009, the 2014/15 enroliment was forecast at 7926;
at November 24, 2012 board meeting it was revised to 8241 (+315)
[source: 9/23/09 school board minutes]

¢ In September 2010, using the trend projection formulas that the District
has implemented over the past decade, it was anticipated that enroliment
will show a slight increase over the next five years. Enrollment in 2010
was 8126. [source 9/22/10 school board minutes]

This review of the 5-year forecasts in the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, and
2009 demonstrates that there is consistent evidence of the administration
underestimating enrolliment by an average of 353 students. Given this trend; it is
reasonable to assume that 2018/2019 enrollment would be 8585 and not the
projected 8101 students noted in the most recent 5-year forecast. If one-third of
this increase is attributable to elementary school students, the district will exceed
the target capacity of 3,720 students established by the administration.

The graph below breaks elementary enroliment out of the total enrollment
forecast and compares actual to projected enroliment for 2011/12 and 2012/13.
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B.The enroliment projections contained in the Phase 2 report are even
lower than the forecasts prepared by the administration.

If it is acknowledged that the administration has consistently underestimated
school enroliment since 1999, it is of considerable concern that the elementary
enroliment forecasts set forth in the Phase 2 report are even lower than the
administration's elementary enrollment forecasts for the period 2014-2021. For
example, the Phase 2 re;z)ort projected an elementary enroliment of 3278
students for 2015/2016;" this was the number used in the administration’s
October 24 presentation. However, in the November 14 presentation, the
administration provided its own forecast of 3401 students for 2015/2016.%

Given the school board minutes over the past 13 years reflect that the board
has been concerned with the administration underestimating enrollment, it is of
great concern that forecasts contained in the Phase 2 report fall even further
below the administration’s projections for the years 2014-2021." If these
forecasts are acceptable, it would appear that North Allegheny is preparing for a
significant and unprecedented decline in its student population despite evidence
of new housing starts and continued migration into the district.

C.The underlying data used for population projections in the Phase 2 report
does not tie to governmental records. The 2010 Southwestern
Pennsylvania Commission {SPC) report for McCandless township states
the total population is 28,457 (which ties to the 2010 U.S. Census)," but the
Phase 2 report lists 25,831 as the total population for McCandless.®

This suggests the underlying data used for the population projections in the
Phase 2 report is inaccurate. Based on the 2010 SPC report, the total population
for McCandless township is understated by 2,626 people in the Phase 2 report.

D.The conclusions reached in the demographic portion of the Phase 2
report contain a mathematical error. This error suggests the population of
McCandless township is declining, when in fact it is projected to remain
stable.

The conclusion slide states that “Marshall will account for 40% growth,
Franklin Park: 60%, Bradford Woods: no change and McCandless will decline
4% over the next decade.”"’

12 Attachment 10, Phase 2 Report, Volume 4, Part 2, Enrollment, Pages 3

13 Attachment 11, Enrollment & Facilities Update, November 14, Elementary Enrollment

' School board minutes can be viewed on-line at www.northallegheny.org.

13 Attachment 12, Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission Report for McCandless Township
1 Attachment 13, Phase 2 Report, SPC Population Projections by Municipality

1 Attachment 14, Phase 2 PowerPoint, Conclusions Slide for Demographic Study



Save NA Schools: Community Report |2012

This statement is inaccurate. Using the numbers from the report, there is
a .4% difference, not a 4% decline, which indicates stability. Mr. Jon Thomas
acknowledged this error at the September 13, 2012 SPLC meeting, but no
correction was made to the presentation and the erroneous information continues
to be posted to the district's website.

Most importantly, when the mathematical correction is made, the conclusion
statement indicates there will be growth in the district (i.e. growth in Marshall and
Franklin with no change in Bradford Woods or McCandless).

E.The Phase 2 report’s overall analysis that McCandless is a declining
population is in conflict with migration patterns reported by independent
media sources. In 2011, the Pittsburgh Business Times ranked
McCandless 7th in home sales in the Pittsburgh region and Money
Maga%ine ranked McCandless township 46" out of the 100 Best Places to
Live.

With an average housing price of $206K (Pittsburgh Post-Gazette March 24,
2012), McCandless township is truly the "gateway" into North Allegheny for many
homebuyers. The growth in new cottage and duplex housing starts may not
directly yield elementary students, but such construction provides increased
opportunities for older residents to downsize while remaining within their
community of choice. This allows for an increase in turnover from mature
neighborhoods that will provide McCandless with positive migration.

F.The Phase 2 report does not acknowledge or analyze the impact of the
130 acre McCandless Crossing complex being built at the corner of Duncan
Avenue and McKnight Road or the $190 million expansion of UPMC
Passavant.®

The McCandless Crossing complex is an assemblage of 130 acres on both
the east and west sides of McKnight Road (the primary retail corridor serving the
northern suburbs of Pitisburgh) and is just 2 miles from Ross Park Mall (the hub
of the North Hills trade area). The development’s design is to provide a vibrant
town center for residents and surrounding communities. It will include 2 housing
developments, a daycare, cinema, numerous restaurants and retail shops, a
hotel and office space.

The 200,000 square feet addition to UPMC Passavant raises UPMC's
employment to 2,600 and the immediate employment base to 5,500+. These
details are available at www.mccandlesscrossing.com. Further, UMPC
collaborated with McCandless township to extend Cumberland Road and create
a new intersection at Sample and Peebles Road. This new infrastructure has
enhanced mobility amongst the surrounding neighborhoods and trade area.

'* Attachment 15, CNN Money Magazine Report ranking McCandless 46 out of 100 Best Places to Live
¥ Attachment 16, Town of McCandless Continues to Improve One Year After MONEY Magazine Award

9



Save NA Schools: Community Report| 2012

V. Additional Concerns

We acknowledge that North Allegheny spends approximately $1.4M in
cyber/charter school tuition. Given the recent trend of cyber/charter school
enroliments, there could be approximately 200 North Allegheny students enrolled
in cyber/charter schools by 2020. This would result in approximately $2.5M of
payments.

Other Enroliments
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We are concerned that a new elementary model that loads buildings near
capacity, limits the district’s ability to manage class size, increases the district’s
dependency on spare classrooms, along with a perceived decline in the
reputation of the district will lead to even greater support for cyber-charter
schools.

10
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V. Conclusion

Given the main points summarized in this report, we maintain that there
is not sufficient empirical evidence that leads to a broadly supported,
incontrovertible conclusion that the district can reasonably accommodate
all elementary students and deliver the same level of excellence in
education that it does under the current model if a school is closed.
Therefore, we encourage the board not to move forward with this proposal. We
believe that dedicating additional resources and time to this recommendation is
not in the best interest of the district and that the administration’s efforts should
be redirected toward other viable long-term solutions for addressing the district's
projected budget deficits.

If a small elementary school building is closed, (1) the district cannot
ensure that the quality of the elementary education program will not be
compromised given current enroflment will require utilization of the buildings near
target capacity, and (2) an increase in enroliment could render the decision
fiscally irresponsible.

Based on current enrollment, closing a building would require the
remaining buildings to operate at capacities that limit the district's ability to
manage class size and make the system dependent on spare classrooms.
Under the new model, spare classrooms would be used as regular classrooms
and “other spares,” such as faculty lounges and open group instructional spaces,
would become potential classrooms. The rooms identified as “other spares”
under the new model are not as conducive to learning as a regular
classroom setting and displace programs integral to the elementary
curriculum. This compromises the district’s ability to deliver excellence in
education and equity across all schools.

The decision to close a school is contingent on a decline in student
enrollment and relies on projections made in the Phase 2 Demographics and
Feasibility Study (Phase 2 report) and projections made by the administration.
The administration has a 13-year history of forecasting enroliment several
hundred students below actual enroliment. The enrollment projections in
the Phase 2 report are below the forecasts provided by the administration,
the data used for population projections does not tie to governmental
records, and there is a mathematical error in the demographic section that
has a significant impact on conclusions related to future growth. Thus,
both sources the district is relying on with respect fo a decline in
enroliment raise concern with respect to the accuracy of such projections.
If current enroliment goes up, the district cannot reasonably accommodate
additional students and faces spending more money than it saved from closing a
building. '

11
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This report was submitted by the following members of Save NA Schools:

Anthony Berarducci, small business owner, Berarducci Brokerage
Diane Collery, President of Greybrooke Homeowner's Association

Christopher Disque, MBA, IT manager responsible for designing and
developing business intelligence, forecasting, and planning applications

Tara Fisher, MA, CPA and part-time business professor at the University of
Pittsburgh

Lou Flores, contract project manager in the financial services industry
Daneen Leya, consultant for Media Intelligence

Laurel Schreiber, MA, small business owner, Lucy's Pocket

Save NA Schools is an online community of 200+ members that serves as a
resource for parents living in the North Allegheny School District. The website
provides updates and commentary on the administration’s current
recommendation to close a small elementary school and the impact such
recommendation would have on the district as a whole. Please join us at
www.savenaschools.com.

12
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Appendix
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Atrachment ¥ 3A

‘Hampton Township
(data as of 11-9-12)

Central Elementary

Central Elementary

Poff Elementary

Poff Elementary

Wyland Elementary

Wyland Elementary

District Total per Grade
District Total # Sections

District Total Avg / Grade

- Rounded District Average
~ Class Size Per Grade

2012

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

K 1
61 g5
3 4
20.333333 23.75
21 24

K 1
30 51
2 2
15 255
15 26

K 1
41 72
2 3
20.5 24
21 24

K 1
132 218
7 9
18.857143 24.22222

Kot
19 24

81

27
27

42

21
21

69

3
23
23

2
192
8
24

110

27.5
28

47

23.5
24

62

3
20.66667
21

3
219
9
24.33333

101

2525
25

50

25
25

94

235
24

245
10
245

2\



Atrachment # 8B

Mt Lebanon School District Third Day Report Data - First Semester 2012-2013

Wash
Wash
Lincoln
Lincoln
Markham
Markham
Howe
Howe
Foster
Foster

Jefferson

Jefferson

Hoover

Hoover

District Total per Grade
District Total # Sections
District Total Avg / Grade

'Rounded District Average
Class Size Per Grade

totaligrade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avgigrade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avgfgrade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

K

54

18

18

52

17.33

17

49

16.33

16

50

16.67

17

37

18.50
19

36

18.00
18

44

14.67
16

117

16.71

17

1
70
3
23.33
23
82
20.5
21
61
20.33
20
58
19.33
19
40

20.00
20

42

21.00
21

37

12.33
12

119

17.00

17

2
64
3
21.33
21
81
20.25
20
47
15.67
16
59
19.67
20

52

17.33
17

66

22.00
22

32

16.00
16

150

18.75

19

3

50

16.67

17

75

18.75

19

66

22

22

70

23.33

23

49

24.50
25

57

16.00
19

42

21.00
21

148

2114

21

69

23.00

23

85

21.67

22

49

24.5

25

54

18.00

18

44

22.00
22

56

18.67
19

29

14.50
15

129

18.43

18

22



Atachmeny #8C

. Pine Richland Township 2012

Hance Elementary

Hance Elementary

Richland Elementary

Richland Elementary

Wenxford Elementary

Wexford Elementary

total/grade
# sections
avglgrade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

total/grade
# sections
avg/grade
rounded #

AMK

65
3
21.6667
22

am
60
20
20

am

42

21
21

PM K

22

1
22
22

pm

39

19.5

20

pm

40

20
20

Total K

87

4
21.75
22

99

19.8
20

82

20.5
21

84 113
4 5

21 22.6
21 23
106 121
5 6
21.2 20.16667
21 20
89 101
5 5
19.8 20.2
20 20

115

23
23

120

20
20

127

6
21.16667
21

13
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Artochment # 12

m SOUTHWESTERN PENNSYLVANIA COMMISSION
Municipal Profile: General Population and Housing Characteristics 2010

State: Pennsylvania County: Allegheny Municipality: McCandless Township

1. MAJOR TOTALS 3. POPULATION BY 5-YEAR AND OTHER AGE GROUPS (IN YEARS)
Total population 28,457 1 Age Grou Number | Age Grou Number | Other Age Groups Number % of Total
. . Under 5 1,404 | 45t0 49 2,210 | Total 18+ 22,547 79.2%
Total housing units 123071 5t09 1,658 | 50 to 54 2,331 | Males 18+ 10,436  36.7%
11,659 10to 14 1,780 | 551059 2,319 | Females 18+ 12,111 42.6%
Teotal households y
15t0 19 1,699 | 60to64 1,918 Total 21+ 21,661 76.1%
20 to 24 1,417 | 651069 1,265 Males 21+ 10,039 35.3%
2. POPULATION BY GENDER | 25t0 29 1,646 { 70to 74 957 ’ i
Females 21+ 11,622 40.8%
Gender Number % of Total | 30 to 34 1,502 | 751079 875
Males 13,493 47.4% | 35t039 1,557 | 80to 84 895 | Total 62+ 6,125 21.5%
Females 14,964 52.6% | 40to 44 1,971 | Over 84 1,053 | Males 62+ 2,543 8.9%
di Females 62+ 3,582 12.6%
4. POPULATION: ONE RACE ONLY Median age
Race Number % of Total (years) Total 65+ 5,045 17.7%
One race only total 28,168 99.0% 44.0 Males 65+ 2,013 7.1%
White 26,139 91.9% Females 65+ 3,032 10.7%
Black or African American 473 1.7% 5. POPULATION: TWO OR MORE RACES
American Indian & Alaska Native 25 0.1% Number % of Total
Asian . 1,436 5.0% 1 Total persons of two or more races 289 1.0%
Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 11 0.0% White & Black or African American 71 0.2%
Some other race 34 0.3%
7. POPULATION: RACE ALONE OR IN
6. POPULATION: HISPANIC OR LATINO COMEBINATION WITH ONE OR
Number 2% of Total MORE OTHER RACES
Total Hispanic or Latino (of any race) in 1.1%
Mexican 108 0.4% |Race Number % of Total
Puerto Rican 45 0.2% { White 26,397  92.8%
Cuban ) . . 11 0.0% | Black or African American 566 2.0%
Other Hispanic or Latino 147 0.5% [ American Indian & Alaska Native 82 0.3%
8. POPULATION: NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO Asian } _ 1,584 3.6%
Number % of Total | Native Hawaiian/Othr Pacif Isindr 25 0.1%
Total not Hispanic or Latino 28,146 98.9% | Some other race 119 0.4%
White alone 25,922 91.1% | NOTE: the numbers may add to more than the total population
and the percentages may add to more than 100% because
individuals may report more than one race

93, POPULATION IN HOUSEHOLDS AND GROUP QUARTERS 9b. POPULATION IN GROUP QUARTERS BY TYPE
Number % of Total

Total population 28,457 100.0% Institutional facilities:

Population in households 27,457 96.5% In correctional facilities for adults 0
Householder 11,659 41.0% In juvenile facilities 0
Spouse 6,647 23.4% In nursing facilities/Skilled-nursing facilities 479
Child 7.556 26.6% In other institutional facilities 0

. . 9
Other rel.a tives 701 2.5% Noninstitutional facilities:
Nonrelatives 894 3.1% .o .
.. In college/university student housing 354

Population in group quarters 1,000 3.5% o

. e . In military quarters 0
Institutionalized population 479 1.7% In other noninstitutional faciliti 167
Noninstitutionalized population 521 1.8% other nonimstitutional facilities

10. AREA IN SQUARE MILES
Total 16.6028 Land 16.4988 Water 0.1040
Source: 2010 Census Summary File 1 released June 2011 Page 1 of 10

21
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AMochment # |5
AN Mone?

ASerize of CHYN Fortung & Mongy

Best Places to Live

Money's list of America's best small towns

46 of 100

46. McCandless Township, PA

COLRTES W TOWN OF MCGHANDLESS

WINNER
Top 100 rank: 46

Compare McCandless Township to Top 10 Best Places

Outdoor enthusiasts love this hilly town 11 miles from Pittsburgh. It contains part of Allegheny
County’s 3,075-acre North Park, which offers residents biking, hiking, and walking trails; a lake
for fishing and boating; 18 ball fields; a golf course; wetlands; and more. McCandless is also
home to the small Catholic college LaRoche, as well as a branch of the University of Pittsburgh
Medical Center. A town center, lacking currently, is in the development stage. --N.D.




Aftachment #1b

Article from townofmccandless.org, Friday, August 17, 2012

Contact; Maria Costanza
(412)-364-0616 ext. 118

m.costanza@townofmecandless.org

The Town McCandless Continues to Improve Community One Year After MONEY
Magazine Award

The Town of McCandless was named in the 100 best places to live in America by MONEY
Magazine in its Sept. 2011 edition. Nearly a year later, the Town is continuing to strive to make
the community an even better place. But would we still rank up there today?

Robert Powers, Council President, answered, “In my opinion: yes. We continue to have
the third lowest taxes in AlleghenyCounty. Our police force and road department continue to be,
in my opinion, the best in AlleghenyCounty.

Toby Cordek, Manager of the Town of McCandless, underscores Mr. Powers’ insights: “I
would hope that in the short

term, if anything’s changed it has been for the better. We
continue to fine tune our services like working together to
move to cleaner, safer and more efficient recycling, trash
and yard waste collection,” said Cordek. “We take our
stewardship of our resources seriously.”

Being just one of five towns in the state of
Pennsylvania who made the list in 2011, MONEY named
the Town of McCandless 46™ and called McCandless a
standout in the education category.

Joanne Steigerwald, both a resident who lives on
Twin Hill Road and employee of the Town, said, “All three
of my kids went on to further their education after attending
NorthAlleghenySenior High School. Each one of them was
grateful for the quality of education and felt they were prepared.”

According to Money Magazine, a team of seven MONEY reporters spent months assessing
information provided by OnBoard Informatics among other sources to identify small towns that
encompass the qualities that American families care about most.

31



Attachment # 1b (cont'a)

The MONEY reporters considered towns with the best job opportunities, fiscal
strength, elite schools, safe streets, good health care, cultural and outdoor activities and
nice weather to be contenders.

Taking the current economical situation into consideration, last year’s top 100 may be very
different than this year’s. Certain parts of the U.S. may have struggled more than others due to
crop yield, high food prices, state fiscal problems etc, according to MONEY.

The Town of McCandless has responded positively to the economical downturn in which
the rest of the country languishes. By implementing the automated collection system in Oct.
2011, residents have responded and resulted in increased recycling tonnages for the Town,
making it a more sustainable community. The summer recreation program continues to flourish
while the NorthAlleghenySenior High School was recently voted in the top 1,000 public schools
nation-wide in 2012.

“Council along with management continues to keep a close watch on our operations to
make sure we live within our means,” said Powers.

The newest and most anticipated addition to the Town of McCandless is in the
development process- McCandless Crossing. This vibrant project has created excitement in
the area as it is expected to serve as a main focal point and source of commerce in the area.

“Exciting new developments are taking place such as UPMC’s major enhancement to
Passavant Hospital and the progress of creating and improving a viable place to work, live
and shop along McKnight Road,” said Cordek.

"Maintenance of existing properties is also of paramount importance. After much careful
consideration, Town Council adopted a property maintenance code to ensure basic helath and
safety guidelines are followed by all of us."

The Sept. edition of MONEY can be found at Town Hall or information regarding the
article can be found online at http://www.money.cnn.com.

About the Town of McCandless: Located in the North Hills of AlleghenyCounty,
McCandlessTownship was officially created in 1851, It is named after Judge Wilson
McCandless, a judge of the United States District Court of Western Pennsylvania. On Jan. 1,
1975 it became the Town of McCandless, a home-rule municipality operating under a charter,
Today, the Town of McCandless’ 16.4 acres occupies nearly 28,457 residents.
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