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Attachment I 
 

Aggregated List of Priorities 
 

Proposed 
Priority 

2012-2015 
Priority Project Description Sector Costs 

Year One 

1 5 Value Management Studies  n/a $250,000

2 9 Rutherford School Essential Upgrade SC $5,641,150
3 10 Highlands School General Upgrade NE $11,641,121
4 11 Montrose School Essential Upgrade NE $4,404,719
5 12 L. Y. Cairns School General Upgrade Phase II HS $14,196,191
6 13 New - K-9 Terwillegar Heights (900) SW $21,895,724

7 14 New - K-9 Heritage Valley (600) SW $15,453,715

8 18 Avalon School Essential Upgrade SC $7,684,095
9 19 Mill Creek School Essential Upgrade SC $5,822,227

10 6 Asbestos Abatement Annual Program n/a $5,000,000

11 new Addition - Lillian Osborne School (600) HS $17,718,175
Year Two 

12 16 Value Management Studies n/a $250,000

13 20 Spruce Avenue School General Upgrade C $10,381,361
14 21 Delton School General Upgrade C $12,131,028
15 24 New - K-6 Lewis Farms (450) W2 $11,562,923

16 25 New - K-9 Windermere (600) SW $15,453,715

17 22 Hardisty School General Upgrade SC $22,395,744
18 23 Ross Sheppard School General Upgrade HS $34,631,752
19 29 Westglen School Essential Upgrade C $3,429,348
20 30 Vimy Ridge Academy Essential Upgrade HS $24,180,405
21 17 Asbestos Abatement Annual Program n/a $5,000,000
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Proposed 
Priority 

2012-2015 
Priority Project Description Sector Costs 

Year Three 

22 36 New - K-9 Heritage Valley (600) SW $15,453,715

23 37 Replacement - K-6 in Mature Neighbourhood TBD $11,562,923

24 27 Value Management Studies n/a $250,000

25 31 Glengarry School Essential Upgrade C $3,448,851
26 32 Crestwood School General Upgrade W1 $11,881,129
27 33 Northmount School Essential Upgrade NC $2,190,864
28 34 Parkallen School Essential Upgrade SC $4,267,696
29 35 York School Essential Upgrade NC $1,896,080
30 28 Asbestos Abatement Annual Program n/a $5,000,000

  *Big Lake – to be determined W2 TBD

  *Lake District – to be determined NC TBD

  *The Meadows – to be determined SE TBD

  *The Palisades – to be determined NW TBD

  *Pilot Sound – to be determined NC TBD
 
Note: A Value Management Study is required on all modernization and addition projects to assess whether the 
building as it is currently configured represents the best approach, compared to partial replacement and partial 
modernization, or full replacement options; this would include a cost benefit analysis which would include 
life-cycle cost quantification. 
 
*New school construction requirements to be considered in future capital plans, subject to sufficient new 
development demand. 
(listed in alphabetical order)
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Attachment II 
 

Three-Year Capital Plan 2013-2016 Priorities by Category and Year 
 
Section 1:  Leases and Other Projects 

Category 
Priority Project Description Costs 

Year 1     
 1 Value Management Studies  $250,000
 2 Asbestos Abatement $5,000,000
Year 2    
 4 Value Management Studies $250,000
 5 Asbestos Abatement $5,000,000
Year 3 
 7 Value Management Studies $250,000
 8 Asbestos Abatement $5,000,000
 
 
Section 2:  New School, Additions and Replacement School Priorities 

Category
Priority 

New Construction/Replacement 
Project Capacity Sector Costs 

Year 1     

 1 K-9 Terwillegar Heights 900 SW $21,895,724
 2 K-9 Heritage Valley 600 SW $15,453,715
 3 Lillian Osborne School (Addition) 600 HS/SW $17,718,175
Year 2     

 4 K-6 Lewis Farms  450 W2 $11,562,923
 5 K-9 Windermere 600 SW $15,453,715
Year 3 
 6 K-9 Heritage Valley 600 SW $15,453,715
 7 K-6 in Mature Neighbourhood (Replacement) $11,562,923
 *Big Lake TBD W2 TBD
 *Lake District TBD NC TBD
 *The Meadows TBD SE TBD
 *The Palisades TBD NW TBD
 *Pilot Sound TBD NC TBD

 
*New school construction requirements to be considered in future capital plans, subject to sufficient new development demand 
(listed in alphabetical order). 
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Section 3:  Preservation and Upgrading Priorities 
Proposed 
Category
Priority 

2012-2015 
Priority 

2011-2014 
Priority Project Project 

Description Sector Costs 

Year 1 

1 3 3 Rutherford Essential Upgrade SC $5,641,150

2 4 4 Highlands General Upgrade NE $11,641,121

3 5 5 Montrose Essential Upgrade NE $4,404,719

4 6 6 L. Y. Cairns 
Phase II General Upgrade HS $14,196,191

5 7 7 Avalon Essential Upgrade SC $7,684,095

6 8 8 Mill Creek Essential Upgrade SC $5,822,227

Year 2 

7 9 9 Spruce Avenue General Upgrade C $10,381,361

8 10 10 Delton General Upgrade C $12,131,028

9 11 11 Hardisty General Upgrade SC $22,395,744

10 12 12 Ross Sheppard General Upgrade HS $34,631,752

11 13 13 Westglen Essential Upgrade C $3,429,348

12 14 14 Vimy Ridge 
Academy Essential Upgrade HS $24,180,405

Year 3 

13 15 15 Glengarry Essential Upgrade C $3,448,851

14 16 16 Crestwood General Upgrade W1 $11,881,129

15 17 17 Northmount Essential Upgrade NC $2,190,864

16 18 18 Parkallen Essential Upgrade SC $4,267,696

17 19 19 York Essential Upgrade NC $1,896,080
 
Note: A Value Management Study is required on all modernization and addition projects to assess 
whether the building as it is currently configured represents the best approach, compared to partial 
replacement and partial modernization, or full replacement options; this would include a cost benefit 
analysis which would include life-cycle cost quantification. 
 

 



 

 

Attachment III 
 

New School, Addition and Replacement School Priorities 2013-2016 
 

 



 

 

Attachment IV 
 

Preservation Priorities 2013-2016 
 

 
 



 

 

Attacchment V 
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Appendix I 
 
 City of Edmonton – Land Supply in Developing and Planned Neighbourhoods 2010 
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PROPOSED NEW SCHOOL DATA 
 
K-9 Heritage Valley (600 capacity) 
The proposed attendance area could include the neighbourhoods of Blackburne, Blackmud 
Creek, MacEwan and Richford.  The number of Edmonton Public Schools students residing 
within the proposed attendance area for a K-9 school located within Heritage Valley is 574 
elementary students and 189 junior high students, as of September 30, 2011. 
 
Impact on Other Schools 
The proposed school could impact the enrolment at Johnny Bright School.  The attendance area 
for Johnny Bright School could be reduced to the Rutherford neighbourhood.  The number of 
students residing in the proposed attendance area (Rutherford), as of September 30, 2011, is 483 
elementary students and 163 junior high students.  This would be a reduction from 1057 
elementary students and 352 junior high students residing within the current attendance area. 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of elementary students 
attending Johnny Bright School 

Blackburne 66 31 
Blackmud Creek 164 97 
MacEwan 318 147 
Richford 26 12 
Proposed K-9 Total 574 287 
Rutherford 483 316 
Total 1057 603 

 

Neighbourhood Name Number of junior high students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of junior high students 
attending Johnny Bright School 

Blackburne 30 14 
Blackmud Creek 59 26 
MacEwan 90 35 
Richford 10 5 
Proposed K-9 Total 189 80 
Rutherford 163 90 
Total 352 170 

 
The enrolment, as of September 30, 2011, at Johnny Bright School is 649 elementary students 
and 199 junior high students for a total enrolment of 848. 
 
Rationale 
The rationale for requesting this school is twofold; first to alleviate the enrolment pressures 
currently experienced at Johnny Bright School and second to provide local accommodation to 
the existing and future residents. 
 
Enrolment pressures are occurring at the entry level grades at Johnny Bright School.  There are 
an inadequate number of classrooms at Johnny Bright School to continue to support the 
programming and maintain optimal class size.  A temporary solution could be to add pods or 
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portables at this location.  However, the site is experiencing significant traffic congestion and 
additional pods or portables would compound the situation. 
 
The number of students currently residing in the Johnny Bright School attendance area exceeds 
the capacity of the school.  Since 2009, a number of single family lots were developed in the 
Heritage Valley area.  An ongoing increase of new families moving into the Johnny Bright 
School attendance area will increase the student population.  An increase in the number of 
Edmonton Public Schools students in the Johnny Bright School attendance area was realized 
since 2009.  The demographic information available for the population aged 0-4 was collected in 
the 2009 Municipal Census.  The 2011 Federal Census data by age cohort is not available by 
neighbourhood.  Therefore, the pre-school student population that has moved into the area 
between 2009 and 2011 is not available. 
 
The 2012-2013 enrolment projection for Johnny Bright School is 982 students. 
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K-9 Terwillegar Heights (900 capacity) 
The proposed attendance area could include the neighbourhoods of MacTaggart, Magrath 
Heights and Terwillegar South.  The number of Edmonton Public Schools students residing 
within the proposed attendance area for a K-9 school located within the Terwillegar area is 677 
elementary students and 240 junior high students, as of September 30, 2011. 
 
Impact on Other Schools 
The proposed school could impact the enrolment at Brander Gardens and Esther Starkman 
schools.  The enrolment, as of September 30, 2011, at Brander Gardens School is 370 elementary 
students and at Esther Starkman School is 615 elementary students and 243 junior high students 
for a total enrolment of 858. 
 
The current attendance area for Esther Starkman School includes the neighbourhoods of Leger, 
Terwillegar South and Terwillegar Towne for elementary and Leger, MacTaggart, Magrath 
Heights, Terwillegar South and Terwillegar Towne for junior high. 
 
The attendance area for Brander Gardens School could be reduced by eliminating the 
neighbourhoods of Hodgson, MacTaggart and Magrath Heights.  The potential impact to Brander 
Gardens School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
Brander Gardens School 

Hodgson 131 18 
MacTaggart 124 16 
Magrath Heights 111 14 
Total 366 48 

 
The attendance area for Esther Starkman School could be reduced by eliminating the 
neighbourhood of Terwillegar South.  The potential impact to Esther Starkman School is as 
follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of elementary students 
attending Esther Starkman 

School 
Terwillegar South 442 233 

 
A second K-9 school located within the Terwillegar area could provide local accommodation for 
students choosing schools other than Brander Gardens School, the designated receiving school. 
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The junior high attendance area for Esther Starkman School could be reduced by eliminating the 
neighbourhoods of MacTaggart, Magrath Heights, and Terwillegar South.  The potential impact 
to Esther Starkman School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of junior high students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
Esther Starkman School 

MacTaggart 50 15 
Magrath Heights 48 12 
Terwillegar South 142 77 
Total 240 104 

 
The revised Esther Starkman School attendance area would include the neighbourhoods of 
Hodgson, Leger, and Terwillegar Towne.  The number of students residing in the proposed 
revised Esther Starkman School attendance area is 753 elementary students and 287 junior high 
students, as of September 30, 2011.  This would be a reduction from 1064 elementary students 
and 527 junior high students residing in the current attendance area. 
 
Rationale 
The rationale for requesting this school is twofold; first to alleviate the enrolment pressures 
currently experienced at Esther Starkman School and second to provide local accommodation to 
the existing and future residents. 
 
Enrolment pressures are occurring at the early grades at Esther Starkman School.  There are an 
inadequate number of classrooms at Esther Starkman School to continue to support the 
programming and maintain optimal class sizes.  A temporary solution could be to add pods or 
portables at this location.  However, the site would be unable to accommodate the increase in 
traffic congestion.  Furthermore, the junior high attendance area could be reduced by eliminating 
neighbourhoods from within the current attendance area.  However, the alternate junior high 
programming in the Riverbend/Terwillegar area is located at Riverbend School.  This school is a 
significant distance from where the students reside and has a utilization rate of 92 per cent. 
 
The number of students currently residing in the Esther Starkman School attendance area 
exceeds the capacity of the school.  Since 2009, a number of single family lots were developed in 
the Terwillegar Heights area.  An ongoing increase of new families moving into the Esther 
Starkman School attendance area will increase the student population.  An increase in the 
number of Edmonton Public Schools students in the Esther Starkman School attendance area was 
realized since 2009.  The demographic information available for the population aged 0-4 was 
collected in the 2009 Municipal Census.  The 2011 Federal Census data by age cohort is not 
available by neighbourhood.  Therefore, the future student population that has moved into the 
area between 2009 and 2011 is not available. 
 
The 2012-2013 enrolment projection for Esther Starkman School is 964 students. 
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K-6 Lewis Farms (450 capacity) 
The proposed attendance area could include the neighbourhoods of Breckenridge Greens, Potter 
Greens, Suder Greens, Stewart Greens, and Webber Greens.  The number of Edmonton Public 
Schools students residing within the proposed attendance area for a K-6 school located within 
Lewis Farms is 380 elementary students, as of September 30, 2011. 
 
Impact on Other Schools 
The proposed school could impact the enrolment at Winterburn School.  The attendance area for 
Winterburn School could be amended to only include Big Lake neighbourhoods, Westview 
Village, Secord, Rosenthal, and the rural areas north of Yellowhead Trail for elementary and 
junior high students.  The junior high students residing in Breckenridge Greens, Potter Greens, 
Suder Greens, Stewart Greens, and Webber Greens neighbourhoods could continue to attend 
Winterburn School. 
 
The revised Winterburn School attendance area is 195 elementary students and 212 junior high 
students, as of September 30, 2011.  This would be a reduction from 575 elementary students 
and 222 junior high students residing in the current attendance area. 
 
The potential impact to Winterburn School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
WinterburnSchool 

Breckenridge Greens 130 40 
Potter Greens 66 22 
Suder Greens 169 72 
Stewart Greens 15 4 
Total 380 138 

 
The enrolment, as of September 30, 2011, at Winterburn School is 448 students. 
 
Rationale 
The neighbourhoods within Lewis Farms and Big Lake are under development.  The population 
of the area will steadily increase over the next ten to fifteen years.  The provision of an additional 
elementary program will allow for local accommodation within the attendance area. 
 
Winterburn School has a utilization rate of 91 per cent and will be challenged to increase the 
capacity of the school to match the increases in student population.  The demographic 
information available for the population aged 0-4 was collected in the 2009 Municipal Census.  
The 2011 Federal Census data by age cohort is not available by neighbourhood.  Therefore, the 
future student population that has moved into the area between 2009 and 2011 is not available. 
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K-9 Windermere (600 capacity) 
The proposed attendance area could include the neighbourhoods of Ambleside and Windermere 
Heights.  The number of Edmonton Public Schools students residing within the proposed 
attendance area for a K-9 school located within Windermere is 123 elementary students and 53 
junior high students, as of September 30, 2011. 
 
Impact on Other Schools 
The proposed school could impact the enrolment at Brander Gardens and Riverbend schools. 
 
The attendance area for Brander Gardens School could be reduced by eliminating the 
neighbourhoods of Ambleside and Windermere Heights.  The potential impact to Brander 
Gardens School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
Brander Gardens School 

Ambleside 60 19 
Windermere Heights 63 23 
Total 123 42 

 
The attendance area for Riverbend School could be reduced by eliminating the neighbourhoods 
of Ambleside and Windermere Heights.  The potential impact to Riverbend School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of junior high students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
Riverbend School 

Ambleside 19 7 
Windermere Heights 34 17 
Total 53 24 

 
The enrolment, as of September 30, 2011, at Brander Gardens School is 370 students and at 
Riverbend School is 554 students. 
 
Rationale 
Since 2009, a number of single family lots were developed in the Windermere area.  An ongoing 
increase of new families moving into the proposed attendance area will increase the student 
population.  The two neighbourhoods, Ambleside and Windermere Heights, were recently 
approved for development and are currently developing rapidly.  The demographic information 
available for the population aged 0-4 was collected in the 2009 Municipal Census.  The 2011 
Federal Census data by age cohort is not available by neighbourhood.  Therefore, the future 
student population that has moved into the area between 2009 and 2011 is not available. 
 
The closest schools with capacity to accommodate the existing and future students in Ambleside 
and Windermere Heights are Brander Gardens and Riverbend schools.  These schools are a 
significant distance from where the students reside.  Brander Gardens School has a utilization 
rate of 78 per cent and Riverbend School has a utilization rate of 91 per cent. 
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K-9 Heritage Valley (600 capacity) 
The proposed attendance area could include the neighbourhoods of Allard, Callaghan, 
Desroches, and Heritage Valley Town Centre.  The number of Edmonton Public Schools 
students residing within the proposed attendance area for a K-9 school located within Heritage 
Valley is 46 elementary students and 18 junior high students, as of September 30, 2011. 
 
Impact on Other Schools 
The proposed school could impact the enrolment at Duggan and D. S. MacKenzie schools. 
 
The attendance area for Duggan School could be reduced by eliminating the neighbourhoods of 
Allard, Callaghan and Desroches.  The potential impact to Duggan School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of elementary students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
Duggan School 

Allard 21 2 
Callaghan 24 3 
Desroches 1 0 
Total 46 5 

 
The attendance area for D. S. MacKenzie School could be reduced by eliminating the 
neighbourhoods of Allard, Callaghan and Desroches.  The potential impact to D. S. MacKenzie 
School is as follows: 
 

Neighbourhood Name Number of junior high students 
residing in the neighbourhood 

Number of students attending 
D. S. Mackenzie School 

Allard 9 1 
Callaghan 9 3 
Desroches 0 0 
Total 18 4 

 
The enrolment, as of September 30, 2011, at Duggan School is 143 students and at D. S. 
Mackenzie School is 483 students. 
 
Rationale 
Since 2009, a number of single family lots were developed in the Heritage Valley area.  An 
ongoing increase of new families moving into the proposed attendance area will increase the 
student population.  The three neighbourhoods, Allard, Callaghan and Desroches, were recently 
approved for development and are currently developing rapidly.  The demographic information 
available for the population aged 0-4 was collected in the 2009 Municipal Census.  The 2011 
Federal Census data by age cohort is not available by neighbourhood.  Therefore, the future 
student population that has moved into the area between 2009 and 2011 is not available. 
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K-6 Replacement School 
The number of Edmonton Public School students residing in the proposed attendance area will 
be determined with the replacement school location. 

Impact on Other Schools 
The impact on other schools is unknown until the location of the replacement school is 
determined though it is likely that a replacement school would be proposed by consolidating a 
number of nearby smaller schools, each within an un-modernized older facility. 

Rationale 
Edmonton Public Schools has a significant number of aging school buildings within the mature 
areas.  A new school would provide a modern and efficient facility for the students attending the 
replacement school.  The District would benefit from operating an efficient building to heat, light 
and maintain. 

Typically, schools within the mature areas are unable to provide Joint Use time to the 
communities due to a smaller custodial component working in the school.  The new building 
could consolidate the educational programming from a number of schools to provide greater 
educational opportunities and services.  This may allow for an increase in custodial and 
potentially Joint Use time for community groups. 
 
A separate information report on the concept of replacement schools will be presented to 
Conference Committee on March 6, 2012. 
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APPENDIX III 

District Submission 
Relocation of Portable/Modular Classroom Requests for 2012-2013 

 
ISSUE 
The process to request provincial funding for relocation of portable classroom space, or to 
request provision of new provincial modular classroom units, was changed to a system that is 
separate from the Three-Year Capital Plan process. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Portables are temporary accommodation used by the District to meet peak enrolment demand at 
schools as the surrounding neighbourhoods develop.  When a school requires additional space to 
address enrolment pressures, portables and modular classrooms are used to accommodate 
enrolment peaks. 
 
In the past, school districts would request portable relocation funding or new modular classrooms 
through the Capital Plan submission process and/or through emergent requests to the Province.  
The Province separated the portable and modular classroom request process from the Capital 
Plan submission process in the past year. 
 
During the fall of each year, all school districts in Alberta submit new modular and portable 
relocation requests to the Province.  The Minister of Education grants approvals based on the 
availability of funding, the urgency of health and safety issues and the severity of enrolment 
pressures.  Priorities are then determined province-wide, based on these criteria. 
 
In the 2012-2013 portable funding submission, the District requested funding to install two six-
classroom pod additions:  one for Esther Starkman School and one for Johnny Bright School.  
The proposed pods would be comprised of 12 existing District portables which would be 
relocated from their current school sites.  The District also requested eight new modular units to 
be located at A. Blair McPherson, Dr. Donald Massey, Michael Strembitsky and Bessie Nichols 
schools (two for each school).  Attached are the requests for modular classrooms and portable 
relocations for Edmonton Public Schools as they were submitted to the Province. 
 
CURRENT SITUATION 
In discussions with the Province, a consultant has been commissioned to explore the feasibility 
of a six-classroom addition at Esther Starkman and Johnny Bright schools, specific to whether 
the core school buildings and sites would be able to accommodate the additional capacity.  This 
would be in regard to adequacy of auxiliary space, washroom facilities, gym space, parking and 
traffic concerns, as well as building code and permit requirements.  Further, the Province is also 
reviewing its Alberta Schools Alternative Procurement (ASAP) contracts to determine the 
feasibility and logistics of adding non-ASAP school space to an ASAP school site.  For example, 
would the ASAP-contracted site maintenance managers be responsible for the additional portable 
units or would the district?  These considerations must be resolved prior to any approval of this 
request. 
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On February 8, 2012, the District received approval for two new modular units at A. Blair 
McPherson School, as requested in the 2012-2013 submission for new modular classrooms.  
Information is to follow regarding an anticipated arrival date. 
 
In the fall of 2011, Johnny Bright and Esther Starkman schools were each approved to receive 
two modular classrooms.  These units have been delivered to each site and are currently being 
prepared for occupation.  This request was included in the District’s Three Year Capital Plan as 
well as through the 2011-2012 new modular and portable relocation request to the Province to 
emphasize the severity of the enrolment pressures at both Esther Starkman and Johnny Bright 
schools at the time. 
 
ATTACHMENT I Government of Alberta - Summary of Major Changes to the School 

Capital Manual 
ATTACHMENT II New Modular Requests and Relocations for 2012-2013 
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Appendix IV 
 
 
Planning Principles 
 
In response to the Ministerial review, the Board of Trustees developed a framework to address the 
overcapacity problem within the District’s Ten-Year Facilities Plan 2003-2012, approved on November 
25, 2003. This strategy introduced the following guiding principles for planning school facilities: 
 
1.0 Equitable Access to Quality Learning Environments and Choice of Programs – Students at all grade 

levels are entitled to equity of access to high quality, modern facilities and a balanced range of 
regular, alternative and special programs regardless where they live in the city. 

2.0 Creative Re-Use of Surplus Space – School space that is not needed for instruction still has value to 
the community. Consistent with Board Policies the District will continue to seek out tenants and 
partners for the use of surplus school space that support the community in the areas of child and 
family services, and the not-for-profit sector. This could involve other levels of government, within a 
context that partner use of district space will operate at no cost to the District. Examples include 
early learning partners such as Head Start groups, immigrant services, childcare providers, etc. 

3.0 Efficient Use of School Space in Sectors and Retention of Schools in Aging Neighbourhoods – By 
reducing the amount of unused and unneeded space, the District will continue to work toward 
retention of schools in aging neighbourhoods. 

4.0 Accommodation and Program Needs Met Within Sectors – The District will ensure that we have 
sufficient schools and programs in each sector to accommodate student demand, eliminating the 
need for students to travel great distances to access programs. 
 

A fifth principle was added in the 2006-2015 Ten-Year Facilities Plan, approved June 14, 2005. This 
principle was added to provide direction in establishing district priorities for investment of funds for 
upgrades to schools in mature areas of the city, where the viability of programming and student 
enrolment has been confirmed. 
 
5.0 Capital investment contingent upon confirmation of long-term viability– The investment of funds for 

upgrades will focus on projects at schools where the long-term viability of programming and student 
enrolment has been confirmed. The District will, however, continue to responsibly maintain existing 
schools in order to ensure that all matters of life, health and safety are fully addressed. 

 
A sixth principle is being added in this plan to identify the need for the District to engage further in the 
area of energy efficiency in facilities, and the need to reduce transportation costs and impacts for 
students by providing more local capacity in new areas where more of the students live. 
 
6.0 Proactive Approach to Environmental Awareness and Stewardship– The District will consider 

environmentally responsible approaches to distribution of space and resources within the District. 
The District will promote a proactive strategy to environmental awareness and stewardship of 
buildings and land. 

 
Edmonton Public Schools’ Ten-Year Facilities Plan: 2009 - 2018 is based on these six planning 
principles. 


