
Board of Education

Howard County Public School System
10910 Clarksville Pike
EllicottCity, MD21042

26 September 2019
Dear Members of the Board,

My name is Jeff Heiges. My wife and I reside in Polygon 176 with our two
children. I'm a former Naval Officer, having spent 24 years serving our country in the
military. I enjoyed my time in the Navy, but decided to leave active duty to spend time
with my family. You see, military life, while rewarding, involves being away from home a
jot. Anybody who has served in our armed forces will attest to that. When we returned
from deployment, I witnessed how my peers would have to uproot their families and
move to another duty station and begin their lives again. Their kids would enter new
schools with new teachers, have to make new friends, and learn the ropes of a new
community. The stress of relocating was added to the 'normal stressors' like increased
academic demands, establishing new peer relationships, and conflict in child / parent
relationships. New teachers, new curriculum, new schools (both physical campus
differences and culture / policies), made adjustment and "fitting in" even more difficult.
I've listened to my military friends describe the anguish of their children struggling to fit
into a new school environment. It was then that I made the decision to leave the service
to find a stable environment where I would not have to move my family around.

I ve looked at some studies, and the most common stressor seems to have been
the challenge of making and maintaining close friendships (Bradshaw et al., 2010).
Many kids have described that the ending of close relationships led them to avoid
making close connections with peers at new schools. All this at a time, during very
formative years, when close relationships with friends is extremely important. New
students have often found it difficult to gain acceptance in social networks and
established friend groups. Further studies have also shown that moving to a new high
school can make it more difficult for students to become involved in extracurricular
activities, especially if student groups have already been established. This occasionally
has led to mental health concerns, as a decline in such activities have caused further
withdrawal and depressive symptoms (Rossen & Carter, 2011).

All of these concerns can be applied to our kids today. It has been said by the
Superintendent and members of the Board that all of our schools are great. So, why
subject our children to these extra stressors? True, we are not physically moving from
one house to another, or one city to another. However, our children still have to deal
with all of the issues stated above. We can not.overlook the potential negative impacts
of moving 7400 children to different schools in Howard County. I've spent years
defending my country, and now I'm fighting for my children to have a stable school
environment. Give them the stability they deserve! Allow our children to keep attending
their neighborhood schools; Allow them to maintain their sense of community; Allow
them to maintain their close relationships with friends. Not even one child needs to
suffer!

Bradshaw, C. P., Suddhinaraset, M., Minari, K., & Blum, R.W. (2010). School transitions among military adolescents:
A qualitative study of stress and coping. School Psychology Review 39, 84-105.
Rossen, E. & Carter, C. D. (2011, February). Supporting students from military families. Principal Leadership, 11(6),



My name is Rebecca Kellerand am a member of polygon 2028. Thank you for your consideration and

all that you do for our children and community.

We very much need to develop a plan that strengthens education opportunities and provide supports to

close the achievement gap for students in need. Howard County is a naturally diverse community filled

with excellent programs, sought out as a place to live by families from around the world. When moved

here, I was so happy to see all the things Howard County offered, and was so impressed by the

community...

Then came this redistricting plan. Why has something meant to be so beneflcent been delivered to the

community in an abrupt, heavy handed, almost malicious fashion?

Wears told that "the kids will be fine"..,. Is it really fine to disrupt a familiar environment/comfort

zone, (even drive past several schools to get to yours), without solid support networks in place in a new

learning environment for transitioning students. It is a bit concerning that we are cutting out assistive

faculty-so if there are less staff, where are the children going to get their support...

YOU are NOT addressing the root causes to these problems. HOW is moving a student from school A to

school B going to help close that individual's achievement gap when you are taking AWAY educators. If

you move individuals from varying performance arrangements around you can orchestrate it such that

an INSTITUTION'S performance averages out but what about the children?

HOW is moving a student from school A to school B going to fix the HISTORIC ECONOMIC disparities?!! I

HOW is moving a student from school A to school B going to fix racial disparities - This plan has certainly

stirred heated discussion within the community but nothing has been beneficial, and mostly hurtful and

harmful so WHAT a re you going to do about that?

If you want to close an achievement gap, why not have programs and educators that target deficiencies
and help students correct them - and have available at all institutions, and then make more institutions,

like magnet schools, instead of spending resources on sending children all over the place.

If you want to fix economic disparities and improve diversity, then why not examine the land use and
see what problems historic housing and community choices have created and consider re-examining the
"land use" to enhance access to more members of the community.

If you want to fix racial disparities, then I quote [Letter from a Birmingham Jail (King, Jr)] "I am sure that
none of you would want to rest content with the superficial kind of social analysis that deals merely with
the effects and does not grapple with the underlying cause..."

Please take care in what you are doing for the community... I want to believe in your good intentions.

You should not use the supposed end goals to justify negative or harmful means by which you seek to
obtain them. We should always be mindful of all that we say and do... our children are watching.



Tuesday, October 15th Board of Education Testimony from Don Engel, Polygon 1256
donengel@gmail. com

My name is Don Engel and I live in polygon 1256. I'm here as a parent of twins at Fulton
Elementary.
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I teach data visualization to graduate computer science students. I've looked at the data a
thousand ways, and I have deep concerns that the superintendent's plan is actively harmful in
tenns of both utilizatton and equity. I can only conclude that either the (1) plan is
well-designed in response to other variables not made public, or (2) the plan is badly designed.
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This chart, from the Superintendent's proposal, shows that we go from 21 down to 16 schools
greater than 110% capacity. This isn't five schools moving over that line. This is a net change of
five schools. And "greater than 110%" is totally arbitrary. If it were "greater than or equal to°
instead of "greater than", we'd be going down from 22to 19 - a net reduction of only three
schools! This difference includes two high schools which increase from 95% to exactly 110%
utilization - and one of those is Wilde Lake. Where is the equity in overcrowding the students

who we are most trying to help?

But let's go ahead with "greater than."



10%
Capacity

Across elementary, middle, and high schools, there are seven schools which are pushed to over
110% capacity, twelve brought below 110%, and nine which remain over 110%.

Here's a graph which shows how seemingly random the changes are in elementary school
utilization.
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Amongst elementary schools, there is a net reduction of two elementary schools over 11 0%
capacity, but sur schools are pushed to become over 1 10% capacity in the shuffle.

So, which schools become or remain overcrowded? The county's #1 most overcrowded school
will be Laurel Woods Elementary - a Title 1 school that would Jump from 100% to 122%
capacity.

100°/c 122°/c
Coming in second, overcrowded at 121%, is Talbott Springs Elementary - also a Title 1 school.

Stevens Forest Elementary, another Title 1 school, is another of the schools brought above
110% utilization.

And what of Fulton Elementary, whose only change is offloading our polygon to Laurel Woods?
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Effective this summer,
105.0% is the max allowed
before new home
construction is restricted.

The superintendent's map
brings Fulton ES to exactly
105. 0% by overcrowding
Laurel Woods with a 22%
Increase in enrollment
from one year to the next.

The net result is that Fulton will remain near-zero FARM, but will be brought to exact/ythe
105% "adequate facility" maximum utilization, which will then allow for new high-end real estate
development.

Laurel Woods would remain a Title 1 school, but will have the added challenges of onboarding
tremendous number of students, teachers, and trailers over a single summer.

Much has been made of Fulton's over-1000-student enrollment, but Fulton is our highest
capacity elementary school. That's without accounting for Fulton's trailers and additional staff.
which have been added gradually. It is just plain wrong to force a dramatic and sudden
transition to extreme overcrowding on Title 1 schools like Laurel Woods. The status quo is far
better in terms of both utilization and equity. If you must make changes, please consider the
detailed alternatives that my Maple Lawn neighbors and I have proposed in earlier testimony.



My name is Amy Grutzik, and I live in polygon 224. 1 have an 8th grader and a 5th
grader in the HCPSS. I am currently the PTA President ofWFES.

Ninety-four years ago. West Friendship Elementary School's doors opened,
bringing several one-room school houses together. This "little old country school"
has seen many changes over the past ten decades, from being a two-stoiy building
with 1 st-11th grades to a one-stoiy building with K-5th grades.

In addition to the brick and mortar changes over the years, the make-up of the
student population has also changed. West Friendship is a melting pot of farming
and non-farming families who have been here for many years, families who have
moved in and replaced empty nesters, families who have moved to small, new
developments, and last year we welcomed families from Manor Woods Elementary
School. We are Filipino, Korean, Chinese, Indian, Colombian, Lithuanian,
Russian, African-American, Caucasian, Ethiopian, bi-racial-and that is just our 5th
grade! Our community takes pride in our children and the inclusiveness that the

students and their parents show others. Our school motto is "I will always be a
friend at West Friendship!" and our kids practice that daily.

WFES has a 100% feed to Mount View Middle School. Looking at the map of
polygons, you will see that Mount View is located in the center of the West
Friendship school community. See Exhibit A

WFES's current enrolhnent is 394 students, with capacity of 414. A 95%
utilization for our school is near perfection. The superintendent proposes moving
141 students from West Friendship. These students mclude the families who were
redistricted to our school last year and families on the west side of Route 32. This

would leave West Friendship at 79% utilization for the 2020-2021 school year and
leave other schools in our region over capacity.

With the unique make-up of our community, a cookie-cutter approach for
projecting enrollment in our area is not prudent.



The 2013 Feasibility Study stated, "West Friendship ES has consistently shown
declining enrollment in recent projections. This report recommends proceeding
with the closure of West Friendship ES ... and funds are more wisely invested in
construction of a new school located within the sewer service area. " They
recommended West Friendship students be distributed between Waverly, Manor
Woods, and Bushy Park Elementary Schools.

The WFES community testified to the BOB to keep our community school open,
knowing that the OSP projections of declining enrollment were incorrect. In fact.
the 2013 report predicted enrollment to be 225 in 2017. Actual 2017 enrollment

was 328, a difference of 103 students, 46% more than projected. This was only a
four-year projection. Why were the OSP numbers so off? Thank goodness the BOE
listened to our testimonies, tmsted that we knew our community, and did not close
our school. See Exhibit B

We disagree with the OSP's current enrollment projections for our school and feel
they are too aggressive in projecting homeowner turnover. Since our school is not

over capacity, we ask the BOE to keep all current students at WFES. This will give
the families who were recently redistricted to our school time to settle and allow

the students west of 32 to continue at our school without increasing their already
long bus rides.

The WFES PTA conducted a community survey and holds the following
positions:

1. School communities must be protected bv county eovemment from

oyer-development With realistic consideration of school capacities and long-term
assessment.

The Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO) is a land use policy that helps to
manage the pace of growth in response to the pressure that growth places on school
and roadway capacity. It links residential construction to an elementary schools
test, a school regions test, and a road test. This legislation from the county
government was put in place to protect our communities.



EfiFective January 1, 2019, the schools test added that high school districts must be
below 115%, reduced elementary school districts testing to 105%, and reduced
middle school districts testing to 110%. We are thankful to the county government
for strengthening this test.

But here's the kicker: APFO does NOT apply to the Turf Valley development. The
developer was grandfathered due to exemption 16. 1107(b)(6). At the time, the
exemption was most likely tailor-made for this developer. This developer is not
concerned with the lack of capacity for schools to absorb new populations. This is
very apparent with the continual development of Turf Valley where 1,005
additional housing units are slated to be built. By 2030, a total of 1,547 housing
units will have been built without having to abide by the schools test! In addition.
Chapelgate Development across the street from Turf Valley is scheduled to be built
in 2021. The County Council and BOB need to recognize that there is no safeguard
for this community. See Exhibits C & D.

The current over-development at Turf Valley is dismpting established
neighborhoods and school communities. Existing students are being pushed out of
their school communities for new students. With this community having no
safeguard from APFO, we are asking the BOE to be very deliberate in making
attendance area decisions. Although the BOE is not in charge ofAPFO, they
can redistrict in a way to help protect our community and students. Lowering
school utilization just opens the gate for queued-up development, which would
put families in our community in an even worse situation.

2. No elementary student shnnid be redistricted more than once between
kindergarten and 5th grade-

As outlined in Policy 6010, one of the factors in the review of any school
attendance area adjustment plan is community stability. Where reasonable, school
attendance areas should promote a sense of community by:

. avoiding feeds of less than 15% at the receivmg school;



keeping areas that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods
together; and

making every attempt to not move a student more than once at any school
level.

The superintendent's plan recommends moving polygons171, 179, 1179, 178, and
1178 from WFES to Triadelphia Ridge Elementary School. These polygons were
moved to WFES for the 2018-2019 school year. Moving these polygons again so
soon would result in their children going to their third elementary school within
four years, while living in the same house. How is this reasonable?

In addition, the feed from TRES to Mount View MS would be approximately
2. 5%.

Polygon 171 does not currently have any students. We agree with moving this
polygon to TRES as it will make a contiguous community with polygon 1171 and
TRES. There will be new housing built there in a few years, and it makes sense to
move this polygon prior to students moving in.

3. There should be a lunit on one-way bus transportation times for students with a
maximum of 60 minutes and the least amount of time possible on highways.

Longer bus routes in the rural western and northwestern parts of the county are
inevitable, due to greater distances between homes and fewer children getting on
the bus at each stop. However, every effort should be made to limit the total time
students are on the buses, particularly for our youngest children.

The longer the bus has to travel, the more likely there is to be an accident. Moving
polygons 232, 231, and 1231 to the western feeder schools will make those

students travel down route 32 during morning msh hour traffic. Route 32 is a major
artery, and there are many accidents on this road. The bus rides of students in

polygons, 232, 231, and 1231 to WFES are ah-eady pushing 60 minutes each way
Moving these students will increase their akeady-long commute, and just one



fender bender woidd push tfaeir time on the bus well past the current 60-minute
limit.

4. A school which has seats available, should be able to maintain their current
student body and, when possible. bring m new students to help relieve schools that
are over capacity.

If a school is not overcrowded, students should not be moved out of it. If the school
has capacity, students from overcrowded schools can be moved to that school but
not to the detriment of the current student body. Moving students from school to
school negatively impacts students' academic performance. It also results in added
workload for school teachers and staff, who have to plan academically for the new
students based on their school records, lEPs, 504 plans, etc. WFES is not over
capacity; therefore, current students should stay there.

5. Any changes to current students for Mount View Middle School feeder
elementary school assignments should be delayed, and the promised Turf Valley
ES should be fast tracked.

To quote the 2019 Feasibility study "... elementary schools in the northern region
of the county, which includes Centennial Lane ES, Hollifield Station ES,
Northfield ES, St Johns Lane ES, West Friendship ES, and Waverly ES, will
require 600-700 additional seats by SY 2024-25."

The promised Turf Valley Elementary School should be designated the new ES
#43 and be fast tracked to coincide with redistricting in 2022. We understand that
the money for building Turf Valley ES would come from the state and county, so
the BOB needs to pressure oiu- county executive and council representatives to
make this capital project a high priority.

The supermtendent's plan for the northern region would put it at risk for more
immediate residential development, which would renew the cycle of increased
student enrolhnent and more schools at overcapacity. See Exhibit E. We have
suggestions on how to avoid this situation.



First, given that high school #13 in Jessup will open in the 2023-2024 school year,
there will be another unavoidable school redistricting process in 2022, so it makes
sense to postpone redistricting until then.

Second, split polygon 304. During the 2017 BOB redistricting work sessions, Ms.
Delmount-Small requested polygons with expected high enrollment to be split. We
recommend that this polygon be split between areas that currently have housing
units and areas where building is planned. This way the "ghost" students could be
moved to the closest ES with capacity, and students who attend Waverly ES could
remain there. In addition. Manor Woods ES is not overcapacity, so students
currently enrolled there should remain there.

Lastly, taking into account the WFES PTA's enrolhnent projections. Given the
inaccuracies m previous enrollment projections for WFES, we did our own
projections based on an analysis ofPolygon 232 and prior OSP calculations. See
Exhibit F. We calculated utilization assuming all current polygons stay at WFES.
For the next four years, our utilization would be 92%, 97%, 100%, and 104%.
There would be no need to move students from WFES.

If the BOE follows these suggestions, students will be able to remain at their
community schools, schools' capacity would not be at a level that would attract
more development, and new developments would be assigned to the closest school
with capacity without moving established neighborhoods out of their communities.

6. Being forced to change schools is detrimental to the student's and parent's
emotional health because it removes their community support system.
.

'It takes a village to raise a child. " There could not be a truer statement in the face
of modem challenges for families of Howard County. The "village" is created by
family, fnends, neighbors, and the school community, who are all invaluable
factors that influence children's safety, security, and development. There is so
much research to support this that it would be redundant to review it all in this
testimony.



Childhood depression, anxiety disorders, and suicidal thoughts and attempts have
skyrocketed in our country in the last decade. Howard County General Hospital's
pediatric ER nurses report being overwhelmed by these cases. This Board of
Education's response cannot be to disassemble the community support which
protects our children on a daily basis and holds them together.

Switching school communities every few years increases stress for parents as well,
as it can interfere with carpooling and before and after school childcare, which can
put a financial strain on families.

7. Assignment to schools farther away than the nearest school to a community
should be by choice, as in the option of magnet programs.

Parents choose where their families live, taking into consideration the public
schools assigned to a community. Once students have begun attending a school, it
should only be by their parents' choice to send them to a different public school. If
redistricting results in changing students' assigned school, parents should be given
the option to keep their children enrolled in their current school, as long as they can
arrange for their transportation.

The only instance in which students should be attending a public school farther
away than the nearest school to their community should be if parents choose to
enroll them in magnet programs, which do not exist in our school system. Magnet
programs provide more school choice to families and, according to the national
non-profit Magnet Schools of America, they also are developed around a core set
of five principles, which we believe align with the values of our school system:
diversity, innovative curriculum and professional development, academic
excellence, high-quality instructional systems, and family and community
partnerships.

8, A minimum of 2 years advanced notice should be given to any polvgon beforejt
is m<?ved to allow time for the ROE to research the impact on students to he
transferred, get cornmunitv input, make modifications, share information- and
conduct long-term analysis of the plan.



Due diligence is necessary, and community input is important to completely
understand any proposal for redistricting. Families have been given only three
months to consider the superintendent's current proposal, which is not enough
time. Also, these three months coincide with one of the busiest times of the school
year.

We fear that redistricting decisions are going to be made quickly without long-term
consideration, which will result in having to redistrict again in just a couple of
years. Long-term solutions need to be made so that students are not moved around
multiple times over their elementary, middle, and high school years.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
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Exhibit B

Actual WFES Enrollment Compared to OSP Projected Enrollment

2013

2014

2015

2016
2017

201}
Feasibility

Study
Projected

WFES
enrollment

273

264

245

239
225

Actual WFES
enrollment

287

312

326
328

Difference
frnm

Projection

23

67

87
103

K change

9%
27%

36%
46%

1C



Exhibit C

Turf Valley Growth

Current
Units

SMUB
New
Writs

2020
New

Units

2021
New
Unite

2022
New

Units

2023
New
Units

2024
New
Units

M2S
New
Untot

2026
New
Units

aa?
New
Unte

2028
New

Units

20»
New
Unte

2030
New
Units

Polygon 304 305 w* 'aos: i04 i05 9W 385 104 305 304 MS 104 10S 3B41MS 3041305 3<Mt|3® 3041305 Kwfews 30413051

Single Family 91 96 21 30 30 15 15 15

Townhouse 74 59 17 42 28 48 29 30

Apartment 192 30 30 40 40
20

0

30

40

30 35 19 17

40 40 50 40 40 40 40 40 40
Total 357 185 w 47 63 28 us 29 100 21 S5 4S 75 34 S7 so] 40 40 40 40 40 40

Current Number of Units - never had to adhere to APFO

Polygon 304 3S7
PolygonlOS 18S currents |54,2j
Total S42

Number of Units by the end of 2022 - never had to adhere to APFO

|Polygon 304 648
polygoniOS 310 Increase fro«n current = IA161
fatal 9S8

Number of Unto by the end of 2030 - never had to adhere to APFO
folygon i04 1,065
[Polygon 305 482
[TOUI l, S47

Increase from current 1,OOS



Exhibit D

Chapelgate Development

Current
Units

2019
New
Units

2020
New
Units

21121
Itew
Unto

2022
New
Units

292i
New
Units

2024
New
Units

Grand
Total

Polygon 1304 1304 1304 13B4 1304 1104 1304 1304

tingle Family 16 0 0 0 16
Townhouse

apartment

Total

0

0

16 0

33
0

33

33

33

34

34

34

34

134

15C

12



Exhibit E Superintendent's Plan For Northern Region Schools

Supt. Proposal - Etementaiy Enrollment Projected Enrollment Projected Utilization

Elementary Schooi

Manor Woods ES

Centennial Lane B

St Johns Lane ES

WolBSeid Station ES

Waverly ES

West Friendsh!p ES

Capacity BASE 2020-21

681 624 676

647 715 715

612 726 606

732 923 806

788 886 833

414 426 327

2021-22

685

7'1S

CM
791

839

344

Z022-23 I ZOZ3-24

672

736

627
772

844

350

BASE

(2020-
-: ;lt -

2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 12023-24

703

727

641

753

849

368

Supt. Proposal - Middle School EnroNmenl Projected Enrsliment Projected Utfteatfon

IBurteigh Manor MS

Middle School

Folly Quarter MS
iMountViewMS

PatapscoMS

Capacity BASE 2020-21

779 806 794

662 674 674

798 842 854

643 775 723

2021-22

799

677

905

780

2C22-23

803

664

922

806

2023-24
BA^t

(2020-
.
-JU1_

778

660

921

818

2020-211 2021-22 2022-23 1202S-24

sy?L?r3?9??'._9®.?ch.l?°L

Capacity

CartenoialHS

MarrtottsKdgeHS
Mt Hebron MS

1. 360
1, 615

1,400

Enrollment

BASfc-

1,634
1,530

1. 644

Projected EniuBineiit

2020-21

1,505
1, 783

1,458

2021-22

1,519

1, 818

lAS!

202Z-23

1,556
1.859

1,510

2023-24

1,571
1,878

1, 527

"EWSE"
(2020-
2ll

Projected Utiruatlon

?.ft20-21 ZnZl-22 I 2022-Z3 20Z3-24

!"...

-A

u



Exhibit F
Polygon 232 Student data as of September 2019

Address
Private/ftome

school <lyp lyo 2yo iyo 4yp K 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th l7thi !8thl l9th hOthl llthl Il2thl

StreAW

Street*

Street H

Street P

StreeST

Street 0

Street u

Streets

ronfAt 8 10 13 11 10 10 8

ES
MS
HS
2019 Total

ES
MS
HS
2B20 Total

ES
MS
HS
2021 Total

ES
MS
HS
»22 Total

WFESPTA
prol

OSP
pro! Delta %

52
27

105

51
26
31
108

43
w

3d
105

41
32
30
103

50
28
3Z
115

54
27
28

119

57
w

39
125

57
30
40

127

.2
1

tt

3

1

7

11

14
1

5

20

16
-2
Ifl

10%

10*A

19%

23%



My Testimony before Board of Education 10/15/2019
-f

Members of Board of Education and Superintendent,

My name is Hong Hsu, a registered voter living in Ellicott City of Howard County.

Before I read superintendent's proposal, I have read general counsel Mark Blom's thesis "A
Legal Roadmap from Desegregation to Diversity". ;' Therefore, I saw three issues have been
touched from the thesis: first issue is racial segregation, second issue is poverty
concentration, and third issue is students' performah^e at school. I also watched Larry
Walker's speech at Celebration of Church at Columbia -fraDllnternet regarding his comment
on the issue.

Unfortunately, Mark Blom misunderstood concept of diversity which is the central talking
point in his thesis. I would like to point out that diversity cannot, and should not be
interpreted solely as a racial diversity. Diversity has broader meaning, for example,
intellectual and talent diversity. It is BOE's responsibility to denounce his oversimplified
interpretation using our taxpayers' money.

With Mark Blom's thesis in handy, unfortunately again superintendent used Mr. Blom's
thesis as legal base and released his redistricting proposal, superintendent stated "...... my
proposal is significantly different than the recommendations presented in the feasibility
study. Our driving priorities through this process have been to relieve advance equity by
addressing distribution of FARM students across. " In other words, this strategic action is to
use busing 7,400 students across whole county to reduce top FARM rate schools of 12
Elementary Schools, 2 Middle Schools and 4 High Schools down to 54% for ES, 45% for MS,
and 42% for HS respectively. Because highest FARM rate is still above average 22. 5% FARM
rate in Maryland, multi-years implementation is needed to get FARM rate down to average
22. 5%.

I notice that the proposal didn't use word racial segregation, didn't use word poverty
concentration and didn't focus on students' performance issue. Instead word equity which
has broader meaning has been used many times in the proposal. Because this proposal was
directed by Board of Education in January, I would like to ask each member of BOE and
superintendent three questions to clarify understand issues which divided Howard County
residents and students' families right now:

First, should Howard County schools take students' performance issue including achieving
gap as major focus?

1



Secondly does Howard County school has legal responsibility for the poverty concentration?

Thirdly does Howard County has racial segregation?

It becomes clear that difference in understanding on these issues is the root of current
bifurcation. Each member of BOE and superintendent must answer these three questions
unambiguously.

From the definition of equity from Strategic Call to Action from hcpss website
https://www. hcpss. org/scta/
EQUITY is providing the access, opportunities and supports needed to help students,

families and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to success that individuals
face. It does not mean equal or giving everyone the same thing."

It seems to me that this equity definition is line with diversity definition. What are outcome
measurements of equity with student group? Based on HCPSS, these equity measurements
are:

No. l high school graduation rate
N0. 2 Suspension rate K-12 in discipline practices

No. 3 English language proficiency assessment from Maryland Report Card
No.4 9th grader's four credits in any of the following: English language, mathematics,
science, social studies, world language.
No.5 PARCC assessment of math and English
No. 6 3 AP exams performance, SAT college readiness score 1010 (480 for Evidence-Based
Reading and Writing and 530 for Math).
No. 7 Meet University of Maryland minimum academic requirement.

I read these equity measurements carefully, and you can see that superintendent's
redistricting proposal doesn't line with any of above equity measurements! This proposal
does nothing to help socioeconomic disadvantaged students to achieve equity success.

Abhijit Banerjee, the one of three Nobel economics prize winner this year and author "Poor
Economics" said in his book that If the politics are right, good policies will eventually
emerge. And conversely, without good politics, it is impossible to design or implement good
policies, at least not on any scale when he discusses why school fail in Chapter 3 and
Chapter 10. Abhijit Banerjee also lists three factors to help students from poor family



First factor is a focus on basic skills, and a commitment to the idea that every child can
master them as long as she/he, and her/his teacher, expends enough effort on it.

Second factor is training effective remedial teachers, at least in the lower grades.

Third, there are large potential gains to be had by reorganizing the curriculum and the
classrooms to allow children to learn at their own pace, and in particular to make sure the
children who are lagging behind can focus on the basics.

Rewarding top percent FARM students who did excellent job in basic reading and math
proved extremely effective.

That lead me to ask an inconvenient question to each of BOE member and superintendent:
What are the top threats to our Howard County Public School System today?

In my opinion, three threats to our school: A) school budget shortage, B) Less support to
extracurricular activity including FARM student's involvement, C) huge different
understanding to the direction of school system.

If we are trying to address equity issue, then students moved in and moved out and their
families are core body for that implementation of equity. Without understanding what the
redistricting mission and measurable objective are, these 74,000+ students would hardly be
served for that mission. From all of testimonies from day one overwhelming majority
speaker believes that students' performance including reducing achieving gap, is the No. 1
priority. That is the evidence!

In addition, the BOE needs to know the cost of redistricting. Without know the cost is
similar to having Iraq war without knowing the cost. (in a March 16, 2003 Meet the
Press interview of Vice President Dick Chenev. held less than a week before the Iraq War

began, host Tim Russert reported that "every analysis said this war itself would cost about
$80 billion, recovery of Baghdad, perhaps of Iraq, about $10 billion per year. We should
expect as American citizens that this would cost at least $100 billion for a two-year
involvement. " The United States Department of Defense's direct spending on Iraq totaled at
least $757. 8 billion)

Dear each member of BOE, Details matter. Our schools have no exception.

As a professional education consultant, my suggestion to uplift all students should be:



A) school must promote students' lasting interest in learning through a long-term
learning atmosphere.

B) it must promote students to discover potential as early as possible in terms of
individuality and improve the national quality of classes across subjects. It is
obviously that busing students around superintendent suggested didn't address
students' performance issue. I believe the proposal oversimplified obstacle we are
facing and it led to a wrong direction for our schools without having students'
performance as a major focus consistently

C) If we can have high 4-year college acceptance rate with student group, then high
school graduation rate would increase automatically. Add 4-year college acceptance
rate including FARM students' achieving gap as one of measurement for advance
equity. We should increase numbers of counselors significantly at 4 higher FARM
rate high schools and expands numbers of clubs significantly in middle and high
schools. Experience proves that it is very effective approach!

This redistricting proposal reflected superintendent's preconceived idea and bad politics by
his ignorance. 64 years ago, the U.S. Supreme Court states that "public school does not
hold responsible for school segregation unless the school denied student enrollment to

his/her school closest to their home". Superintendent ignored this history today.

Dear BOE members, you heard hundred testimonies these days. you heard stress and fear
from students, parent and Howard county tax payers. You also heard many positive
suggestions. Now it's time for you to make decision to protect 7 thousand students from
been tortured by the long bus trip. It's time for you to make decision to help FARM student
to achieve equity success. It's time for you make decision to keep Howard county public
school system in a right direction. Howard county' future should be decided by Howard
count people. Howard county's future should not be decided by a general council, a
disqualified superintendent or a professor of College Park.

Thanks for your consideration.



September 25, 2019

Jonathan Weiner

5007 Altogether Way
Polygon 1200

Re: Proposed School Redistricting Plan

Dear Board of Education,

I strongly oppose Superintendent Martirano's proposed school redistricting plan and ask that you
vote against It.

The proposed plan would result in high school students from polygon 1200 attending Wilde Lake
High School instead of River Hill High School. The commute from our neighborhood to Wilde
Lake High School will take over an hour each way when accounting for traf6c and bus stops.
The long distance required to commute is unnecessary when our current high school is a short
distance and short drive away.

My children will not have the opportunity to participate in before school or after school activities
if so much of their day is wasted commuting to and from school and if it is more difBcult for
their parents to make a trip to the school when still needing to commute to and from work.

The added cost to transport students and the added time and cost for parents to drive further
when needing to attend school functions, participate in activities, and assist students has not been
accounted for with a feasibility study. The entire plan should be rejected until more infomiation
can be collected and reviewed.

In addition to the longer commute times, the proposed plan violates the concept of Community
Stability as outlined in Policy 6010(iy)(B)(2) as it isolates polygon 1200 as a land island.
Polygon 1200 is isolated geographically by dead end back roads because Linden Church Road
does not coimect to any back roads that feed to Sheppard Lane, so it will create a very difficult
commute that will rely on congested highways to drive to and &om Wilde Lake High School.
According to the "data-enroll-projections-suppressed. xlsx" spreadsheet provided by HCPSS,
Polygon 1200 is projected to have 31 high school students in the 2020-2021 school year. A bus
picking up these students will likely need to pick up students from another polygon to fill the
bus, so the commute time will be exto'emely long because there is no access to a neighboring
polygon by utilizing back roads. Furthermore, the proposed plan's redistricting ofPolygon 1200
violates the concept of Community Stability because it isolates Polygon 1200 by making it the
only polygon that attends Dayton Oaks Elementary School that will then attend Wilde Lake High
School. Friendships and a sense of community developed over six years of attending elementary
school with neighboring friends will be lost.

The Superintendent's plan is too flawed to pass in its current form and I ask that you vote against
it.

Sincerely, Jonathan Weiner
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October 15, 2019

Good evening. My Name is Marybeth Steil and I live in polygon 1186. 1 am an attorney, but am
here solely in my individual capacity and not on behalf of any client.

I believe! am number 425 in the order of Testimony for this Group 3. Many of my
neighbors have testified previously and I share their objections to the Superintendent's
proposed move of our polygon from Clarksville Middle School to Harpers Choice Middle School.

But Tonight, mytestimonyis a little different. I have a couple of requests of the Board to
make in their work sessions and deliberation.

First, the Board needs to demand Accurate Data with which to work. This Polygon
system, and even the FARMS data and enrollment data, has some serious flaws. Feasibility
study data on enrollment and capacities do not match the Superintendent's Plan nor does the
school capacity data match the Maryland state totals. I am not clear on all of the reasons why
the data seems to be so wrong. It's clear that the Board is not using a shared set of facts with
which to work, and that MUST be remedied before you move forward.

Second, I believe the Board should demand an objective legal review of any plan it puts
forward. As an attorney, I read the memo and watched the presentation of General Counsel
Mark Blom. I have some specific issues with the characterization of some of the cases he cited,
and I have enumerated those in an attachment to my written testimony for your review. Dr
Martirano's plan did try hard to stay within the race-neutral guidelines from Mr. Blom by
primarily using FARMS data. However, we have since learned that people advising the
Superintendent voiced unlawful race-based motivations for certain moves. As a taxpayer, I am
not interested in spending tax dollars to defend an Unconstitutional plan.

Third, due to all that has happened, our community is divided. It's clear that this Plan
was not formulated by a diverse group of individuals chosen to represent a cross-section of our
community. 3 out of 12 high schools were not represented in the Attendance Area Committee.

Racially, the committee failed to represent our Asian community, which makes up 20% of our
county. This is wrong.

You, the Board of Education, have an opportunity to reject this divisiveness. In the spirit
of healing this broken community, I urge you to Unanimously reject this Plan, use one of the
Feasibility studies to relieve the most urgent overcrowding, and move forward instead to
formulate a broad, community-based Plan that is truly representative of our diversity as a
County. This Diversity is our Strength. We have an unbelievable array of smart, caring people
who all want what is best for Howard County's students. Our objections are not about a fear of
poverty or racism-it's because the formulation of this Plan did not include us. We want to do



what will be truly effective in closing the achievement gap. Please reject the Superintendent's
Plan.

Thank you.

Attachment



Memorandum
To: Board of Education, Howard County Public Schools

From: Marybeth L. Steil, Esq. (respectfully submitted individually and not on behalf of a client),
resident of Polygon 1186

Date: October 15, 2019

Re: Questions for General Counsel to HCPSS regarding Dr. Martirano's Redistricting Plan

As stated in my oral testimony, strongly oppose Dr. Martirano's Redistricting Plan as presented
in August 2019. This memo is respectfully submitted with the intention of raising questions that should
be answered by an independent legal review of whichever Redistricting Plan the Board of Education
approves.

As you will recall. Mark Blom, General Counsel to HCPSS submitted a memo to this Board

entitled "A Legal Roadmap from Desegregation to Diversity in America's Public Schools" from March
2019. He followed up that memo with a Powerpoint presentation to the board in May of 2019. These
public statements were made in advance of the Attendance Area Committee meetings which occurred
in June and July 2019, as well as the presentation of Dr. Martirano's plan in August. In short, a lot has
transpired between Mr. Blom's advice and today, which raises questions as to whether Dr. Martirano's
plan of using FARMS data as a race-neutral criterion to achieve equity in HCPSS is constitutional.

In Blom's memo, he cites the case of Cruz-Euzman v. Minnesota, 916 N.W.2d 1 (Minn. 2018)as
a "green light" for potential desegregation lawsuits. In fact, this case's holding is only that the plaintiffs'
claims of violations of the Minnesota state constitution's Education Clause were judiciable, vice the
purview of the Legislature. See Cruz-Guzman, at 9. Further, after this case was remanded, it made its
way through the courts again under Forslund v. Minnesota, 924 N.W. 2d 55 (Ct. App. Minn. 2019) where
the Court of Appeals of Minnesota found that the plaintiffs failed to state claims for relief under the
Education and Equal Protection Clauses of the State constitution, and the claim was dismissed.

In section II of Blom's memo, he cites and explains the Parents Involved case at length. Parents
Involved v. Seattle, 551 U. S. 701 (2007), but fails to discuss an important part of the majority opinion in
the case, mainly that "the Constitution is not violated by racial imbalance in the schools, without more."
Parents Involved, at 721, quoting Milliken v. Bradley. 433 U. S. 267, 280 n. 14 (1977). Further, in the
opinion of four of the Supreme Court justices (Roberts, Thomas, Scalia and Alito) racial balancing was
strongly disfavored ("In design and operation, the plans are directed only to racial balance, pure and
simple, an objective this Court has repeatedly condemned as illegitimate. " Parents Involved, at 726.)
Importantly, a result of Dr. Martirano's plan for certain school moves in River Hill High School and
Harpers Choice Middle Schools, the population shifts are between Asian students and African-American

students, presumably to more closely match Howard County generally, rather than the actual housing
trends in the immediate school area. This would not be viewed favorably by those four justices (or likely
the more conservative US Supreme Court as currently constituted), as



... the racial demographics in each district - whatever they happen to be - drive the required
'diversity" numbers. The plans here are not tailored to achieving a degree of diversity necessary
to realize the asserted educational benefits; instead the plans are tailored...to the goal
established by the school board of attaining a level of diversity within the schools that
approximates the district's overall demographics."

Parents Involved, at 726-7.

Next, Blom cites Doe v. Lower Merion School District, 655 F.3d 526 (3"' Cir. 2011), cert. denied
(2012) for the proposition that a school district could use student race as a factor when the formal goals
of redistricting did not include race, but the school board there had considered the racial make-up of the
student population under various redistricting plans. While this is correct, there are a number of
important distinctions in Lower Merlon that may prove problematic when applying it to HCPSS; first, the
racial demographics in Lower Merion were quite different than here in Howard County, as under any
one plan under consideration by the school board there the highest percentage of African American
students (the largest minority group) would have been 14.5% (see Lower Merion, at 533). Clearly, this
presents a very different diversity challenge than the schools that make up Howard County, in which
only one high school presently constituted has over 50% white student population, and the white
population does not change materially under Dr. Martirano's plan (Glenelg High School, see page 26 of
the plan, it drops from 76% to 74%). Further, the school plan adopted by the Lower Merion Board of
Education and affirmed by the appeals court was based on keeping school feeds toeether. not other
racial or socio-economic data. Lower Merion, at 537.

There are also a couple of cases not cited in Blom's memo, which may prove helpful to a legal
analysis, including persuasive case law that neighborhood schools are legal.

First, Spurlock v. Fox, 716 F.3d 383 (6th Cir. 2013), cert. denied 571 U.S. 954 , 134 S. Ct. 436, 187 L.
Ed. 2d 283, 571 U. S. 954 (2013), which found that there was no violation of the Equal Protection Clause
of the US Constitution in a student-assignment plan in Nashville, Tennessee, which used the choice of
either attending neighborhood schools or busing to a more distant school in their same "cluster" as the
basis for their plan, in order to balance school under-enrollment and overcrowding. The Sixth Circuit
found that it is not the job of courts to rectify voluntary seeregation in housine patterns:

'But to accept the general claim that geography-based school-assignment policies are
unconstitutional because they are really nothing more than race-based policies in disguise
would mean that any neighborhood-school policy adopted in a community with racially
identifiable housing patterns is unconstitutional. Such a far-reaching implication has been
repeatedly disavowed by both the Supreme Court and this circuit. See Freeman v. Pitts, 503 U. S.
467, 495 (1992) ("Where re-segregation is a product not of state action but of private choices, it
does not have constitutional implications. It is beyond the authority and beyond the practical
ability of the federal courts to try to counteract these kinds of continuous and massive
demographic shifts. To attempt such results would require ongoing and never-ending
supervision by the courts of school districts simply because they were once de jure
segregated. "); accord Parents Involved, 551 U.S. at 721, 736-37; see ofeo Nat'l Ass'n for the
Advancement of Colored People v. Lansing Bd. ofEduc., 559 F.2d 1042, 1049 (6th dr. 1977) ("As
a matter of general principle, assigning school children to schools in their neighborhoods does
not offend the constitution. Racial imbalance in the schools does not, in itself, establish a



const'rtutional violation. The Constitution imposes no duty on school officials to correct

segregative conditions resulting from factors over which they have no control, such as
residential patterns, and the failure to anticipate the effect on racial composition of the
schools of adherence to a neighborhood school policy does not signify that a school board has
created a dual system, absent a showing of segregative intent. ") (internal citations omitted)."

Spurlock, at 396 (emphasis added).

A contrasting case to that of the Cruz-Guzman v. Minnesota case can be found in Florida, in
Citizens for Strong Schools v. Florida State Board of Education, 262 So. 3rd 127 (Fla. 2019), where the
Supreme Court of Florida rejected a challenge to the State's K-12 public education system based on the
State's alleged failure to comply with the mandate in article IX, section l(a) of the Florida State
Constitution that the state provide "uniform, efficient, safe, secure, and high quality system of free
public schools that allows students to obtain a high quality education" for failing to provide a high
quality education for certain subgroups of students, namely minority, low income and students with
disabilities. See Citizens for Strong Sch; Inc., at 129-131. Further, the plaintiffs in the Florida case not
only "failed to establish any causal relationship between any alleged low student performance and a
lack of resources" but also presented evidence which found a "lack of any causal relationship between
additional financial resources and improved student outcomes. " Citizens for Strong Sch., Inc., at 143.
Important to note for HCPSS is that there has yet to be any allegation that the current achievement gap
is due to any deficiency in funding resources. Additionally, there is not any evidence presented that
additional financial resources would improve student outcomes here in Howard County for any section
or subsection of students. Dr. Martirano's plan does not address either question.

In conclusion, it is imperative that the Board receive sound, objective advice on the
constitutionality of any plan upon which it will vote. As Dr. Martirano's plan may not be constitutional. It
is abundantly clear that Blom's original advice of using choice-based plans, like magnet or charter
schools, remains less contentious and is more likely to enjoy broad-based community support.



October 15, 2019

Good evening Howard County Board of Education:

My name is Katie Fry Hester. I live in polygon 180, in the Woodmark Community. I have been a

resident of Howard County for ahnost 20 years and am the mother of two girls, ages 10 and 13. Thank

you for increasing the number of scheduled public hearings to allow for ample opportunity for

community participation. (I know what long hearings are like!)

I'm also the State Senator for District 9, vAich encompasses parts of Howard and Canoll County.

Today the Howard County Senators issued a joint statement regarding the need for redistricting in our

County. We have no role in the detennination of school boundaries. Howevn, a significant amount of

annual capital funding for school construction and renovation origmates from the state's budget, and we

recognize the importance ofaddressii^ school capacity issues. In 2019, we passed legislation enabling

the County Council to increase the school facility surcharge. Next year, we will be advocating for tens of

millions of additional school construction dollars statewide. That said, there are insufScient public

funds to rely exclusively on new school construction to alleviate current overcrowding. Bottom line, we

can't build our way out of the overcapacily problem, and it does not serve the long tenn benefit of the

School System to kick the can down the road any longer. Our full statement is attached.

Given the importance of public input, I have encouraged constituents who have react out to our office to

contact you direcdy - and am submitting copies of the emaUs and letters I have received as backup. The

detailed requests are mosdy for specific changes or iinprovements to HCPSS Policy 6010. which

currently calls for consideration of: facility utilization, commumty stability and the demographic



characterisdcs of the student population1. The letters I received also cited additional research on student

health, achieving equity, and a lengthy petition on graiidfathering juniors. I implore this body to take the

comments and concerns of your constituents and conanmuty members seriously.

I'd like to step out of my role as a State Representative for a moment and into my role as a partnership

professional who has spent decades working to bring people with diverse perspectives together to solve

difBcult challenges. I have some perspecdves to share. Wth almost no exceptions, successful

partnerships and change programs all have three characteristics: 1) a clear and transparent process, 2)

engagement of all stakeholders as partners, and 3) a recognition that real progress is not a linear process.

Real progress takes considerable time, effort, and compromise.

I embrace the pursuit of equity in Howard County. And I would like to see the county succeed in

establishing an open, mclusive, and long-term process to build equity in Howard County. Precisely

because of this, I also believe that a thoughtfiil process that results in a modified redistricting plan is not

a vote against equity. The input of your consdtuents matter, and should be considered no matter which

side of this specific plan you are on. I encouii^e you to consider three key questions:

1) How do we ensure Auccess when the final plan is launched? What did we learn finm the Jump

Start program? What type ofwrap-around support will OUT children and teachers need? How does

the further roll out of Kirwan impact our local plans?

2) How can we work more coUaborativefy to promote equity? I support a collaborative process

across the BOE, County Council and State and representative community members to promote

* 1 Facility utilization including the effident use of available space, projected enrollment, fiscal
responsibility, antidpated transportation time and distance, and maintaining an equitable distribution
of regional programs located throughout the county.

* Community stability including feeds that encourage keeping students together (avoiding feeds of less
than 15%), the contiguousness of communities and neighborhoods, and the frequency with which any
one student is reassigned.

. Demographic characteristics of the student population including radal/ethnic and sodoeconomic
composition (as measured by federal FARMS program data), academic performance as measured by
standardized testing, level of enrollment in English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) programs,
and the number of students moved while taking into account the outcomes of all of the factors above.



equity using evidence-based strategies. How can we increase opportunities for student

disproportionately impacted by the achievement gap? What role can parent choice and magnets
schools play in promoting equity?

3) Last but not least, what can we do to bring the community back together? It has been a tense

few months, to say the least. But this can be an opportunity to build on our Courageous

Conversation about Race and Religion wifh an even deeper type of support. What could this look

like? Is it a broader, more grass roots effort such as the national Living Room Conversations^

program? Or is it similar to the work Tri County Mediation has done on the Eastern Shore3? Maybe

it's an ongomg group of community members fiom around our diverse county that champion

equitable policies across all parts of County government for years to come. We don't know yet, but I

invite those interested to join me in having that conversation. Further, I have identified that the state

court system4 does has a unique grant for community mediation we could pursue, and I am more

than willing to help.

It's no secret that we live m a highly polarized time. However, even when we disagree on positions,

there are still core, underlying values we share. The only path forward towards a good solution is one

where we listen and try to understand each other. As a state senator, parent, and Howard County

community member, I am committed to supporting processes that engage all people from our

community as equal partaers and work to unite the community in support of all of our children. Thank

You.

Katie Fry Hester

2 https://www.livmgro<Mnconversatioais.oig

3 hnos://salisbu^vindeDendent.neV6ublicforum/communttv-enaaaes-in-conve^sations-about-race/
4 httD://ivww.mdcourts. aov/DrocuremenVarants/macro/crcurrentoD Dortunitv



THE MARYLAND GENERAL ASSEMBLY

ANNAPOUS, MARYLAND 21401

Joint Statement from Howard County Senators on the HCPSS School Boundary Review Process

October 15, 2019

This is a joint statement from Senators Clarence Lam, Guy Guzzone, and Katie Fry Hester, and it is not an
endorsement of any specific boundary proposal.

As Howard County State Senators, we have an ongoing interest In the Howard County Public School
System's (HCPSS) school boundary review process (also known as "school redistricting"). While we as state
legislators have no role in the determination of the new boundaries, we have been monitoring the progress
of HCPSS In this process because a significant amount of annual capital funding for school construction and
renovation originates from the state's budget and because we recognize the importance of addressing the
current school enrollment and capacity issues.

During the 2019 legislative session, the Maryland Genera] Assembly passed HB1409 to enable the Howard
County Council to Implement Increases to the school facilities surcharge (also known as impact fees) as part
of a comprehensive consideration of school and housing needs. Furthermore, the General Assembly
leadership has indicated an intent to prioritize additional capital funding for public school systems with
their plan to introduce HB1 and SBl in the 2020 session, which will allow for hundreds of millions of
additional school construction dollars statewide. However, these measures must work In conjunction with

school redistricting efforts by the Board of Education.

The Howard County Delegation convened a special work session on January 12, 2019 In part to seek
information from HCPSS regarding the school redistricting process. Based on that meeting, it remains our
firm belief that:

. There are insufficient public funds at the state and local levels to rely exclusively on new school
construction to alleviate current overcrowding.

. School redistricting is the most immediate and efficient method of addressing overcrowded schools
and can no longer be delayed because of worsening overcapadty at certain schools and the
underutilization of space in other schools within HCPSS.

. The final determination of school boundaries lies solely with the Howard County Board of
Education (Maryland Code, Education Article §4-109 (c)1), and any feedback on redistrirting Is
encouraged to be submitted directtyto them.

1 (c) With the advice of the county superintendent, the county board shall determine the geographical attendance
area for each school established under this section.



Members of the Delegation retain the legal authority to sponsor legislation that can compel the
Board to initiate the school boundary review process (e.g. in order to reduce overcrowding and
ensure school capacity is within optimal target utilization).2

We would like to commend the Board of Education for voting unanimously after the January 2019 work
session to initiate the school redistricting process in accordance with HCPSS Policy 6010. which calls for the
following factors to be taken into account in the boundary review process:

Facility utilization including the efficient use of available space, projected enrollment, fiscal
responsibility, anticipated transportation time and distance, and maintaining an equitable
distribution of regional programs located throughout the county.
Community stability Including feeds that encourage keeping students together (avoiding feeds of
less than 15%), the contiguousness of communities and neighborhoods, and the frequency with
which any one student is reassigned.
Demographic characteristics of the student population including racial/ethnic and sodoeconomlc
composition (as measured by federal FARMS program data), academic performance as measured
by standardized testing, level of enrollment in English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL)
programs, and the number of students moved while taking into account the outcomes of all of the
factors above.

Although this joint statement is not an endorsement of any specific boundary proposal, we are pleased that
HCPSS Superintendent Dr. Michael Martirano and the Board of Education have continued to work in good
faith to comprehensively address school system boundaries consistent with HCPSS Policy 6010. We
applaud the Boai'd's effort and willingness to Increase the number of scheduled public hearings In order to
allow for ample opportunity for community participation, and we urge the Board of Education to continue
proceeding in a thoughtful and deliberative manner in the redistrirting process.

We would like to remind community members that the boundary review process is still underway, and
members of the Board of Education can amend or change any proposal based in part on testimony
received from the public. We encourage all interested community members to continue to make their
voices heard directly to the Board of Education In a respectful and civil manner, with written testimony
being accepted by the Board through 4:30pm on November 19, 2019. (The HPCSS School Boundary Review
weboage has comprehensive information on redistrirting, including summaries, timelines, details and other
tools available to the public. ) The Board has several upcoming work sessions for deliberations on proposed
changes that are open to the public before a final Board vote is scheduled for November 21, 2019.

In keeping with the Board of Education's tlmeline, we look forward to seeing a final plan for school
redistricting approved by the Board on November 21st.

Senator Clarence Lam
Chair, Howard County Senate Delegation
District 12

Senator Guy Guzzone
District 13

Senator Katie Fry Hester
District 9

2 See attached letter from the Office of the Attorney General articulating the authority of the state legislature to
oversee the school boundary review process.
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Members of the Howard County Board of Education
HCPSS Superintendent Dr. Michael Martirano

Members of the Howard County Council
Howard County Executive Dr. Calvin Ball
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January 5, 20i8

The Honorable Guy Guzzone
Maryland General Assembly
121 James Senate Office Bldg.
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

The Honorable Eric Ebersole
Maryland General Assembly
305 House Office Bldg.
Annapolis, IWaryland 21401

Dear Senator Guzzone and Delegate Ebersole:

You asked for advice about the authority of the General Assembly to enact
legislation requiring county education boards to adjust school attendance zones under
specified circumstances. You further asked whether the legislation could apply to only
one county. As discussed below, it is my view that such legislation would be
constitutional even if it applied to only one county.

The Court of Appeals has recognized that legally county education boards are
State agencies:

County school boards are considered generally to be State agencies
because (i) the public school system in Maryland is a comprehensive
State-wide system, created by the General Assembly in confermance with
the mandate in Artide Vffl, § i of the Maryland Constitirtion to establish
throughout the State a thorough and efficient system of free public
schools, (2) the county boards were created by the General Assembly as an
integral part of that State system, (3) their mission is therefore to cany out
a State, not a county, function, and (4) they are subject to extensive
supervision by the State Board of Education in virtually every aspect of
their operations that affects educational policy or the administration oftfae
public schools in fhe county.

Chesapeake Chm-terlnc. v. AnneArundel Co., 358 Md. 129, 136-37 (aooo). Moreover,
the Court has also recognized that the subject of public education has leen entirely
preempted by the legislature. McGarthy v. Anne Anmdel Co,, 280 M^d. 634, 651 (1977).
No county government is authorized to enact an ordiiiance governing the geographic

104 LEGISATIVB SERVICES BUttDING . 50 STATE CIRCt^ . ANNAPOUS, MARYLAND tl^Ot-^SI
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The Honorable Guzzone and Ebersole
January 5, 20i8
Page 2

boundaries for schools. State law currently empowers the county education boards to
establish school boundaries. Education Article, § 4-i09Cc) C°With the advice of the
county superintendent, the county board'shall determine the geographical attendance
area for each school established under this section. ).

In light of the foregoing, it is my view that the General Assembly may
exercise its authority over public schools by passing legislation requiring county
education boards to adjust school attendance zones under specified
circumstances. Moreover, such legislation could constitutionaBy apply to only
one-county.

Smcerely,

Sandra Benson Brantley
Counsel to the General Assembly



Testimony in Opposition to the Superintendent's Redistricting Plan
Before the Howard County Board of Education

October 10, 2019

Indlra K. Sharma

Polygon 176

Families for Education Improvement, Inc.
Contact: lndira. k. sharma@>gmail. com

Good evening. My name is Indira Sharma, Polygon 176, and have three children in our school system. I
am here today, along with my group members, on behalf of Families for Education Improvement.

FEI opposes the Superintendent's redistricting plan as it does not address equity and poses harm to all
kids. We support redistricting to address overcrowding in accordance with Policy 6010. We support
addressing equity through solutions recommended by researchers and reputable organizations like the
NEA. However, redistricting based on FARM rates is not one of those recommended solutions.

In addition to being an attorney at a large firm, I serve as Chair of my firm's Diversity and Inclusion
Committee and have spent over a decade doing diversity work. I also chaired a non-profit serving
underprivileged Baltimore City students. I know what the words diversity and equity mean and they are
not synonymous.

Diversity is having the right numbers with respect to different groups and as your Policy 6010 states it
includes many different factors such as race, ethnicity, gender, sexual orientation, socioeconomlc status

and more. Section IV(B)(3) of the policy includes socioeconomic status as just one six subfactors of

diversity to be considered and does not place greater weight on this factor versus others. To adopt the
Superintendent's plan which places greater weight on socioeconomic status would be a violation of your
policy. Policy 6010 is not an equity plan and If this Board wants an equity plan, then it should take the
time necessary to develop one that will actually work.

Unfortunately, the words diversity and equity have been conflated here. The plan has been marketed as
"equity in action" but it really just plays with numbers. It does nothing to actually "remove barriers to

success" for FARM students or provide them with "fair access, opportunities and support" as your Policy
defines the term "equitable." In fact, this plan creates more barriers for all students by resulting in
longer commute times, less sleep, less participation in after school activities and reduced parental
involvement-factors that directly impact academic success.

Manipulating FARM numbers addresses socioeconomic diversity - not equity. We agree diversity in our
schools enhances our learning environment. But, according to the Maryland Equity Project, our schools
are already the most diverse in the region- both by race and socioeconomics. See Exhibit 1. Our

Research Committee has yet to find any research declaring the optimal FARM rate for a school. Even

the Century Foundation upon which proponents rely has concluded that "more research is needed" on



the optimal FARM rate. See Exhibit 2. Could some schools be more socioeconomically diverse? - Yes.

But, moving 7400 students to make minimal, statistically insignificant changes in FARM rates In the

name of "equity" is irresponsible given the greater negative impact on o//children. See Exhibit 3.

Early this year, your General Counsel spoke to you about three ways to improve diversity numbers in

schools: (1) parent controlled choice, (2) magnet schools and (3) redistricting. He said that redistricting

was the most contentious. Why then would this Board even consider the most contentious option when

(1) there are other options, (2) the evidence does not support redistricting will achieve equity and (3) as

you have heard and will continue to hear, it poses harm to all students. I urge you to come up with a

real equity plan because the Superintendent's redistricting plan is not it.



EXHIBm

The Baltimore Sun commissioned an analysis from the Maryland Equity Project at the University of
Maryland to create a database that breaks down every public school's racial and socioeconomic
makeup. This project was supported with a grant from the Education Writers Association (a professional

organization of members of the media who cover education at all levels. ) The link to the data analysis
can be found at: httD://data.baltimoresun. com/news/brideing-the-divide/

If you go about half-way down the page, you can find the calculator that shows how Integrated each

school district is - by race and poverty. Below Is an image of the calculator. This analysis shows Howard
County to be the most Integrated district. The citation is as follows: "Source: U. S. Department of

Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data. Data analysis by the

Maryland Equity Project, College of Education, University of Maryland."

How irtqgrated »s your school dirtrict?
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Based on the above analysis, another article in the series
(httD://<www. baltimoresun. com/news/investiaations/bs-md-school-seRreBation-series-howard-

20170325-storv. html) states: "Howard County is the most integrated school district in the region,

according to the Maryland Equity Project of the University of Maryland. Children of different races -
especially those who are black and white - are more likely to sit next to each other in Howard than

almost anywhere else in the state. But within that diversity, school leaders have uncovered a de facto

system of segregation. Enrollment data obtained by The Baltimore Sun through a public records request

shows that the district's advanced classes - honors, gifted and talented, and AP - are

disproportionately white, while the regular and remedial classes are disproportionately black."



ExhibK 2

The Century Foundation Source:

httDs://tcf. org/content/reoort/recruitinB-enrolline-diverse-student-bodv-Dublic-choice-schools/

Stating, "TCF (The Century Foundation) researchers have considered schools to be racially
diverse if the largest racial or ethnic group in the school comprises no more than 70 percent of
the student body. They have considered schools socioeconomically diverse if 30-70 percent of
students are low-income (that is, eligible for free or reduced-price lunch).

Although the 30-70 percent rule of thumb is a reasonable starting place, more research is
needed to Identify the thresholds for socioeconomic diversrty in schools that provide for
optimal learning... there is less known about the specific demographic "tipping points" past
which the benefits of a lower-poverty environment or harms of a higher-poverty environment
exist."



Exhibit 3

WHAT THE RESEARCH SHOWS

Howard County Families for Education Improvement believes Superintendent Michael
Martirano's Proposed Area Adjustment Plan, while well-intentioned, is ill-informed, may
not improve the achievement gap in Howard County Public Schools, and may actually
harm the very children we are aiming to help based on the following research:

. Howard County Public Schools are a model for integration. We acknowledge
achievement gaps exist in Howard County Public Schools by race and socioeconomic
status, DESPITE being the most integrated school district in the region. Therefore, a
misguided effort focusing on "integrating" an already integrated school system will
completely miss the root .causes of the opportunity gap.

1. A false narrativs has been pushed that Howard County schools are the most segregated
in the state. To the contrary, independent examination has shown these findings to be
incorrect and based on seriously flawed statistical analysis.

2. In fact, "Howard County is the most integrated school district in the region, according to
the Maryland Equity Project of the University of Maryland. Children of different races -
especially those who are black and white - are more likely to sit next to each other in
Howard than almost anywhere else in the state. " (Source; Baltimore Sun, March 2017,
"Within Integrated Schools, de facto segregation persists").

3. The experience of Howard County - consistently ranked among the strongest public
school districts in the nation - demonstrates that bringing students of different
backgrounds together in the same schools isn't enough to ensure their success. Where
educators have long spoken of the achievement gap - the differences in academic
performance between white students and black, and affluent and poor - some are now
focusing on the so-called opportunity gap. " (Source; Baltimore Sun, March 2017, "Within
Integrated Schools, de facto segregation persists")

. Despite proponents' claims of "decades of research" supporting socioeconomic
integration as a mechanism to address the achievement gap, the research is in fact
inconclusive. "It's not clear from the research available today that socioeconomic
integration alone would produce the hoped-for gains on the academic side of the
integration equation. The research on the effects of socioeconomic integration, including
studies frequently cited by the strategy's proponents, is inconclusive. " (Source; A Reality
Check on the Benefits of Economic Integration, FutureEd, Georgetown University
McCourt School of Public Policy, Sarah A. Cordes PhD, August 26, 2019)

1. Flaws of prior studies: Association does not equal causation & Selection Bias: "It is hard
to conclude from these studies that attending a socioeconomically integrated school
causes better performance. The results instead could reflect underlying differences in the
low-income students who make their way to higher socioeconomic status schools."

2. Peer achievement, not socioeconomic status, drives academic improvement: "In a
carefully controlled study of more than 130,000 students in Wake County, N.C., Caroline
Hoxby of Stanford and Getchen Weingarth found that the improved academic
performance of low-income students who moved to more affluent schools was mostly



3.

explained by these students being exposed to higher-achieving peers, and that the
socioeconomic status of students' peers and parents' education (often used as an
alternative measure of SES) had no independent effect. This suggests that peers'
achievement, rather than their economic status, was more important for improving test
scores."

Importance of high educational expectations: "Rumberger and Palardy found in their
national representative sample of more than 14,000 students that the relationship
between school economic level and student performance was almost entirely explained
by differences in teacher expectations, the amount of homework students do, the number
of rigorous courses available to students... there's no evidence that an affluent student
population is a prerequisite for effective educational practices."

Misguided attempts to address the opportunity gap through socioeconomic
integration, without any understanding of its root causes, poses harm to low-
income students. Research shows that socioeconomic integration is associated with
worse academic and psychosocial outcomes, particularly for African American and Latino
students.

A study of a nationally representative sample of 1, 100 students by Richard Crosnoe of the
. University of Texas at Austin found that low-income students who attended higher income
schools performed no better academically, had a slower progression through inath and
sciencs courses, and had worse psychosocial outcomes.
"As the proportion of the student body with middle- or high-income parents increased,
low-income students progressed less far in math and science. Moreover, as the
proportion of the student body with middle- or high-income or college-educated parents
increased, low-income students experienced more psychosocial problems. Such patterns
were often more pronounced among African American and Latino
students. " (Source; Crosnoe, R. American Sociological Review, 2009 October 1:74(5}:
709-730) ~ . -.. ---. -. -".-... -.. -.., ---"»,,,
In a study supported by the Center for Poverty at UC Davis, a Harvard researcher found
that redistricting can "hurt already disadvantaged students and communities. Parents
whose main mode of transportation was either walking or the bus systsm expressed
concern about their future ability to reach their child's school in the event of an
emergency... Many parents felt the increased commute would also prevent them from
being actively involved at the school, or from enrolling their children in after-school
activities. " (Source: Penn D. School Closures and Redisfricting Can Reproduce
Educational Inequality, Center for Poverty Research, University of California Davis.
httos^/Dovertv. ucdavis. edu/Doliw-brieffschool-closures-and-redistrictina-can-reDroduce-
educational-ineaualitv

The 2019 HCPSS Equity Report, itself, suggests negative impact of the proposed plan by
removing low-income students from their familial and neighborhood supports and
Increasing geographic and transportation barriers to beyond school opportunities, both of
which are correlated in HCPSS data with higher graduation rates.

Contact information for the cited research and policy experts:

1.

2.

3.

4.

1. Sarah A Cordes, Ph.D. Assistant professor at Temple University's College of Education in
the department of Policy, Organizational, and Leadership Studies. Her ressarch focuses
on the ways in which the urban context, including school choice, transportation, housing,
and neighborhoods affect student outcomes. httDS://www. future-ed. ora/contact/



2. Robert Crosnoe, Ph.D. Associate Dean of Research, College of Lioeral Arts; Rapoport
Centennial Professor, Department of Sociology; The University of Texas, Austin. His
research suggests harm to low-income students from socioeconomic integration.
httDS://liberalarts.utexas.edu/socioloav/facultv/crosnoer



Dear HCPSS Board of Education members,

My name is Sharon Hoover and I live in polygon 1183. 1 have three children in HCPSS, two in middle

school (Folly Quarter MS) and one in high school (River Hill HS).

I embrace promoting equity in Howard County. I have worked as a psychologist in the Baltimore City
schools for several years and have seen the injustices of inequitable education and health on students
in Baltimore. I now serve as Co-Di rector of the National Center for School Mental Health at the

University of Maryland School of Medicine. This Center (and my career) focuses on advancing equitable
mental health supports within schools across our nation, including in Howard County.

In 2014, 1 worked directly with the HCPSS Board of Education and Howard County Health Department
as they implemented the County's first school mental health program at Bollman Bridge Elementary. I
worked with Dr. Cindi Schulmeyer at HCPSS to augment existing student supports by providing
accessible student mental health services during the school day. With the support of the Horizon
Foundation and Health Department, this program expanded to five schools over the next three years,
including Wilde Lake High School, and is now in several more County schools. I have served on the
Howard County Mental Health Community Advisory Council since its inception, and now also serve on
Superintendent Martirano's Mental Health Subcabinet. I remain committed to all students in Howard

County, and recognize that we are all privileged to live here. That said, some of us hold more privilege
than others, and we all benefit from recognizing privilege and power as a serious responsibility.

I applaud the Superintendent's vision of equity in education. I agree with the statement of our former
Secretary of Education John King, Jr. that "the future of education is equity."

I do, however, have some concerns about Superintendent Martirano's redistricting proposal and the
process used to develop and disseminate it. I am a strong proponent of community-partnered
approaches that embrace building consensus through co-development and identification of shared
values. Such a consensus-building planning process requires an investment of more time, important
now, and also for the future. I urge you to consider a thoughtful approach to moving this forward, and
one that meaningfully engages and informs aU sectors of our County. A thoughtful process that results
in a modified plan is not a vote against equity.

Specific recommendations for the current redistrictina plan include:

1. Allow any student (9th-llt1' grade) who has already started in a high school the option to
continue attending that high school. This allows for parent/family and student choice to
remain in their current school. There is irrefutable evidence on the value of school

connectedness, particularly for high school age students, as they separate from parents,
establish their identities, and connect with their high school peers, very often among their most
significant friends for life. While connectedness is important for all students, it is uniquely
important for high school students during this developmental stage. Oneof my colleagues. Dr.
Peter Wyman, published an article last week on the increased risk of suicide among students
who have fewer or less stable peer and adult networks in their high school, and it presents a



compelling case for the value ofstudent-student and student-educator relationships in high
school in fostering positive mental health and connectedness. To be clear, redistricting will not
result in mental illness or suicidality for most students, especially those without existing mental
health issues. However, maintaining stability of schooling in the high school years ]s a mental
health matter, and a significant responsibility we must all assume in making decisions about
moving students during this developmental stage. Students who have started in one high
school should be allowed the opportunity to remain in that school for the duration of high
school.

I acknowledge that double bussing of three grades is expensive. I recommend a cost analysis by
Central Office and that the Board of Education ask Superintendent Martirano for what is

needed to accomplish this important goal. In addition, if the County Council supports
integration as stated in CR-112, then the funds to support this integration in a way that also
minimizes disruptions to students during high school, must be provided. If double bussing is

deemed too costly, consider allowing students to remain in their originating high school if

families are able to provide transportation to the school. (There is precedent for allowing rising
10th, 11th and 12th graders to finish out in their current school even without HCPSS-provided
transportation (done in my former neighborhood 10+ years ago when redistricted from

Marriotts Ridge HS to River Hill HS).

2. Embrace options for moving students that do not cause undue transportation burden on the
HCPSS system or the student/family. There are many examples of proposed moves in

Superintendent Martirano's plan that run counter to Policy 6010, and will result in additional
travel time/expense and have negative impacts on costs, sleep, before/after care, etc.

a. Our community (polygon 1183) is proposed for redistricting from River Hill HS (5 miles
away) to Wilde Lake HS (8 miles away). Polygon 1183 is 2.5 miles from Glenelg HS,
which is currently at 82% capacity. Our high school bus currently comes at 6:25am. I
believe a move of our polygon to WLHS would require our community s high school
students to get on the bus before Sam. That is counter to all data on school start time
impacts on adolescent sleep hygiene, with well-identified negative impacts on those
students' academic performance, school conduct, school attendance and tardiness, and

even risks for harm from travel-related accidents. High school students biologically
"change" during this developmental period with altered melatonin release (and thus
later time to go to sleep, no matter where they reside), such that only deleterious
impacts result from any travel or other conditions that make school start times earlier.
There is simply no data from any school in any State thus far published that shows
different (better) outcomes by having students get up earlier to attend high school, and

I

all medical organizations (American Academy of Pediatrics, AmericanAcademy of Child
and Adolescent Psychiatry, etc. ) remain united in their efforts to dissuade school
districts from having earlier school start times for high school students.



Consistent with Policy 6010, a plan that adjusted polygons 1183 and 2183 to move to
GHS from RHHS (which was recommended in one AAC report) would seem preferable
both imminently, and, based on growth projections and school construction, for the
foreseeable future. Polygons 1183 and 2183 are the two closest to GHS that are
currently being proposed for redistricting to WLHS. Given Policy 6010 directives to
reduce the number times a student/polygon is redistricted, it seems unwise to move
polygons 1183 and 2183 to WLHS when they will likely have to be redistricted again in
the near future to GHS to manage capacity issues. It would be preferable for polygons
1183 and 2183 to either remain at RHHS or be redistricted to GHS. Although moving
polygons 1183 and 2183 to GHS would not move the needle on FARMS integration,
issues of capacity, start times and transportation costs should also be factored in
pragmatically.

b. Keeping walking communities in their walkable schools would better support families,
particularly with multiple children or limited childcare options for these children before
and after school. Families rely on trusted others in their neighborhoods to help monitor
and assist when parents must work or schedules impede being easily available when
schools let out early, children are ill, or when other parent responsibilities limit their
availability. Particularly for young children, familiaritywith local schools, easy and safe
access and transition to and from their schools must be balanced with any perceived
advantages afforded by attending more distant schools. Increasing travel to further
distances further adds a significant and unnecessary transportation cost burden on the
HCPSS system.

3. In partnership with a workgroup composed of broad membership of all Howard County
communities, co-develop a strategic plan to promote education equity using evidence-based
strategies. Including consideration of the following:
. Recruit and support an education workforce that reflects and appreciates the racial and

ethnic diversity of our community. Some strategies to achieve this include more intentional
partnership with HBCUs and our local community colleges, incentivizing educators of color
to work in our community, and ensuring that we are leveraging the strengths of and
not overburdening or inappropriately relying on our educators of color.

Incentivize our most qualified educators to work with our students with the highest needs.
. Increase opportunities and investments for students who are disproportionately impacted

by an achievement gap. In Howard County, our African American and Latinx students are
disproportionately impacted and this must be addressed. There are numerous strategies to
increase opportunity, including adjusting how students are selected for AP classes (in which
African American and Latinx students are currently less selected/enrolled in Howard
County), providing more intensive individualized support for African American and Latinx



students, and investing in culturally responsive education training and implementation
support for our educators.

. Implement social emotional learning (SEL) that fosters equity (see new CASELorg guidelines
on infusing equity into SEL).

. Implement restorative practices that reduce exclusionary discipline practices that
disproportionately impact students of color, especially African American and Latinx
students.

. Invest in early childhood and kindergarten readiness, especially in communities that have
disproportionately lower readiness indicators, including students of color and lower
socioeconomic status. Brain science and education science provide ample evidence that

investing in these domains leads to better outcomes for children in all domains. These
investments include socioemotional development of young children, cultivating bi-lingual
education settings in early childhood, recruiting and supporting highly qualified early
education teachers, and creating racially and socioeconomically diverse early education
settings.

Again, I applaud Dr. Martirano and the Board of Education for acknowledging and taking on the
important issue of equity. I urge you to be thoughtful, logical, and visionary in your decision-making as
equity will not be achieved with this one decision alone; indeed, every step of this process can build
cohesion and commitment toward equity, or lead to fragmentation and active opposition. There are
important steps to take now, and many steps will be influenced by these initial steps and decisions.
You cannot be held solely responsible for advancing equity in our community, but you can
demonstrate thoughtful leadership that paves the way for ever-increasing equity in Howard County.

I believe socioeconomic equity rests on the shoulders of our entire community, and I believe most
Howard County residentsalso share a commitment to equity for all our residents, and particularly our
children. I am concerned that the Board of Education is being positioned to make up for decisions that
have prohibited affordable housing in certain communities and that have limited socioeconomic
integration. (I am hopeful that the County Council will consider eliminating or modifying current single
family residence zoning in an effort to foster socioeconomic integration. ) The Board of Education has a
responsibility to promote equity, but so too does our County Council and our County Executive. I am
also concerned that the limited time the Board of Education has had to make a thoughtful, due

diligence decision is not in balancewith the weight of this decision in this watershed moment in our
County's history to advance equity.

Let us move toward equity, and do so in an exemplary reasoned, thoughtful, and positive way.

Sincerely,

Sharon Hoover, Polygon 1183 Resident and Parent



Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains to rising juniore. and their famifies, county wide. If redistricting occurs in any form far the 202&.2021 sdioof year, we are requesting that all risng
juniors remain at their currently assigned high 5choal to complete their hifih school, education per Fr-; ;y 9<,'90, III, m. "Junior Status -The situation In which a student has

earned a mTnimum of 10 credits, including English 9-and English 10. " Historically, the Board has approved grandfathering Juniors during what many claim is thefr most
important year of high school. Below supports the grandhitherine ofjunfors:

Junior year is a critical year for students. Academically, it is the most challenging as ttiey wi-itinue to prepare for strong college applications, which indudes;
> Continuing to work at a high level to maintain or achieve their highest GPA, as this is the last full year of grades that coll^ees consider
> Pnaparing for standardized tests (SAT^CT, AP Tests, Subject Tests and specialized portfolios for the arts) in addition to theTr ongoing and demanding

workload

Identifying teachers who will wr'tte strong letters of recommendation for them

Beginning the process of college searches and visits

The start of Internships For many juniors, requirfng travel and increased workload in addition to academic requirements
Closely approximating a college course load so coll^es can see how they manage a high level academic schedule

Loss of established relationships with:

> Counselors/Advisors: EVERY COUNSELOR IS REQUIRED TO WRITE A LETTER OF RECOMMENDATION FOR THEIR STUDENTS TO BE USED FOR COLLEGE

AND/OR PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For a strong letter of recommendation, the counsclor/student relationship is established over faur years..
> Teachers: children rely on theirteachers for letters of recommendation to colleges, for Internships and work opportunities, as well as continuity in a

particular course of study, such as foretgn language. Project Lead the Way and various advanced classes.

> Coaches; children are REQUIRED to make Varsity teams in almost all sports in order to play their Junior and senior years. Students ha\re spent two
years demonstrating their athletic abilities to their coaches in an effort to earn a spot on a team, not to mention leadership positions such as team
captain. These are earned accomplishments ttiat improve college applications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors; very personal relationships are built with teachers who sponsor extra- curricular aiid internship programs. Again, by moving firing juniors,
leadership opportunities and letters of recammendation'areieopardized as well as the child's continuity in the program.

Increased travel time and distance to new schools:

> Children will lose on average 45 minutes of sleep due to increased commute. Multiple studies show the importance of sleep correlated to academic
performance

> Decreased involvement for students and families in before, during and after school activities. Studies have shown a decrease in school invohrement
based on increased distance from home school.

>. Increased distance will require to students to drtve; many Juniors are not eligible for their driver's license until midway through their Junior year. In
addition, many children will not have access to a personal car.

Effects on Teach ers/Admtnistration:

> Teachers work with students over four years to establish social and emotional relationships, academic achievement and to implement successful extra-
cumcular programs and clubs. Losing children midway through their high school career will limit a teacher's ability to follow through with truly
meaningful letters of recommendation.

Moving a child during his or her Junior year has devastating and potentially long term effects. It impacts emotional and mental well-being, academic perfonnance
and extra-cumcular involvement. These potential consequences are unacceptable and can hinder their chances of acceptance to the colleges they are working
towards. Most importandy, these changes have lasting effects on a child's self-esteem, personal growth and opportunities for success.

We, the undersigned support the above petition dated September S, 2019.
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains t? risl"elu"iora and th'eir f.mlll. s, county wide. If redlstricting occurs In any form for the 2020-2021 school year, w. are requestlnE that all r,smg
Junio^. maln attharcurrmtlyB slEn. d high ^, ol to compl. te th.,, high school 8d«atl.n pa, Policy 9000, 111, m. . Jum. rShtus -Th. situation In which "tuteNh"

e'.Td a-'mlniinum of 10 credits, Indudlne English 9 and English 10.- Historically, the Board has .pprowd er.ndlathering Junior, du,toe"hat m.ny claim Is their most
Important year of high school. Below supports the grandfathenng of juniors:

Junior yr ii » critical v»r for student.. Academically, It i> the most chaltenalne " they contlnu. to prap.re for sttong coirse applfc. t.ons, wh«h Indudes:
>" Continuing to work at a Wgh. lc»el u mdntiiln or .ch[e«e their Mghe. t CPA, as this I. the list full ye. r of gndes th. t nlteges consld.r
> Preparine'for standirdizcdtmts (SAT.ACT, AP Tssts, Subject Tests and ap.dalteid portfolios for th. «rts| In addition to their oneolng and demanding

workload

> Identifying teachers who will write strong letters of recommendation for them
> Beginning the process of college searches and visits
> The start of internships for many Juniors, requiring travel and increased workload In addition to icademfe requlremenls
> Closely . pproalmatine a college course load so collBees an see how they manaee a h.eh level academic schedute

* Loss of established relationships with:
> Counsalors/Advlsors: EVERV COUNSEtOB IS REQUIRED TO WBITE A LETTEB OF RECOMMENDATION FORTHEIRSTUDENTSTO BE USED FOR COLLEGE

AND/OB PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For « strone letter of recommcndltlan, the counselor/student rebtlonshlp Is B5t«blished over four years.
> Tnchen: children rely on their teachers for leners of recommendation to colleBes, for internships and work opportunities, as well as continuity In a

particular course of study, such as foreign language. Project Lead the Way and various advanced classes.
> Coaches: children are REQUIRED to make Varsity teams in almost all sports in order to play their junior ind senior years, StudenB ha.e spent two

yaars demonstratine their athletic abilities to their coaches In «n sffort to earn a spot on a team, not to mention lodership positions such ai team
captain. These are earned accomplishments that improve college applications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors: very personal relationships TB built with teachers who sponsor eMra- curricul. r and Internship proerams. ABrin. by movme rislne juniors,
tendnrshlp opportunities and letters of recommendation .re JeopT dized as well ai the child's continuity In the program.

. Increased travel time and distance to new schools:

> Children will lose on average 45 minutes of sleep due to Increased commute. Multiple studies show the Importance of sleep correlated to icademic
performance

> Decreased hvol. emont for students and families In before, durine nnd after school actwittes. Studies have shown a decrease In school invol. ement
based'on increased distance from liome school.

> Increased distance will require to students to drive; many Juniors are not elleible for their driver's license until midway through Ihdr junior year. In
addition, many chitdren will not have access to a personal car.

Effects on Tcachers/Admintstration:
>> Teachera work with sludants over four years to establish social and emotionill relationships, academic achievement and to Implement successful exlra-

cumcuter programs and dubs. Losing chlldnsn midway throueh ihelr hieh sdiool career will limit a teacher's abiBy to follow throueh with truly
meaningful letters of recommendation.

Movtoe a child during his or her |unior ynar has deuastatlne and potentially lone term eflects. It impacts emotional and mental well-beine, academic performance
and extra- cumcular Involvmant. These potential consequences are unacnpUble and can hlndsr their chances of icceptance to the colleees they are worklnB
towards. Most Importantly, these chaneei have lasUng effects on a child's self-esteem, personal growth and opportunities for succesi.

We, the undersigned support the above petition dated September 5, 2019.

Printed Name Signature Address Polygon Student/Adult
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains to rising Juniors and their families, county wide, If redfstncting occurs in any fonn for the 2020-^021 school year, we are requesting that all rising
juniors remain at their currently assigned high school to complete their high school education per Policy 9000. lit, m. "Junior Status - The situation in which a student has
earned a minimum ot 10 credits, Including English 9 and Engiish 10." Historically/ the Board has approved grandfatherlng juniors during what many claim is their most
important year of high school. Below supports the grandfatherlng of juniors:

Junior year is a critical year for students. Academically, it is the most challenging as they continue to prepare for strong coKege applications, which includes;
> Continuing to work at a hi&h level to maintain or achieve their highest GPA , as this is the last full year of grades that colleges consider
> Preparing for standardized tests (SAT|ACT, AP Tests, Subject Tests and specialised portfolios for the arts} in addition to their ongoing and demanding

workload .

^ Identifying teachers who will v/rite strong letters of recommendation for them

> 8eeinni"e the process of college searches and visits

> The start of Internships for many juniors, requiring travel and Increased workload in addition to academic requirements

> Closely approximating a college course load so colleges can see how they manage a high level academic schedule
Loss of established relationships with:

> Counselors/Advisors: EVERY COUNSELOA IS REQUIflED TO WRITE A LETTER OF RKOMMENDATIOW FOR THEIR STUDENTS TO BE USED FOR COLLEGE

AND/QR PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For a strong letter of recommendation, the counselor/student relationship !s established over four years.

> Teachers: children fely on tlieir teadiers for letters of recommendation to colleges, for internships and worii opporlunilies, as well as continuity in a
particular course of study, such as foreign language. Project Lead the Way and various advanced classes.

> Coaches: children are REQUIRED to make Varsity teams in almost all sports in order to play their junior and senior years. Students have spent two

years detnonstratine their athletic abilities to their coaches in an eflort to earn a spot on a team, not to mention leadership positions such as team
captain. These are earned accomplishments that improve college applications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors: very personal reff itionships are built with teachers who sponsor extra- cumcufar and internship prGgrsois. Again, by mov'ing rising juniors,

leadership opportunities and letters of recommendation are jeopardized as well gs the child's continuity in the program.

f Increased travel time and distance to new schools;

> Children will lose on average 45 minutes of sleep due to increased commute. Myltiple studies show tlie Importance of sleep correlated to academic
performance

> Decreased involvement for students and families in before, during and after school activities. Studies have shown a decrease in school involvement
based on increased distance from home school.

> Increased distance wilt require to students to drive; many Junfors are not eligible for their drivers license until midwgy through their junior year. In

addition> many children will not have access to a personal car.

Effects on Teachefs/fidministration:

> Teachers work with students over four years to establish social and emotional relationsliips, academic achleveinent and to implement successful extra-

cumcular proerams and clubs. Losing children midway through their high school career will limit a teacher's ability to follow tlirough with truly

meaningful letters of recommend ati on.

Moving a child during his or her Junior year has devastating and potentfalfy tone term effects, ft impacts emotional and mental weff-being, academic performance
and extra- curricular involvement. These potential consequences are unacceptable and can hinder their chances of acceptance to the colleges they are working

towards. Most importantly, these change5 have lasting effects on a child's ielf-esteom, persoiia) growth and opportunities for success.

We, the undersigned support the above petition dated September S, 2019.

Printed Name

AfyCt Cq-fCUI,
Signature Address Polygon Student/Mult
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains to rhing Juniors ancj. thefr famRies. county wide. If redistricting occurs in any form for the 202&-2021 school year, we are requesting that at) rising
juniors remain at their currently assigned high school to. comptebe their high school education per Policy 9000. tit, m. "Junior Status ̂ -The situation in which a student has
earned a minimum of 10 credits, including English 9 and English 10." Historically, the Board has approved grandfathering juniors during what many claim is their most
important year of high school. Below supports the erandfatherine of juniors:

* Junior year is a critical yearfar students. Academically, it is the most challenging as they continue to prepare for strong college applications, which indudes;
> Continuing to work at a high level to maintain or achieve their highest 6PA, as this fa the last full year of grades that colleees consider
> Preparing for standardized tests (SAT, ACT, AP Tests, Subject Tests and spedalEzed partfoiios for the arts) in addition to their ongofng and demanding

workload

Identifying teachers who will write strong ietters of recommendation for them
Beginning the process of college searches and visits

The start oFintemships for many Juniors, requiring b^vel and increased workload in addition to academic requirements
Closely approximating a college course load so colleges can see how they manage a high level academic schedule

loss of established relationships with:

> Counsclora/AdvIson: EVERY CQUNSELOB IS REQUIRED TO WRITE A LETTEB OF BECOMMENDATION FOR THEIR STUDENTS TO BE USED FOR COLLEGE
AND/OR PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For a strong letter of recommendation, the counsetor/student relationship is established overtburvears.

> Teachers: children rely on their teachers for letters of recommendation to colleges, for internships and work opportunities, as well as continuity in a
particular course of study, such as foreign language. Project Lead the Way and various advanced classes.

> Coaches: children are REQUIRED to make Varsity teams ID almost all sports in order to play their juntor and senior years. Students have spent two
years demonstrating theTr athletic abilities to their coaches in an effort to earn a spot on a team, not to mention leadership positions such as team
captain. These are earned accomplishments that improve colleee applications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors: very personal relationships are built with teachers who sponsor extra- curricular and internship programs. Again, by moving rising Juniors,
leadership opportunities and letters of recommendation are Jeopardized as well as the child's continuity In the program.

Increased travel time and distance to new schools:

> Children will lose on average 45 minutes of sleep due to increased commute. Multiple studies sfiow the importance of sleep correlated to academic
performance

> Decreased involvement for students and families in before, during and after school acUvities. Studies have shown a decrease in school involvement
based on increased distance from dome school.

> Increased distance will require to students to drive: many juniors are not ellcfble fortheir driver's license until midway through their Junior year. In
addition, many children will not have access to a personal car.

Effects on Teachers/Administration:

> Teachers work with students over four years to establish social and emotiona! relationships, academic achievement and to implement successful extra-
curricular proerams and clubs. Losing children midway through their high school career will limit a teacher's ability to follow through with truly
meaningful letters of recommendation.

Moving a child during his or her junior year has devastating and potentially long term effects. It impacts emotional and mental well-being, academic performance
and extra- cumcular involvement. These potential consequences are unacceptable and can tiinder their chances of acceptance to the colfeges they are working
towards. Most importanUy, these dianges have lasting effects on a child's self-esteem, personal growth and opportunities for success.

We, the undersigned support the above petition dated September 5, 2019.

Printed Name Signature Address n» ja. iii. Polygon Student/Adult
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains to rising juniors and their families, county wide. If redistrictine occurs in any form for the 2020-2021 school year, wr are requesting that all rising
Juniors remain at thctr currently aulgncd hiBh school to complete their high school education per Policy 9000. Ill, m. "Junior Status - The situation in which a student has
earned a minttnum of 10 credits, including English 9 arid English 10. " Historically, the Board has approved grandfathcring juniors during what many daim is their most
important year of high school. Below supports the grandfathcring of Juniors:

Junior year is a critical year for students. Academically, it Is the most challcnetne as they continue to prepare For strong college applications, which includes:
> Continuiiie to work at a high (cvel to maintain or achieve their highest GPA , as thtt is tha last full yearirf erades that collages consider
>. Preparing for standardlied tests (SAT. ACT, AP Tests, Subject Tests and speciailicd portftrilos for the arti) in addition to their ongofng and demandlne

workload

> Identifying teachers whowil! write strone letters of rccommcndatton for thcni
> Beginning the process of callQgc searches and visits

> T))C itart of internships for many juniors, requiring travel and tncreased workload in addition to academic requirements
> Closely approximating a coricec course load so colleges can see how they manage a high level academic schedulo

Loss of established relationships with:

> Counselou/Advisois: EVERY COUNSELOR IS SIEQUIRED TO WRffE A LETTER OF RECOMMENDATION FOR THEIR STUDENTS TO BE USED FOR COLLEGE
AND/OR PROGnAM APPLICATIONS. For a strong letter of recommendation, the counselor/student relationship is established over four years.

> Teachers: children rely on their teachers forlettrrs of recommendation to collcfies, for intcrnslilps and work opportunities, as well as continuify in a
particular course of study, such as foreign language. Project Lead the Way and various advanced classei.

> Coaches: children are REQUIRED to makeVarsItvteamsinalmDstaIlsportstnordortoplay their junfor and senior years. Students have spent two
years dcinonstrating their athletic abilities to their coaches in an effort to earn a spotonatcam. notlomcntian I cadtirship positions such as team
captain. These are earned accomplishments that improve college appfications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors: very personal rdationships arc built with teachers who sponsor extra- curricular and internship profirams. Again, by mDving rising juniors,
leadership opportunities and letters of recommendation arc jeopardized as well as the child's continuity in the program.

Increased travel time and distance to new schools:

> Children will lose on averasc 45 minutes of sleep du<i to incrcssfd commute. Multiple studies show the Importance of sleep correlated to academic
performance

> Decreased involvement For students and families in before, during and after school activities. Studios have shown a decrease in school involvement
based on Increased distance from liome school.

Increased distance will rctiulrc to students to drive; many Juniors arc not eligible for their driver's license until midway through their junior vcar. In
addition, many children will not have access to a personal car.

EFfccis on Tea chcrs/Adniini st ration:

> Teachers work with students over four years to establish sodgl and emotional relationships, academic achievement and to imptcmcnt successful extr3-
cumcutar programs and clubs. Losing children midway through their high school career will limit a teacher's ability to follow throufih with truly
mcaninghil letters of rccoinmcndaiion.

Mow'no a child during hfs or her Junior year has devastating and potentially long term cffcct5. It Impacts emotional and mental well-hclng. academtc pQrfarmancc

and extra-curricular involvement. These potential consciiuences arc unacceptable and can hinder their chances of acceptsnce to the colleecs they arc wortiine
towards. Mast importantly, these changes have tasting effects on a child's setf-estccm, personal growth and opportunities for success.

We, the undersigned support the above petition dated September 5, 2019.

Printed Name Signature Address Polygon Student/AduIt
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony-pertains to rising juriors and their famines, county wide. ffredistrtcdfig occurs in any form for the 2Q20-202I school year, we are requesting that all rising
juniors remain at their cun-entty assigned hfeh school to corn pl etc their highschooi educatton per PolicySOOO, III, m. "Juni or Status-ThesituationinwKch a student has
earned a minimumof 10 credits, indudingEnglish 9 andEnglish 10" HistoricaI!y, theBcardhas approved erandfatheringjunioraduring what manyclaim is theirmost
important ycarof high school Betowsupportsthegrandfatbertngofjuruors:

. Junioryear is a critfcalyfiarfor students. A:ademk:aliy,it is the most challengine as they continue toprepareforstrongconegeappRcations, which inciudes:
.?- ContinuIngtowofkatahiehlevelt6maIntalnorac[TFevetheiirhighestGPA, 3sthlsIstHelast fultyearofgrade^thatcollegesconsldier
> Preparingfbrstandardizedtests(SAT, ACT, APTests, SubJectTestsand specialized portfolfosforthearts)iri addition to their ongoing and demanding

workload

> fdentif^iiigteacherswhowilTwrrtesironglettersafrecommendatEonforthem
'> Beginningthe processof college searches and visits
r The start of internships for manyjuniors, requiring travel and Increased workload in addition to academic requirements
> Closely approidrhatine a col. tegecouise load socollegescan see howthey manage a high levelacademk schedule

. Loss of established relationships with:
> Counselor^/Advisors: EVERY COUNSELOR IS REQUIRED TO WRITE A LETTER OF ftECOMMENDATIOK FOR THEIR STUDENTSTO BE USED FOR COLLEGE

A^D/OR PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For a strong letter of recammendatiori, the counselor/student relatiorehip is estabished overfouryears.
> Teachers: children rely ontheirteachers for letters of recommendationta colleges, for internshipsand work opportunitfes. aswellas continuity in a

particular course ofstudy,such as foreign lar^uage, Project Lead the Way and varous advanced classes.
> Coaches; chlldrBnare REQUIRED to make Varsftyteams in almost allsportsinordertoplay their Juntorandsenloryears. Students have spenttwo

years demonstrati ng their atMetic abilities to theircoach es in gn effort to earn a spot on a team, not to me ntion lead ersMppositions such as team
captain. "Tliese are earned accomplishments that improve college applications as well as personal growth

> Sponsors verypersonal relationships are bufltwithteacherswhosponsorextra-curricular and internshipprograms. Again, by moving risir^ juniors,
leadershlpopportunltiesandletters of re commendation are jeopardized as we 11 as the child's continuity In the program.

Increased travel time and distance to new schools;

> Childrenwill lose onaverage 45 minutes of sleep due to increased commute. Multqale studies show the importance of sleep correlated toacademk
performance

> Decreased involvementforstudentsandfamiliesin before, during and after schoolactivities. Studieshaveshov/nadecreasein school involvement
based on increased distance from homeschod.

> Increased distance will requireto students to drive; many Juniorsarenoteligible for their driver's license untiimidwaythroughtheirjunioryear. In
addition, many children wBI nothave access to a personal car.

. Effects on Teachers/Administration:

>- Teacherswork with studentsover fouryearstoestablishsadaland emotional relationships, academicachievement and to in^lement successful extra-
curricularproerams and clubs. Losing children midway through their high school career wit! limit a teacher's abilrty tofotlcwthroi^h with tiuly
meaningful lettersofrecommendation. .

Moving a child durhng his or her Junior yearhasdevastatingandpotentially long term effects. Itimpacts emotional and mental weB-being, academicperformance
and extra-curri cuiar inwlve ment. TTiese potential oonseq fences are unacceptable and can hind erthcir chances of acceptance to the coUegestheyareworicir^
towards. Most importantly, thesechangeshavelastingeffectson a chiid'sself-esteem^personalgrowth and opportunities for success.

We, the undersigned supportthe above petition dated Septembers, 2019.

Printed Name

L^^-^^.̂
Signature

^<~
Address Polygon Student/A^uitl
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Dear Board of Education and Representatives

This testimony pertains to ̂I'sme juniors and their famifies, countv wide. If redistricting occurs in any form for the 2020-2021 school year, we are requesting that all rising
juniors remain at their currently asstgned.high school to complete their high school education per Policy 9000, III, m. "Juntor Status - The situation In which g student has
earned a ininimum of 10 credits, including English 9 and English 10." Historicaliy, the Board has approved grandfatheringiur'.iors durine what manydaiTi .s their most
important yearcrf high schooi. Betow supports the grandfathering of juniors:

Junior year Is a critical year for students. Academically, it is the most challenei"e as they continue to prepare for strong college applicatidns, which includes:
> Continuing to work at a high level to maintain or achieve fheir highest GPA . as this is the last full year of grades that'collegescbnsldcr
> Preparing for standardized tests (SAT,ACT, AP Tests, Subject Tests and specialized portfoi'as for the arts] In addition to their oneolns and demanding

workload

Identifyi ng teachers who will write strong letters of recommendation far them

Beginning the process of college searches and visits

> The start of internships for many juniors, requiring travel and increased worfttoatt in addition To academic requirements
> Closely approximating a college course load so colleges can sae how they manage a high level academic schedule

Loss of established relationships with:

CounseIors/Advisors: EVERY COUNSELOR IS REQUIRED TO WRITE A LETTER OF RECOMMENDATION FOR THEIR STUDENTS TO BE USED FOR COOEGE
AND/OR PROGRAM APPLICATIONS. For.s strong letter of recommendation, the counselor/studGnt relationship is established over four years.

> Teachers: children rely on their teachers for letters of recommendation to colieges, for internships and work opportunities, as well as continuity In a
particular course of study, such as foreign language, ProjectLead the Way and various advanced classes.

> Coaches: children are REQUIRED to make Varsity teams in almost all sports in order to play their junior and senior years. Students have spent two
years demonstrating their athletic abilities to their coaches in an effort to earn a spot on a team, not to mention leadership positions such as team
captain. Fnese are earned accomplishments that improve cdlege applications as well as personal growth
Sponsors: very personal relationships are built with teachers who sponsor extra-curricular and internship programs. Again, by moving rising juniors,
leadership opportunities and letters of recommendation are jeopardized as well as the child's continuity ip the program.

Increased travel time and distance to new schools:

i" Children will lose on average 45 minutes af sleep di;e to increased commute. MultEple studies show the Importance of sleep correlated to academic
performance

> Decreased involvement for students and families in before, during and after school activities. Studies have shown a decrease in school involuement
based on increased distance from home school.

> Increased distance will reqDire to students to driver many juniors are not eligible for their driver's license until midway through their junior year. In
addition, many children will not have access to a personal car.

Effects on Teachers/Administratton:

> Teachers work with students over four years to establish social and emotional relationships, academic achievement and to implement successful extra-
curricutgr programs and clubs. Losing children midway thr'ough their high school career will limit a teacher's ability to follow through with truly
meani. ngfut letters of recommendation.

Moving a child during his or her junior year has devastating and potentially lone term effects. It impacts emotional and mental well-being, academic performance
and extra-curricuiar involvement. These potential consequences are unacceptable and can hinder their chances of acceptance to the cclteges they are working
towards. Most importantly, these changes have lasting effects on a child's self-esteem, personal growth and opportunities for success.

We. the undersigned support the afaove petition dated September 5, 2019.

Printed Name Signature Address Polygon | Student/Adult
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September 30, 2019

To: Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System

Cc: County Council Members, HoCo County Executive, District 9 State Senator, District 9A State
Delegates

Subject: Opoose Pr Martirano's Redistrictine Prooosal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

As a longtime resident of Howard County Maryland (residing in Polygon 176) and a grandparent of two
young children, I am writing to express my significant concerns about the Impact of Dr Martirano's
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

Consider these facts:

1. Neighborhoods in a 1-mile radius from River Hill High school will have students going to 3
different high schools!

2. Atholton sending 610 students out and receiving 471 students for a total turnover of 1081
students!!

3. Atholton and Oakland Mills High school boundaries gets split in multiple sections and separating
communities.

River Hill is an under-capacity school (projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range); the proposal wants to move 478
students out and bring In 741 students in that is a net gain of 229 students. The total turnover of
students will be 1229 studentsl! That is a rate of over 80% of the school total capacity. This Is
the highest turnover school in the county as proposed! 11 This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary for a school.

4. The polygons that they propose to move from River Hill to Wilde Lake live about 1. 5-3. 5miles
away from River Hill.

5. The proposal will TRIPLE the distance to about 6-9 miles away and increase commute times in
the morning and for after school activities.

6. The overall FARM rate of River Hill will increase from less than 5% to 5%.

7. The Proposal mentions to move 513 students from Atholton to River Hill.

8. The polygons that they propose to move live farther away to River Hill than communities closer
to River Hill High School. Also, the FARM rates of Atholton are less than 10%.

Here's how mv erandchildren will be impacted:

1. My grandchildren from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High School bus and
car traffic, en route to Wilde Lake High School,

2. Their commute would triple (as compared to River Hill High School).

3. Such long commute times would affect their sleep (at least 2 hours of sleep deprivation daily),
family time reduced, and could lead to higher probability of accidents given that high school
students would be new drivers on the road driving longer distances with increased traffic jams.
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4. Longer commute also reduces families' engagement with the schools since they're further away
and this would impact the childrens' education.

5. Longer transportation times would lead to higher expenses for the Board of Education with zero
return on investment and higher polluting emissions. These are our tax dollars that are being
wasted instead of being spent on appropriate educational resources.

6. Given the impact on my schedule, the family may not be able to pick up my kids in time after
their extracurricular activities so those activities may have to be cut down, affecting their
education and all-round development.

7. Our family chose to go to these local schools (like River Hill High) when we moved to our current
home. We treat our local schools as part of our community, which is being torn apart. Our
friendships affected (since local children will now be sent to 3 different high schools); so, the
choice taken away from us and all of us are feeling these impacts. This redistricting plan is
disruptive of our community.

Also:

1. Any re-districtine prooosal should instead be focused on those five Hieh Schools that are
ooeratine above Tareet Utilization levels (110%).

2. Transferring students from a school with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio,
only results in better "averages" for the schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS.

3. Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not improve scores -they
increase stress and hardship for families.

Let us discuss some alternative scenarios includine;

1. River Hill High School could receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton
or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools. There should be a way to
improve capacity utilization and reduce the 7,396 students being disrupted. .

2. Postpone redistricting until 2022 (for HS13) by using additional temporary classrooms. Allow
time to plan the move in a non-disruptive manner. We owe stability to our kids.

a. Consider this article: "Switching Schools: Reconsidering the Relationship Between
School Mobility and High School Dropout" published by JHU Dept of Sociology (Joseph
Gasper, Stefanie DeLuca, Angela Estacion) - per the abstract- "Youth who switch
schools are more likely to demonstrate a wide array of negative behavioral and
educational outcomes, including dropping out of high school.

3. Do not redistrict at all. Consider creating a system where underperforming students would be
given a choice where to attend school (within a certain radius); motivate such students to
attend local schools with the capacity and capability. Add resources (teachers/specialists) and
therefore improve scores by directly targeting underperforming students, adding resources and
boost test score?. Title 1 schools already offer such resources for economically challenged
students. We should focus on underperforming students fortrue education equity.

Thank you,

VanitaTuliani (Very concerned grandparent)
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redistrictinaOihCDss. ora

Subject: Vote against the proposed school redistricting plan - Polygon 1200

Dear Sir or Madam:

My name is Andrew Hlasko and I have two daughter that currently attend the River Hill
High School, one in 9th grade and the other in 11<tl grade. My kids love their school and we love
the sense of community and togetherness that I have experienced in our neighborhood. This
sense of community was what James Rouse envisioned when he built Columbia and started the
surrounding neighborhoods. Now my sense of stability and community has been broken with
our neighborhood split in half with one part redistricted to Wilde Lake(Polygon 1200) and the
other to Glenelg (Polygon 200). This despite both polygons being one neighborhood with a
single shared access road to Rt. 32, both assigned to the same Elementary and Middle school
except now each is being redistricted two different further away high schools!
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Currently both Polygons 200 and 1200 are sent to River Hill
HS and both are assigned to Dayton Oaks Elementary.

Under proposed redlstrictlng plan our neighbortiQod is split in
two, with Polygon 1200 to WRde Lake and Polygon 200 to
Glenelg HS, but both still sent to Dayton Oaks Elementary.

Any school redistricting that result in splitting of neighborhoods is a violationof the BOE policy
6010 Section B. 2 - Standards on Community Stability that calls for the promotion of
contiguous communities and community stability when assigning school districts
through the consideration of:

a) School feeds that encourage keeping students together from one school to the next -
Kids in our neighborhood will still have the same Elementary and Middle schools.



b) Keeping areas together that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods -
Our neighborhood is a single community with single access road but made up of
two polygons that would be split into two separate high schools.

c) Frequency with which any one student is reassigned -
Because my family has moved, our kids have changed schools twice within the
last two years and would change for a third time under this proposed plan.

Our Polygon 1200 is located the furthest away from Wilde Lake of any of the neighborhoods
being relocated to Wilde Lake HS which is the eighth furthest away high school from Polygon
1200. Driving distances from our neighborhood to:

1. River Hill: 4.3 miles, 14 minute drive by car with no traffic - Current High School
2. Glenelg: 5 miles, 8 minute drive by car
3. Atholton: 7. 8 miles, 16 minute drive by car
4. Reservoir: 8. 7 miles, 20 minute drive by car
5. Centennial: 9 miles, 26 minute drive by car

6. Marriotts Ridge: 9.3 miles, 18 minute drive by car
7. Hammond: 9.7 miles, 16 minute drive by car
8. Wilde Lake: 10 miles, 22 minute drive by car - We have been redistricted to Wilde Lake!

Why is our neighborhood being split in half and part of our neighborhood assigned to one of the
closest high schools to Glenelg in polygon 200 and the other part sent to the furthest away to
Wilde Lake HS in polygon 1200? Today both polygons go to the same Elementary, Middle and
River Hill high school. Why not let our neighborhood kids to continue going to River Hill or if
redistricting'must happen then both Polygons should go to the same Glenelg HS which is much
closer and both high schools are considered under capacity?

Today my kids I get up around 5:50am to catch a 6:30am school bus. Their morning commute
to River Hill takes around 45 minutes and if they have to go to Wilde Lake HS they would be
driven past their current River Hill HS and then continue for another 15 to 20 minutes. This one-
way commute could turn into an hour or more and that means time lost for studying or sleeping.

If Board of Education wants to integrate schools then allow this through a choice based program
like JumpStartthat integrates schools and communities through choices given to students, and
not by forcing kids to change schools, miss school friends, and loose a sense of togetherness
and community. Greater school integration programs like JumpStart would be ideal.

The best thing that could happen is for is for our kids to remain in a school that is closest to us.
Next simplest solution is to move our Polygon 1200 to Glenelg HS which also the school for the
other half of our neighborhood (Polygon 200). Gelenelg is much closer and is also considered
underutilized. Since there are seven high schools much closer to us compared to Wilde Lake,
why make our kids travel so far away? Allowing us to remain in our current schools would be
ideal, but there are also other alternatives to the currently proposed redistricting plan.

sincerely ask you and urge you to please vote against this redistricting plan.



Best Regards,

Andrew Hlasko

13010 Red Maple Way
Clarksvilie, MD 21029
Polygon 1200



Sep. 27, 2019

Dear BOE members,

This is the 4th time we write to you to ask you to vote NO to the redistricting plan as a family. We were
not able to show up to protest or testify, so this is our way to let you know our voices as members of the
Howard County community.

Last night was the 3rd public hearing on this matter. Every single one of the 108 testimonies is a loud NO
to thisredistricting plan, including 85 from students of all ages, from elementary, middle school to high
school. Overwhelmingly people are against this plan because it buses children out of their
neighborhood schools. For example, kids from our neighborhood, Polygon#3176 will be transported to
Wilde Lake HS, passing our home school River Hill HS in the first five minutes bus ride. We ask you to
Keep Polygon S3176 at River Hill HS. We have explained to you how illogical, how irrational, how
harmful and how wasteful this plan Is in our previous letter. And here we want you to understand this
plan will disrupt at least 7400 students and their families' life. Make your decision with this in mind,
look through Policy 6010 and we trust that you will vote NO.

In our 3rd letter, we pointed out to you it is beyond your authority or scope of work to solve
socioeconomic disparity or poverty concentration issue. Your job is to create an environment where
every kid comes into HCPSS will go out into the world with the best education. In our first letter, we
pointed out programs like FARM actually helps disadvantaged children and encouraged you to device
this kind of programs that actually helps. It requires you to identify the actual specific problems and
come up with real solutions. We know that HCPSS have pilot pre-K programs in some elementary
schools for low income families. Can you expend this program to all elementary schools with kids on
FARM? Can you promote it better? There are not enough people who need it that know about it. This
program is an example of good programs to help kids in need. Do FARM kids have Wi-fi internet
services at home? That is a problem HCPSS might be able to help with other agencies or private
companies. You need to identify issues at school that are caused by financial situations at home, then
come up a remedy. Simply mixing kids is not going to help their family financial situation in any way. It
only invites people to throw you the "socialist "hat, and sadly, it might fit this time. We really don't
need this kind of divisive action at this time of our country.

You probably saw protest signs like "Kids before politics". And we wrote to county council members,
county executives, state delegates and senators. Those who replied back all state that final decision
resides with you. In one hand, we are glad it seems you are above politics; on the other hand, we feel
everybody is not taking up their responsibilities. All elected officials should care about education, about
our school system, about our families and children especially.

Ever since this redistricting plan was announced, we saw communities in disbelief, in anxiety, even In
anger. People form grass root chat groups to dissect and analyze the plan, to come up with alternative
plans, to make signs, to organize protests, to take off from work to prepare and testify for the hearing.



Dear Howard County School System Board of Education:

The proposed Howard County Public School System redistricting plan violates Policy 6010 Standards
on Community Stability - "school attendance areas should promote a sense of community and represent
contiguous communities or neighborhoods."

Our neighborhood is bound by a single entry, Linden Church Road, accessible only from Ten Oaks Road
which crosses over Rt. 32 or from Rt. 32 directly. There are no other through roads through our
neighborhood. HCPSS establishes our neighborhood to consist of two Polygons: Polygon 1200 (North of
Linden Church Rd: Greenberry, Twelve Hills, Chapel Chase) and Polygon 200 (South of Linden-Church:
Broadwater Ln, Chamblis Dr).

With the Superintendents current proposal, Polygon 1200 would be sent to Wilde Lake High School,
while proposing Polygon 200 be sent to Olenelg High School. All other Polygons connecting to our
access road are proposed to be sent to Glenelg High School or River Hill High School. Isolating Polygon
1200 clearly violates BOB policy 6010.

In addition to this violation:

1) Polygon 1200 would be isolated from other neighborhoods sent to Wilde Lake High School.
a. No common roads or direct routes connect our neighborhood to those neighborhoods

proposed to attend Wilde Lake High School.
2) Polygon 1200 would incur a significant, unnecessary increase in time spent on bus transportation

by being sent to Wilde Lake High School.
a. There are no direct routes to Wilde Lake High School from Polygons 1200 & 200.

b. Currently, Polygon 1200 & 200 spend 40 minutes riding 4 miles to River Hill High
c. Wilde Lake is an additional 7 miles with a consei-vative estimate of a 90 min. ride

3) There are 7 High Schools closer to Polygon 1200 than Wilde Lake High School
a. River Hill High and Glenelg High remain under capacity and are closer

4) A large portion of the community identity within Polygon 1200 will be lost.
a. Our sense of community will be split apart as Polygon 1200 students would attend

different schools than our nearest neighbors.

b. No other polygon from Polygon 1200's elementary would feed to WLH.
c. Our children's existing relationships would become strained from significantly reduced

interactions.

Logically, adjustments to the redistricting proposal need to reflect that students in Polygon 1200 stay at
River Hill High School (an under-capacity school) in tandem with Polygon 200. Alternatively, Polygon
1200 could join Polygon 200 by attending Glenelg High School while grandfathering current High School
students at River Hill High School. Otherwise, all redistricting should be delayed until High School 13 is
open and a new feasibility study is consulted along with plausible bus routes.

Thank-you,

Michelle Reuster

Polygon 1200
Clarksville, MD 21029



It stresses out everyone. It already harms the community. One good thing is that this plan does unite

people. It unites everyone in all the effected communities to fight against this plan. Last night's hearing

is a testimony to it. So we urge you to read through all the testimonies, ask questions, hold your own

hearing sessions if needed. We urge you to vote NO to this redistricting plan.

Thank you for your service.

Sincerely,

Hong Zhou and Xiaomin Un

PolygonS3176



September 26, 2019

To: Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard
County Public School System

Subject: Student Testimony (Veer Tuliani) - Oppose Dr. Martjrano's Redistricting
Proposal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

My name IsVeerTulianiand some call me polygon 176. 1 am a student in Folly
Quarter Middle School, and I attend accelerated Math classes in River Hill High
School.

I am SHOCKED to think you are considering moving almost 13% of the overall
student population. It is a BIG DEAL!

For my polygon. River Hill High School is an under-capacity school and you are
considering transferring out students from this school. The total turnover is slated

to be 80% of the total capacity! Why?

I live only a few minutes (2 miles!) driving distance from River Hill and you're
proposing to triple my commute to a school much further away (you know I

would be driving past it each day to get to my new school, right)? I would like to
have some answers to my questions:

When you deprive me of 2 additional hours every day because the new school is
so far away:

1. What happens to my sleep?

2. What happens to my homework that needs to be completed but I cannot
because I am exhausted?

3. What happens to my desire to play with my little sister, but I have no time?

4. What happens to my family time that I crave?

5. What happens to the sports that I want to do after school? I love to play
tennis and cricket.

6. What happens to my SAT scores when there's little time left to prepare?

7. What happens to the times when buses run late, and my classmates and
are left stranded in the extreme weather?

8. What happens to extra-curricular activities that I will not be able to attend?
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9. What happens to my friends? My local River Hill community is being split
up and sent to 3 different high schools.

lO.What happens to my parents who want to come to my school and
volunteer or participate in after-school clubs and activities but cannot
because it is so far away?

ll. What happens during early dismissals or during appointments when I need
to be picked up from school and my parents must take additional time off?

12. What happens when my sister starts elementary school next year and my
parents must do a round trip of 50 minutes (schoolto school) and can t
reach in time?

13.What happens when I start driving? I would be sleep deprived and yet must
face the increased school traffic on the streets? Who is responsible for

keeping me safe?
U.What happens to the mental health of students like me who are unhappy

with this redistricting, but you decide to impose upon us anyway?
IS.What happens to the extra monetary burden you take on to fund this

program?
IG. What happens to the needless amount of additional carbon emissions? Do

you expect my generation to take care of that?
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Here's what I know and understand:

1. My elementary school was Running Brook Elementary School, a high
FARMS school and a Title I school. Kudos to all my excellent teachers
including Mrs. Van Reenan, Mrs. Mangus, Mrs. Filler and my superb
principal Mr. Todd. I was an overachiever and got a lot more resources,
just like some others (who were challenged) received additional help. I
even skipped third grade. I scored in the top 5 percentile in Math
Olympiad. I won every single school spelling bee and participated twice
at the National Spelling Bee.

2. River Hill High School is part of my community where I belong. I would
be happy to receive friends who may be transferred here but I do NOT
want to be transferred OUT of this school.

3. My friend community is already diverse. I have had friends who are rich
and poor. White and black. Yellow and brown. Short and tall. I do not

need to go to another school to experience it nor do I think there's any
meaningful benefit.

4. As a second-generation immigrant, I have seen from my family how
much disruptive change can impact and uproot lives and how much
adjustment it takes. So, no disruptive change should be imposed upon
anyone without a sound and valid reason. This redistricting plan does
not have solid reasons as far as I can tell.

5. I believe we need integration and support around student abilities, not
around how much money their parents make.

6. Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not
make for better students - they increase stress and hardship for families.

Please be thoughtful when you redistrict and do it in the least disruptive
manner.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

VeerTuliani
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Dear Board of Education Members:

I am writing in opposition to the Superintendent's current redistricting plan and specifically it's
effects on our neighborhood located within polygon 1200. As you are aware, the
Superintendent's plan calls for some of our students to be redistrictedfrom River .Hill High^
School (RHHS) to Wilde Lake High School (WLHS), and others to Gletielg High School (GHS.)
This plan, if approved, would essentially divide our community in half. A community with only
one common road in and out.. .what many have referred to as a land island.

There are many reasons to reconsider this plan. The first in my mind and most importantly is the
fragmenting of a community. Many of the students in our polygon are close friends and
neighbors. They play on the same sports teams, enroll in the same academic and extra-curricular
activities, and are building lifelong relationships. To divide them in schools so far apart will
create a strain on those relationships. Those students won't be able to enroll in the saine after
school activities, and it's likely they will have trouble building lasting relationships with children
from Wilde Lake's neighborhoods because of the distance. A student's life is extremely busy
diese days and spending extra time on a bus, getting up early to catch the same bus, will limit
their ability to be involved in many enriching after school activities. The additional commute
time could be over an hour each day. In addition, having a student at WLHS will limit apai-ent's
involvement in their education. It will be harder for a parent to schedule conferences or attend
meetings at the school because they will have to take additional time off work. The biggest
impact of this will be the fact the Board would be going in direct violation of BOE's policy
6010 calling for contiguous communities and promotion of community stability...

"Community Stability. Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote a sense
of community in both the geographic place (e.g., neighborhood or place in which a student
lives) and the promotion of a student from each school level through the consideration of:

a. Feeds that encourage keeping students together from one school to the next. For
example, avoiding feeds of less than 15% at the receiving school.

b. Areas that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods."

All of my above comments would be supported by tliis line of thinking.

The next reason for reconsideration would be environmental and financial impacts on the county.
Multiple buses would need to run near identical routes increasing fuel costs and emissions. This
would lead to increased maintenance costs as well. More drivers will also be required because
again the routes are nearly duplicate.

Furthermore, it is my understanding a lot of this redistricting is driven by the Superintendent's
desire to balance the ratio of FARM students across the county. It doesn't make sense to
adversely affect some students to achieve this. Take some of that transportation money that
would be spent on additional busing and apply it to the schools in need of more FARM support.
Alternatively, bus any children that need that support to another school to balance the numbers,
but don't penalize other children to do it.



The Board of Education has a responsibility to provide a safe and nurturing educational
enviromnent to the best of their ability. You have a responsibility to promote well being and
equity among students. Students should absolutely have the right to a quality education, and if it
means they need to attend a different school then so be it. However, offering support to one
group of students at the expense of another's is contradictory to this effort. Let's look at how to
help the students in need of a better learning environment or help with getting a healthy meal
without splitting up other communities.

In closing, I'd like to reiterate that Superintendent Michael Martirano's should be reconsidered
for many reasons. The impact of his proposed redistricting will have detrimental effects on our
students, community, and environment while not providing many benefits to those intended to
receive them. The best option would be to leave our neighborhood and polygon 1200 at RHHS.
The second best option would he to move all of our students to GHS rather than dividing them.
At least bus routes would be shared, commute times would be lessened compared to WLHS, and
students could thrive with their neighbors. Both RHHS and GHS are currently under-utilized so
send students from over capacity schools there, but don't send our students away. I urge you to
vote NO on the Superintendent's current plan.

Sincerely,

Glenn C. Bowman

Polygon 1200 resident
13060 Twelve Hills Road
Clarksville, MD 21029
09/19/19



A Rejection of the Redistricting Proposal

"Things fall apart; the center cannot hold'

W.B. Yeats

District 9 State Senator

Katie Fry Hester

Dear State Senator Hester:

By refi-aming the need for redistricting as a need to achieve "equity" we diminish
the importance of genuine improvements and present merely a facade of positive
changes in our school system. Please support our schools; do not give it the
onerous task of being a primary mechanism to exert societal change. It is a
complex issue that involves factors such as county development, planning and
affordability which are beyond the scope of what a school system can tackle. True
change with lasting positive effects cannot happen overnight and without a united
front. The redistricting plan will fragment communities and weaken identities.

While we understand the importance ofredistricting to remedy capacity issues and
ensure adequate resources, the latest recommendation is a sledgehammer: it causes
irreparable harm on multiple fronts to achieve a level of data uniformity that
appallingly masks weak performances and detracts from the need for substantive
changes to improve all schools (especially those that are underperfbrming).

The negative effects of such seismic chaiiges cannot be underestimated.

Harms

Disruption of community fabric: each school and district is enriched by the
bonds of the students and families who share activities and interests. My son
is not gregarious and has a few close friends. High school is a vulnerable
time-especially for children who are not particularly skilled in making new
friends. The loss of his relationships which have been cultivated over time
will undermine his high school experience and likely academic performance.



Blatant disregard for the deliberate choices that were made by families: In
many cases, these sweeping changes will have an intensely negative impact
on a segment of the population that will carry the burden of change that is
*not* sha-ed by the rest. It is incumbent to demonstrate concrete proof that
an overall positive outcome has been achieved in order to justify this drastic
reorganization.

Injustice to the student's desires: If my child is passionate about being in a
particular district in order to challenge his intellect, it is his/her right to have
that choice honored. We readily reward excellence in all fields with awards
and titles at every tum-why would we hypocritically discourage this innate
desire? This striving is the core to success.

Detrimental effects on students and parentei High school is a period of
transition fraught with anxiety, high stress and sleep deprivation. As a
primary care physician, I can attest to the deleterious effects of these
changes (longer commutes, weakened social supports) and the coirelation
with increased depression and anxiety.

Neelectine root causes ofunderperformins schools/students
Environmental pollytioni This will worsen with increased commute times
and longer bus routes.

An incremental approach would allow a judicious assessment of the consequences
of each change and lead to modifications that would be more readily accepted over
time. Incorporating flexibility in planning would also bring more parents and
students to buy-in to this decision.

As a primary care physician, I feel strongly that every individual has the right to
access high quality care. Our practice accepts all patients regardless of
socioeconomic status, type of insurance or even lack thereof. I treat each individual
based on his/her values and I avoid lumping patients into categories or making
general assumptions in order to improve their overall health. Although I may not
always agree, I respect the decisions each patient makes because autonomy is a
central tenet in my practice. I do not feel I have the right to impose my personal
beliefs; instead I focus on providing the best care I can to each individual.

My family and I have abided by this philosophy which is being trampled upon by
the proposed redistricting plan. The school system has been entrusted with the



education and welfare of every child and should employ fairness in all of its
actions.

The Howard County school system and by association the City Council must
be held accountable for the proposed changes and the potential aftermath
which directly affects our quality of life in Howard County. For education, as in
other fields that offer a valuable service (hospitals, health care, government
programs), there should be clearly defined metrics besides just socioeconomic
states and test scores that evaluate its performance in the delivery of our children's
education. Only this level of transparency and nuanced assessment can truly
bolster our commitment to quality.

Let's support all of our students and not assume that they will "be fine" with these
changes. Many progressive school systems nationwide recognize the importance of
students' well-being (physical, psychological, and social) and have implemented
changes accordingly: modifying school start and end times to minimize sleep
deprivation, allowing mental health days, etc. In stark contrast, this proposed plan
directly assails these priorities.

I urge you to deter the Howard County Board of Education from proceeding
with the proposed plan. Ultimately, we entrust you aiid other elected
representatives to protect our most precious commodity... our children (and our
ftiture).

Humbly,

Kendra Kay
410-948-2888
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:58 PM.

Dear Howard County Council Members, Senators, and Government Officials,

I am quite upset with the redistricting proposal. Please if you could take the time to read my letter below to
understand our situation.

Thank you,

Vivica Williams

-'l-308pG reenberryLane

aarksvil[e, MD21029
(443)710-5700

> Dear BOE,

> I am very upset about the proposed redistricting plan. I live on Greenberry Lane in Clarksville. We have been
redistricted to Wild Lake HS. Wild Lake! Do you realize how difficult it is to drive there from where we live???? There
are three ways to get there. 1) 32 to 108 to Harpers Farm to Twin Rivers (passes in front of River Hill), 2) 32 to Cedar
Lane to Little Patuxent Pwy to Harpers Farm to Twin Rivers (passes in front of Atholton), or 3) 32 to 29 to Broken Land
Parkway, pass the Mali to Twin Rivers. Any of these routes are complicated, full of traffic lights, full of traffic, and take at
least 30 min in the morning g rush hour. Fronn where we live and our access points, this proposal is incredibly
dangerous and disruptive to students, parents, and our community.
>

> Also, I am not sure if you realize this but we live in a close knit enclave, isolated to the. North of Rt 32 at Linden
Church Rd. This neighborhood consists of Broadwater (Districted to Glenelg), Linden Church Rd, 12 Hills, and
Greenberry Lane. We alway have been together. I would know, I have lived on Greenberry Lane for 44 years. This
proposal would absolutely tear apart our community and is geographically bizarre.
>

> Please put the best interests of our kids first. Displacing us to a school, frankly, horriflcally difficult to get to, is not
the answer.
>

> Thank you,
>

> Vivica Williams
> (443)710-5700
>

> Sent from my iPhone

https://mgamail -md.gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/2
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:58 PM.

Good Morning,
No doubt you've received many e-mails echoing the communities concerns over the proposed

redistricting. As a parent of children who currently and will be in the next year joining the Howard County
Public School System, I'd like to express my opposition to this decision. After thoroughly reading the
multiple studies I have grave concerns over the reality of implementation and what that means for our
children. Many children are looking at hour plus bus rides, being separated from friendships they've
cultivated over the years and the potential to be unable to participate in after school activities due to
these bus rides. Shortly I'll be faced with two children on opposing sides of the county. As a working
parent, it is near impossible for me to meet my work hour obligations and retrieve my children from
school activities within the limited time after care provides. I will most certainly be frequently faced with
paying Howard County Parks and Recreation fees for late pickups in order to accommodate my children
or I will have to explain to my employer why I can no longer work the hours I was hired for, putting me in
a true situation between being able to financially provide for my children and getting them to and from
school. Beyond my own personal issues, how does HCPSS plan to plan for the additional bus drivers?
From personal experience, CDL drivers are not in abundance. I myself used to have to search quite
vigorously to staff drivers for my retirement community. Given all of this, I think this proposal seems
haphazard and ill advised.

A thousand percent I believe that this entire community believes all children should be provided a quality
education but the truth is, this redistricting amounts to no more than shuffling kids to improve our
statistics. In no way does it actually address the heart of the problem which is that Howard County has a
poverty issue and schools who are underperforming for a multitude of reason. Redistricting is not going
to fix this. Dr. Martirano cannot argue that we are shuffling for better education if in the next breath he is
going to say all our schools are equal in level of education. That is absolutely incorrect or this wouldn't be
an issue. It's contradictory and to me speaks to the fact that we are refusing to address that certain
schools do need more help and do require additional resources. That's a big shame HCPSS for not
wanting to actually fix things. It's easier to bury the problem in a spreadsheet and count us heros for
making it look like we've actually done something to improve the poverty issue.

I will not stand for a proposal that impacts thousands of students lives and not for the better. I won't allow
anyone on this e-mail to make a reckless decision that hurts communities and students futures because
you do want to put in the hard work to actually help those kids struggling. Nope for you it's simply easier
to spread the peas out on the plate to look like you've actually made an impact and that is unacceptable.
Howard County has to acknowledge the need to pour resources into helping the students in the schools
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geographical sense rather than forcing our children up in the wee hours of the morning only to return late
and forego things that allow children to grow themselvessuch as sports, music programs, dance lesson.

They are only children for so long before they will be thrust into the real adult world where they are faced
with debt, work obligations and adult struggles of their own. Please don't rob them of hours to be
children because of an ill devised redistricting plan which takes a minimum of 2 hours if not more from
their days on bus rides. Remember that at present you are now talking to adults who currently can and
high school seniors who will be able to vote in the next election. This will show them where their leaders
stand on promises and values in community. Beyond that, many of our children will be able to remember
this well into the point they can vote. With the fact another High School will be added in 2023, 1 think it is
more advisable to take a geographical and logical approach to current needs to relieve overcrowding in
schools while thinking future forward on how Howard County can alleviate overcrowding without
adversely impacting student and parent lives.

I sincerely hope you will consider the vast opposition to this plan and truly instead invest in making a
better choice for communities and students with your final proposal.

Sincerely,
Amanda Clifton
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:57 PM.

?_o??_Tor, n.in9 one a"d all; a? a.tax Payer and vfcHY concerned citizen of Howard County I feel
compelled to encourage each of you to completely and unequivocally reject the proposed school
changes that are to be voted on at the upcoming board meeting. Very simply, forced integration
has never, and will never achieve the desired outcome of improved student achievement It was
attempted in Detroit in the 70's with disastrous results; it has been attempted in other school
d stncts and counties in previous years, also with unsuccessful results. Why??? Because
shuffling students around, forcing them to leave their home schools has NEVER and WILL NEVER
prove a successful method of integration. This proposal targets areas made up of families who
have worked hard, saved, and struggled to purchase homes in particular areas so thattheir
children can attend a particular school, and they have EVERY RIGHT to make these sacnfices and
strive for the absolute best that they can give their children. It is completely ludicrous to think that
anyone has the right to arbitrarily tell these families that their children 'cannot attend a chosen"
school because there are not enough FARM families in the school, so more must be bussed in
while their children are bussed out. In addition, your proposal will surely cause home values in
some areas to decline, putting undue stress and financial burdens on families who have made
conscious choices to live, work, and school their children in a particular area. At the same time,
homeowners whose children might now be bussed to higher performing schools will most
^ss^,r^«-y.see_a1, 1. ln?^, ease. '"their home property values as a result. This is so very wrong on every
[evelH As a result of this, it is inevitable that some will be in favor of this redistricting but for all the
wrong reasons..... not because it will benefit students, but because it will benefit homeowners. In a
perfect world there woujd be total equity for all people; unfortunately,, we do not, nor will we ever.
live in a perfect world. To penalize people for striving and succeeding is nothing short of unethical
and immoral.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. I urge all off you to search your consciences
and dig deeply into your souls in order to make the right decision.'

Respectfully,
Linda Rockford
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This message was sent with high importance.

You replied on 9/13/2019 12:57 PM.

'm writing to express my disapproval of the recently proposed redistricting plan. This plan
s flawed on so many levels. I won't waste your time by relisting all of the talking points as they
have been spelled out already by so many online and will be reiterated at your hearings. While I'm
sure good intentioned, this is far too aggressive of a shift, impacting far too many people, and - at a
time when you will be turning around to redistrict high schools again in a few years when HS13
prepares to come online.

I am an original Columbian. Went to Kindergarten at Bryant Woods, first grade at Faulkner Ridge,
second-through 4 clrade at Longfellow, 5th at Running Brook. It was a nightmare to adjust. I went
to WLMS and WLHS. Our redistricting was necessary. Building was rampant and families were
taking possession of new homes and schools were being opened. It made sense. Bryant Woods
to Faulkner Ridge - that made logical sense. If there was over-crowding, maybe some went to
Swansfield or Longfellow - but it made sense. Had it been Bryant Woods to Clarksville
Elementary orAtholton Elementary - that would have been a disaster. That's what you're doing
here and it will be a disaster. My childhood was hard - moving from school to school - not being
able to plant firm roots in a school. You are unnecessarily creating this same exact stressor for
thousands of kids and their parents when you don't have to. Your ideals are good, but your plan is
not. And we all know this isn't about FARMs ratios. There are plenty of alternative options to deal
with that issue. We are one of the wealthiest counties in the country.

I am a lifelong original Columbian. I am a very liberal Democrat. I voted for most of you. I
appreciate that you are trying to level the playing field but IMHO your plan is misguided and will
have major unintended consequences. Busing everyone all over the place is just going to create a
huge hassle for families - especially those of limited resources, serious resentment, and most
importantly the unnecessary destruction of communities that are, like it or not - geographically
based. Your plan should try to do the least amount of harm possible. This'plan will do so
much harm to so many. I hope you will consider other options.

Personally, my biggest problem with the plan, as it affects me and my neighbors in polygons 1185
and 185, is that 1/we live 0.4 miles from River Hill High School. I am even closer to darksville
Elementary (yes I know we're staying). People in our River Hill neighborhood grow up together,
Play on community soccer, baseball, basketball and swim teams, participate in community Boy's &
Girl's Scouts, etc. Don't send them to an elementary school together, then split them up (at their
most fragile stage of personal development 6th-8th grade) to be strangers so far away - and then
ssnd them even farther for high school. Everyone is going to have their own reasoning why the
don't like this plan. I don't like it for a lot of reasons. But my primary displeasure with the p'lan has
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approach start by Keeping the people who live closest to the scnools (wltt11n a 1-2mlle racii"s) at
t'hose schools. Shouldn'fyou try not to disrupt the natural community? I just don't get it.

You guys are going to get plenty of flack and lots of anger about this plan. Atotl'mnots"reyou
unde°rstand'the-upset iFs causing. I hope you will reconsider this plan and withdraw it sooner than
later-but absolutely vote against it if it somehow makes it to a vote. Again, I am a liberal
Democrat . Me and my middle class Democrat friends all voted for most of you - especially those
of'you'on'the school board - but this plan is not ok with us. We elected all of you to do so many

things, and again, we appreciate what you are trying to do,_butthis is not the way to do itJ
^ope you°wi'irconsider alternatives or at a minimum wait until 2022-2023 when you'll have to do

this all over again.

I appreciate your time.

Sincerely,

Andrew Waller
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:51 PM.

£? I Action Items

We live in Howard County in Polygon 1183 and are requesting that you take action regarding Dr. Martirano's Attendance Area Adjustment Plan
dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies with regai-d to both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

As noted in the Executive Summary, this proposal was developed with three primary goals:

. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.
Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced price meals program (FARMs) across
schools to the extent feasible.

Plan ahead for the High School j?13 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.

The redistricting announced in January along with the feasibility studies, community mecdngs and a survey about those studies do not align with
the Superintendent's Plan. This proposal targets other issues within our school system and bares very litde resemblance to the feasibility studies
and the original intended purpose of relieving the overcrowding. The vote last year (and the year before) by the Board of Education (BoE) was to
hold off on comprehensive redistricting until '22 when the plan has to be laid out for HS* 13 attendance area changes. Furthermore, this proposal
is not consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated above.

I am requesting you consider the following facts as you address our comments to this Plan.

1. School Attendance Area: School Attendance area and geographicproximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistrictingofPolygon 1183 would increase the distance my children would travel to get to/from school. This will likely result in longer
morning commuting times for my children to get to school and reduced sleep, which is already a concern for my family.

Many families tliat qualify for FARM benefits rely on public transportation and walking to access their local school and community activides -
the proposed redistricting plan would destroy those options for families that need them the most. GIenelg, Reservoir, River Hill, Marriotts Ridge,
Centennial, and Mt Hebron high schools are not on the public bus route run by RTA. How will redistricting hundreds of FARM students from
their local walkablc schools to distant schools positively impact their families wlicn they arc required to spend extra money on fticl or
public transportation to stay involved in school activities & meetings?

1. Capacity Utilization: Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2) Target
Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program capacity and (3) Utilization [item T],
The 2019 Feasibility Study (htlps://www. hc^ss^rg/f/schoolplar[ning/2019/2019-feas;btlily-study_edp notes the following findings:

a. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization
range.

b. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization through the 10 year projection period of the study.
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which is currently operating within Board Policy guidelines with regard to Projections, Target Utilization and^Uttlization.
e. Any re-dislricting proposal should instead be focused on those five High Schools that are °Perati»8 aboveTar8ct u'il,izatl°" ICTe^(^07°);
f. The Board of Educaiion should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools that are operating within the guidelines of [P],J
iT)'."Formsiance7sinceRivcr-HillHigh School is operating well ivilhinthe larget utilization range, perhaps ilshould receive sluden^rom^
nearby schooi's'such as Wide Lake.'Alholton or Howard, without sending 478~students out to other schools^ Certainly, the Board of Education
can request a plan that achieves better capacity utilization with less than 7396 total students being relocated.

1. Equity: The Superintendent's presentation of this plan notes thai all Howard County schools have the same cumculnm, same quality
leaciiers and simiiar infrastructure, similar funding etc. With that in mind, the very first sentence of the Policy Statement ofHCPSS
Polic'y'MIO is. 'The Board of Education of Howard County, with the advice of the Superinlendent, establishes school attendance areas to
provide quality, equitable educalional opportunities to all students and to balance the capacity utilization of all scll°°ls- Furtt'erm°re'
"equitable" is delincd in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opporlunilics, and supports needed to help students families, and
staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to success that individuals face. It docs not mean equal or everyone having the same
things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20. 2019 is not consistent with the BoE Policy Statement 6010, nor does
itfollow the BoE's definition of achieving "equitable" educational opponunitics. We request the BoE identify ways to provide additional
educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school with a low FARM ratio 10 a school with a high FARM ratio,
only results m better "averages" for the schools. It does not provide any incremental educational resources or opportunities directly to the
studcnls. Additionally, trading children between schools seems destabilizing to already established kids and communities within those schools.

Development policies driven by decisions of past Howard County Councils have concenlmted poverty in particular areas of the counly. The
schools local to these areas subsequently have higher FARM student pereentages than some others in the county. This is a problem Dial is far
above the school system and cannot be solved by redisuicling - redistricting will only insidiously mask the problem.

How will balancing FARM student percentages by rcdistrlcting hundreds of FARM & non-FARM students improve Uic education and
opportunities of all or even any students of Howard County?

FARM students and families already are low on resources and are hard-pressed for time to be involved heavily in their local schools (which
negaiivelyimpacls overall academic perfonnance). How will rcdistricting hundreds of FARM students from their local walkablc schools to
distant schools that require unwalkable bus and commute route improve their academic performance, access to educational
opportunities, and/or overall quality of life?

Moving low income polygons to more affluent schools has the possibility of taking families away from their most precious resource; people and
community that they are established in and know.
How much outreach has been or will be conducted to determine how this plan would affect these families? Will the BoE request a
statistically valid survey be conducted with impacted Howard County citizens to ensure the "voice oftheconsUtucnts" is represented in
decision-making?

In summary, we request the BoE capitalize on the taxpayer funded feasibility study already conducted and plan this out in a more thoughtful and
indnsive way. Comprehensive redistricting must be planned in Z022 for the .new HS' 13. That gives the county and HCPSS sometime to think
this out and PLAN to create a more equitable system for all.

Thank you,
Paul and Jen Funk
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:56 PM.

Forwarded message
From: doug gartrell <douggartrell@gmail. com>
Date: Tue, Aug 27, 201 9 at 4:21 PM
Subject: Testimony letter to oppose the new redistricting proposal from Doulgas Gartrell, Polygon#1186
To: <redistricting@hcpss. org>. <schoolplanning@hcpss. org>, <superintendent@hcpss. org>.
<mayis_ellis@l]£pss^rg>, <kirsten coombs(a)h£|2S£3rg>, <W£ky_cutroneo@hc|2S&£rg >,
<christina delmontsmall@hcps&flrg>, <jsnnife!_ma!]o. @jTS|2£S^rg>, <sabina_taj. @hcpSS^rg>,
<chao wu@hcpss.org >

Dr. Martirano:

I do strongly oppose your proposal that was presented on August 22, 2019:
https://www.baltimoresun. com/maryland/howard/cng-ho-schools-redistricting-recommendations-D822-
20190822-rxprk5uf4zcq]|htmotuxg4j5i-storyjTtml

I strongly suggest you to fully assess the options to improve the equity in the area of needs. Please
provide full supports for the schools where needs free meals, computers, books, staff, etc. To support this
rationale, please use the Howard County education budget to the schools need help.

Please bring many experts (educators, scientists, psychologists, psychiatrists) opinions and rigorous study
data, opinions from the hloward county communities, parents, and children. Please do provide
longitudinal measures to support a new proposal.

I am a psychiatrist who knows the developmental milestone of our children. They should not suffer from
this psycho-social distress. Please be wise not separating them from their friends in Clarksville Elementary
School to move them to the Harpers choice middle school. It also increases commuting time by sending
them far away from where they live to new schools. It increases cost living because parents have to leave
their workplace early to pick up children to take them their extra-curriculum activities.

Please do not implement this new proposal. I examined your new proposal versus the 2019 feasibility
study. The 2019 feasibility study is much more make sense to our communities, families, and schools
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Sincerely,
Douglas Gartrell, MD
Psychiatrist Sheppard Pratt Health System
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To whom it may concern:

I grew up in Bergen County, New Jersey which has many similarities to Howard County with
regards to a diverse population and a strong public school system. Our family values
education and striving for excellence. That is why when we moved to Maryland in 2005 after
rtiuch research and deliberation, we chose to move to Howard County due to its reputation as
a diverse community with strong public schools. We have 4 kids which include a rising 9th
grader, rising 7th grader and two elementary school students; therefore, we have exposure to
all levels of the education process and this ill-conceived redistricting plan. We have lived in
various parts of Howard County throughout the years starting in Ellicott City and then the
Atholton school district and were overall satisfied with our experience. A few years ago, after
careful research and planning white taking into account our children's social network
cultivated over the years and their desire to be with friends who shared their interests
academically, we chose to move to the River Hill district. Having lived in both areas I can say
that Atholton and River Hill school districts have unique qualities that are not easily
interchangeable.

This is why we are astounded and dumbfounded that the school board and superintendent
with the misguided backing of a few Howard County Council members have chosen such an
asymmetric and extreme approach that would decimate and implode the fabric and essence
of the Atholton and River Hill communities. We are at a loss as to why the FARM metrics are
even being used to justify any moves. This action implies that the school board and Council
members views those families/students as somehow inferior and a liability that needs to be
spread out which is insulting. What exact problem is being solved by using that metric? If a
school is underperforming with regards to test scores it is a lazy and a simplistic approach to
simply move a higher scoring student to an underperforming district instead of improving
local assistance and resources to improve test scores and grades for underperforming students
which will improve likelihood of long term success for those students and not Just appease
administrators obsessed with the appearance of social justice. With regards to the primary
issue of overcrowding in certain districts our suggestion is to take a more balanced approach
and allow students from overcrowded school districts to be transported to less crowded
districts either voluntary or assigned. This may increase commute times for some students
though still would be less of a disruption than involuntary imposing this stedgehammer of a
policy and redistricting on several thousand students. The school system's actions should be a
bridge to the time when the new high school is completed which will unload a majority of the
currently overcrowded high school districts. Another more balanced approach would be to
require all school districts to contribute relatively equally to the redistribution process so that
more families across the county can accept buying in.

You are elected officials that are supposed to represent the entire community and not your
own individual agendas. You were not given a mandate by the voters to wreak havoc on the
school system in a county known for its stability. Howard County has a unique and very highly
educated population and you should not pretend know what is better for alt of us as if we do
not understand the issues. We accept the role of government with legislative issues and
changes as part of the norm including higher taxes and are more than willing to do our part.
There are few issues that are more sensitive and important to individual families than making
personal choices in the best interests of their children's happiness, well-being and education
which you are disrupting on a mass scale. Should the school board, council members/
executive and superintendent ignore this basic tenet and disrupt so many families who are
perfectly satisfied with their school districts under a misguided notion/ideology of being a
savior your legacy will be tarnished. Our children are not happy with these proposed changes



as they will be adversely affected on many levels for years and they will not forget who was
responsible.

I voted for a majority of the current elected officials. You should not underestimate how
much this will energize and motivate your constituents to oppose your reelection at the next
cycle

Sincerely,

Khalid Zirvi



August 29, 2019

To; Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System

Cc: County Council Members, HoCo County Executive, District 9 State Senator, District 9A State
Delegates

Subject: Oppose Pr Martirano's Redistrictine Proposal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

As a longtime resident of Howard County Maryland (residing in Polygon 176) and a parent of two young
children, I am writing to express my significant concerns about the proposed impact of Dr Martirano's
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated in
Or Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts and impacts.

School Attendance Area impacts;

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistricting of Polygon 176 would more than double the distance students travel to get to school.

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek/ Polygon 176 is 2J, Miles from River Hill High School (RHHS).
Walnut Creek/Polygon 176 is 5^.miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS). Using WAZE, the
commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be 3x as long as the commute
to River Hill High School.

In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High
School bus and car traffic, en route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019
proposal.

Such long commute times would affect student's sleep, family time, extracurricular activities,
and could lead to higher probability of accidents given these high school students would be new
drivers on the road driving longer distances with increased traffic jams.
Longer commute also reduces parents' engagement with the schools since they're further away
and this would impact the child's education.
Longertransportation times would lead to higher expenses for the Board of Education with zero
return on investment and higher polluting emissions.
Our family chose to go to these local schools when we moved to our current home. We treat our

local schools as part of our community, which is being torn apart; choice taken away from us
and all of us are feeling these Impacts. This redistricting plan is disruptive of our community.

Capacity Utilization and Disruntion impacts:
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Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections (item P], (2) Target
Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program
capacity and (3) Utilization [item T).

The 2019 Feasibility Study (httos://www. hcoss. org/f/schoolDlannlne/2019/2019-feasibilitY-studY. pdf)
notes the following findings:

1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This
is at the lower end ofthe Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization through the
10-year projection period of the study.

3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools and receive
741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school that
is currently operating within each of guidelines [P], [S] and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. The board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students including 478
students from River Hill High School which is currently operating within Board Policy guidelines
about Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.

5. Any re-districtine prooosal should instead be focused on those five Hieh Schools that are
operatine above Tareet Utilization levels 1110%).

6. I believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools
that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and [T]. For instance, since River Hill High
School is operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it should receive students
from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out
to other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education can request a plan that achieves better
capacity utilization with less than 7,396 total students being relocated.

7. Donotredistrictnowifyouareplanningtoredistrictanywayin2yearsandthentoo, doitina
thoughtful, non-disruptive manner. We owe stability to our children. Consider this article:
"Switching Schools: Reconsidering the Relationship Between School Mobility and High School
Dropout" published by the authors at JHU Dept of Sociology (Joseph Gasper, Stefanie DeLuca,
Angela Estacion) - the abstract states - "Youth who switch schools are more likely to
demonstrate a wide array of negative behavioral and educational outcomes, including dropping
out of high school."

8. Superintendent Martirano indicated he sees no other way to solve the capacity issue other than
this redistricting plan in 20-21. However, temporary classrooms (portables) have been around
for a long time. What prevents us from adding more of these portables for highly utilized
schools to minimize these impacts until HS13 is ready?

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of
Howard County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school attendance areas to provide
quof/tv. equitable educational opportunities to all students and to balance the capacity utilization of all
schools.
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Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and
supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with
the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BoE's definition of achieving
"equitable" educational opportunities. I hereby request the Board of Education identify ways to
provide additional educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school
with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in better"averages" forthe
schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES
DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS,

In conclusion, I recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies regarding both
Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176; understand there
are many other children who are affected similarly or worse county-wlde.
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of
Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student
transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of students being sent and received. Boundary
adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected to be over
capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
The proposal does not provide additional resources directly and LOCALLY to students in need, it
simply provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent
FARM ratios; they need additional education resources provided directly to their OWN schools.
Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not improve scores - they
increase stress and hardship for families.

Thank you,

Raj Tuliani

Concerned parent

Page 3 of 3
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Dear Board of Education Members,

We are writing on behalf of residents of 176 who are concerned about the proposed impact of Dr
Martirano's Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As noted in the
Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with three primary goals as excerpted below:
The driving priorities for this process:

1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.
2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced price
meals program (FARMs) across'schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School #13 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.
We have also studied and respect the published policies which the Board of Education utilizes in making
decisions with regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010
(https://www.hcpis.org/policies/6000/6010-school-attendance-areas/):
Unfortunately, thePresentation of Attendance Area Adjus-tment Plan, dated August 20, 2019
is nstconsisteht with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated
inDi-Martirano's letter. PTease consider the following facts.

School Attendance Area:

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistricting of Polygon 176 woulci more than double the distance students travel to. get to school.

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2J. Miles from River Hill High School
(RHHS). Wahut Creek / Polygon 176 is ig.miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS).

Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be 3x
as long as the commute to River Hill High School.

In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill
High School bus and car traffic, en-route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019
proposal.

Capacity Utilization:

Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity wjijch are(1)_Projections [item P], (2) Target
Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program capacity
and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study (https://www. hcpss. org/f/schoolplanning/2019/2019-feasibility_study, pdf) notes
the following findings:

https;//mgamail jnd .gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/2



Sugato Bhattacharjee

Polygon Number 176

Board of Education (BOE)

Howard County Public School System (HCPSS)

10910 Clarksville Pike

Ellicott City, MD 21042

Subject: Recommended Attendance Area Adjustment Plan as Presented to the BOE on August 22, 2019

Dear Members of the Board:

I write to voice my significant concern and strong opposition to the subject attendance area adjustment
plan as it pertains to the proposed reassignment of high school students from River Hill High School
(RHHS) to Wilde Lake High School (WLHS).

The subject plan has significant shortcomings in relation to the following...

a) ACADEMIC OPPORTUNITY AND EXCELLENCE-the plan does nothing in reference to raising or
Improving education standards that HCPSS is known for which remains the primary rationale for
numerous parents and families who chose to reside here. Personally speaking as someone who
relocated to Howard County from out-of-state a few years ago with a wouid-be-kindergartener
and a strong desire to experience RHHS trading for a daily one-way one-hour commute to work,
the sheer magnitude and turbulence of this proposed reassignment of students are extremely
disheartening since it splinters the fabric of the community surrounding the excellence of RHHS.

b) CAPACITl' UTILIZATION - Even at 98% base for 2020-2021, RHHS remains under capacity and can
clearly absorb students from other high schools, as needed, without requiring reassignment of
student from RHHS.

c) PROXIMITY AND TRANSPORTATION - For students walking to and commuting from Polygon 17G
to RHHS as well as for those residing in communities around WLHS, the plan does them a huge
disservice with up to 4X Increase in transportation time from home to school and back with
associated increase in transportation cost that will impact families and HCPSS. Reduced
community engagement and participation supporting school activities will inherently follow.

d) EQUITY - the plan loudly attempts to make an argument about fairness but completely fails to
address the deficiencies of this proposal that ends up with inequity for a vast majorityof
students. Indeed, the central underpinnings of this plan appear to be the distribution of
students participating in the Free and Reduced price meals program (FARMs) which is a
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2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization through
the 10 year projection period of the study.
3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools and
receive 741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school
that is currently operating within each of guidelines [P], [S] and [T]. of Policy 6010.
4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students
including 478 students from River Hill High'School which is currently operating within Board Policy
guidelines with regard to Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.
5. We believe any re-districting proposal should instead be focused on those five High Schools
that are operating above Target Utilization levels (110%)_
6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at
schools that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and [T]. For instance, since River Hill
High School is operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it should receive students
from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard," without sending 478 students out to
other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education can request a plan that achieves better capacity
utilization with less than 7,396 total students being relocated.

Equity:

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of Howard
County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes scfiool attendance areas to provide guajjty,.
ggujtable educational opportunities to all students and to balance the capacity utilization of all schools.

Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and
supports needed to help students, families, ancf staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 isjiatconsistent with
the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BoE^s definition of achieving
"equitable" educational opportunities. We hereby request the Board of Education identify ways to
provide additional educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school with
a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in better "averages" for the schools_U
DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL'RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO
THE STUDENTS.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies with regard to
both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of

Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student
transfer of'over 1,000 children inclusive of sfu9ents being sent and received. Boundary
adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected to be over
capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.

The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students in need, it simply
provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent FARM
ratios, they need additional education resources provided directly to their schools.

Thank you,

Christopher Sajewicz
12217 Hayland Farm Way
Ellicott City, MD 21231
Cell: (516) 819-0456

hltps://mgamail. md.gov/owa/projcction. aspx 2/2
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Dear Dr., Martirano,

I hope you are doing well. Thanks to you and your team to constandy working to improve our county
education and environment to benefit our families and kids.

I am writing to you to share my opinion about a recent proposal on school redistricting. It s really
unfortunate to be at the current situation and surprises me that we have to deal this issue in one of the best
county in our nation. I also feel somewhat shame, that we (county officials and parents) end up using kids
education as a bargaining tool.

My concerns is, We are encouraging and promoting something like second child syndrome. Your proposal is
similar to the syndrome effect, few kids are more prone to receiving privileges , while the others in the
family (county) is more likely to receive indulgences, they no longer has their status as the baby and is left
with no clear role in the family, or a feeling of being "left out". A typical parent wouldn't show unbalanced
love between their children. Your proposal is like stealing peacefulness, opportunity to learn and bright
future from one set of county schools kids and giving it to other set of county school kids. The biggest
concern is that, this a social test which as no facts or background data to prove that the receiving kids will
show progress. Let s not show progress by asking kids to scarify their quality time, friends and hard work.
You can t take credit on someone donation's money, you have to spend money from your bank account to
take some credit.

If balancing FARM is primary issue we are trying to resolve, where the end goal is to deliver quality of life
and education equally to all kids in our county, then kids should not be part of the solution equation.

Why do I oppose your proposal?
1. Your proposal virtually distributes across county schools, here you are impacting kids across all
families, you are taking away time from parents and make the kids travel longer which will also
increase h-ansportation cost. Instead build low income houses near schools that can share and provide
all opportunity to move family not just moving kids. You are separating kids from their own family.
2. More people on road is more cost for county to maintain and operate, eventually you are going to
disturb all businesses by increasing travel time by adding more traffic on road. This will have a direct
impact on county economy which may force businesses to move out of county.
3. More traffic could cause more pollution and waste of energy which will end up in more health
issues.

https://mgamail.md.gov/owa/projection.aspx 1/2



budgetary management exercise geared towards lower FARMS ratio and being administered
with an adhoc command economy driven approach that has proven to be highly inept all over
the world. As someone who has to make commercial decisions about a profit-and-loss

enterprise every day, I would think there has to a better way for budget management then a
redistribution exercise that creates more problems than it solves. Challenging as well as
incentivizing suppliers providing meals in the FARMs program and identifying other avenues to
generate revenue for planned new schools are alternatives to the current approach.

I urge you to decide and vote against this poorly conceived recommendation for attendance area
adjustment.

Sincerely,

fl^-o^XTU-^-
Sugato Bhattacharjee

Polygon Number 176



Justin Balciunas

12449 Watkins Bridge Lane

Clarksville, MD 21029
Polygonft3176

Re: Oppose Martirano's Redistricting Proposal

Dear Howard County Board of Education:

Please reject Michael Martirano's outrageous redistricting proposal. This proposal has created an
unprecedented level of disruption in a county otherwise known historically for stability. This plan is
reminiscent of 19605-era busing proposals and has already destabilized the school system and county as
impacted residents weigh their future alternatives outside of the school system.

Our polygon (#3176) has been redistricted from River Hill to Wilde Lake. River Hill is currently under-
capacity, so moving any students out of River Hill fails any "over-capacity" rationale. Similarly, our home
is currently less than 2-miles from River Hill, whereas Wilde Lake is over 7 miles, therefore negating any
geographic logic to this proposal. Finally, from an equity perspective, this proposal solves no underlying
problems and instead redistributes children. While I fully support redistributing resources to struggling
schools, I do not support redistributing students. Any equity objectives should not be a zero-sum-game
where we choose to destroy thriving schools and communities in order to improve struggling schools and
communities. We can do better.

Whether you want to admit it or not, people pick their homes based on their specific schools. Unless this
proposal is rejected, you will have marginalized what has been historically one of the best school districts
and counties in the country. In addition, these destabilizing actions have created significant friction for
anyone who would ever consider moving to this county over the next 2-3 years. Please reverse course as
soon as possible before the damage becomes permanent and vote down the ludicrous proposal. Please
return this county to the stability, decency, and common sense historically associated with Howard
County. This proposal is currently ripping the community apartl

Sincerely,

Justin Balciunas

Cc Calvin Ball, David Yungman, Katie Fry Hester
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early age they have to wake up at least 45 minutes before than Uieir typical time, wnicn will have a
direct stress on the entire family. This will have conflicts/arguments and stress level will increase to
the most every day for parents and kids, similar experience in evening to pick the kids from the after-
school programs.
5. Evidence is mounting from sociology research that this kind of situation where parents and kids
gets frustrated and exhausted every day will impact happiness and increase divorce rates and impact a
good family across the county.
6. We know we are going to have new school district HS #13 in 2023, let's wait and consider
solution that can serve the county people for long period. Too much of changes in short period is not
healthy.

Your proposal is for Kids and they should not be part of your solution. They should be just at the receiving
end getting benefits. I would strive to use this opportunity by creating awareness on qualities. Support Kids
& parents to promote Volunteering service which could save cost and reduce expenses, where the cost saving
could be spend on the areas to reduce FARM price. Promoting "donation" habits to increase quality of
education across county.

Don't push us to move out of county or state please, this is our home and it is disturbing and takes away
confidence that Howard county officials are not for public and they are more in this role for personnel gain.

Our nation has prides to have "leave no man behind" mantra and we take very step to follow that, our county
is part if this great nation, how come we had a heart to even proposal a solution to impact majority of the
kids to fix one issue. I am pretty sure our county officials are smarter than this proposal.

Thanks
Senthil K Ranganathan.
Parent of Two kids.
Living in Howard county from 2005.

https;//mgamai 1 .md.gov/owa/projection .aspx 2/2
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:45 AM.

Dear Senator Hester,

I am the parent of a 5-year-old kindergarten student and 3-year-old twins, all who are anticipating beginning at
Carksville Elementary School. My husband and I live in Polygon 1028. We are constituents that vote In every election.
We moved to Clarksville from BalUmore City in April 2018. We chose to leave the city because we were lacking a
sense of community in our city neighborhood and wanted our children to develop strong bonds with our neighbors,
someth ng we both were lucky enough to experience in our own childhood towns. Similar to so many others, we chose
Clarksville for the quality of the schools. But we fell in love with Clarksville for the strong sense of community and
friendship among neighbors. We chose Clarksville so that our children would be able to develoBjongjastjng
friendships within the community and attend school with their neighborhood friends.

After reading Superintendent Martinaro's proposal for redistricting, I believe that this is the wrong approach to address
equity and overcrowding in Howard County schools for several reasons. First, in the proposed plan, the children in our
polygon will attend Clarksville Elementary School, Harper's Choice Middle School and River Hill High School. This
means our boys will develop friendships with the children in our neighborhood only to be moved across town to a new
school. They will be removed from their cohort for three years and then returned to it for high school, which is
extremely disruptive to their friendships, sense of connection to the community, and their relationships with educators
in the Clarksvllle school system at critical developmental periods in their lives. Children who live within minutes of our
home, but happen to fall within another polygon, will remain in Clarksville Middle with their friends, while our children
will be bused fifteen minutes away. All the while, they will see former friendships grow and flourish through early
adolescence, knowing that they cannot participate in them but can only observe from the outside. How will it be
explained to them that their neighbor is allowed to remain with their friends but they cannot?

The development of strong social skills and interpersonal relationships is critical to a child's development. There are
volumes of data to support the fact that disruptions in childhood attachment and social relationships can have long-
testing effects on mental health. The proposed redistricting plan will no doubt disrupt children's social relationships and
has the potential to undermine their SQcial development. Furthermore, school mobility has been proven to produce
negative outcomes for school performance, children's self-esteem and psychological well-being. As children will need
to wake even earlier to tackle a longer commute to school, they will lose precious sleep that is critical to their cognition
and behavior. Data suggests that loss of even one nights' sleep has detrimental effects on cognitive and behavioral
functioning. With the knowledge that moving children from their home school may cause detrimental effects to
children's mental health, school performance and overall quality of life, it is irresponsible to move forward with the
proposed plan without a strong rationale for doing so.

The proposal proclaims to address the problems of inequity through the redistribution of children across Howard
County However, there are larger community and social issues that have contributed to poor performance and inequity
among Howard County schools that will not be solved by moving polygons around on the county map. My strong
recommendation to the Board is that those community and social concerns that contribute to inequity need to be
addressed by providing additional resources to those schools that underperform, a solution that will address the source
of inequity. It is well known that underperforming schools lack the resources, teachers, paraeducators and programs
necessary to reduce the effects of poverty on academic performance. In addition, removing children from their
ne ghborhood schools may create more problems that it has the potential to solve. Many children and parents rely on
public transportation which may or may not extend to the redistricted school, creating a barrier for child and parental
involvement in school and after school activities. Many of the schools with a high percentage of FARMS children have
programs, outreach and resources available that provide assistance with clothing donations, social services and wrap
around services that would not be available to them at a higher performing school. Has the Board considered how

https://mgainail, md. gov/owa/projection. aspx l/^
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It is my firm belief that every child deserves a qualjty^educatfon, no matter_whatra^gender^socjoe^n^^^
aln°d 'itTs'd'ea^hat tte'Board raiues'thFs as'werT hatis what brought us to Howard County in tte^firstplace^the foms

^'nueffidrCTredu"cation"But"the proposed redistricting plan is not the way to achieve true equity_amongjchoob. It is

^im°p^°maski^The"systemicprSbtems at-poverty creates. There^areman^
add^ss''^quityawithout"dteru~p£ng~neighbo7hoods and friendships. Please co^
m"o"ving'chrid'ren"from~thei7schools, as well as alternative options to addressing overcrowding in the schools in a more

family and neighborhood-friendly way.

Thank you for your time and thoughtfulness in our children's education.

Sincerely,
Melissa Decker Barone

https://mgamail . md .gov/owa/projection. aspx
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:45 AM.

Dear Senator Hester,

I am the parent of a 5-year-old kindergarten student and 3-year-old twins, all who are anticipating beginning at
Clarksville Elementary School. My husband and I live in Polygon 1028. We are constituents that vote in every election.
We moved to Clarksville from Baltimore City in April 201 8. We chose to leave the city because we were lacking a
sense of community in our city neighborhood and wanted our children to develop strong bonds with our neighbors,
something we both were lucky enough to experience in our own childhood towns. Similar to so many others, we chose
Clarksville for the quality of the schools. But we fell in love with Clarksville for the strong sense of community and
friendship among neighbors. We chose Clarksville so that our children would be able to develop lona-lasting
friendships within the community and attend school with their neighborhood friends.

After reading Superintendent Martlnaro's proposal for redistricting, I believe that this is the wrong approach to address
equity and overcrowding in Howard County schools for several reasons. First, in the proposed plan, the children in our
polygon will attend Clarksville Elementary School, Harper's Choice Middle School and River Hill High School. This
means our boys will develop friendships with the children in our neighborhood only to be moved across town to a new
school. They will be removed from their cohort for three years and then returned to it for high school, which is
extremely disruptive to their friendships, sense of connection to the community, and their relationships with educators
in the Clarksville school system at critical developmental periods in their lives. Children who live within minutes of our
home, but happen to fall within another polygon, will remain in Clarksville Middle with their friends, while our children
will be bused fifteen minutes away. All the while, they will see former friendships grow and flourish through early
adolescence, knowing that they cannot participate in them but can only observe from the outside. How will it be
explained to them that their neighbor is allowed to remain with their friends but they cannot?

The development of strong social skills and interpersonal relationships is critical to a child's development. There are
volumes of data to support the fact that disruptions in childhood attachment and social relationships can have long-
lasting effects on mental health. The proposed redistricting plan will no doubt disrupt children's social relationships and
has the potential to undermine their social development. Furthermore, school mobility has been proven to produce
negative outcomes for school performance, children's self-esteem and psychological well-being. As children will need
to wake even earlier to tackle a longer commute to school, they will lose precious sleep that is critical to their cognition
and behavior. Data suggests that loss of even one nights' sleep has detrimental effects on cognitive and behavioral
functioning. With the knowledge that moving children from their home school may cause detrimental effects to
children's mental health, school performance and overall quality of life, it is irresponsible to move fonvard with the
proposed plan without a strong rationale for doing so.

The proposal proclaims to address the problems of inequity through the redistribution of children across Howard
County. However, there are larger community and social issues that have contributed to poor performance and inequity
among Howard County schools that will not be solved by moving polygons around on the county map. My strong
recommendation to the Board is that those community and social concerns that contribute to inequity need to be
addressed by providing additional resources to those schools that underperform, a solution (hat will address the source
of inequity. It is well known that underperforming schools lack the resources, teachers, paraeducators and programs
necessaiy to reduce the effects of poverty on academic performance. In addition, removing children from their
neighborhood schools may create more problems that it has the potential to solve. Many children and parents rely on
public transportation which may or may not extend to the redistricted school, creating a barrier for child and parental
invoh/ement in school and after school activities. Many of the schools with a high percentage of FARMS children have
programs, outreach and resources available that provide assistance with clothing donations, social services and wrap
around services that would not be available to them at a higher performing school. Has the Board considered how
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Dear Board of Education Members,

I am writing because my family and I reside in Polygon 3176 and are deeply disturbed by the recent
school-redistricting plan proposed by our superintendent Michael Martirano. Our community resides in
Walnut Grove and is 2 miles away from River Hill high school. According to the new redistricting, I was
troubled to hear that our kids would be going to a high school that is 9 miles away.

Now of course anyone can read all these opposing emails and think that parents are against it because it
changes where they send their kids to high school. But I truly hope someone on your board focuses on
the reasons w/iy parents are opposing this horrible plan. Education is about placing the needs and
priorities of the children first. It is what parents work so hard and make sacrifices for to make sure their
children are afforded the right environment and atmosphere to excel in their lives. Despite what people
may think, our community is a very much diverse community made up of Hispanic, Asian, African
American, Caucasian and Southern Asian families. We take great pride in knowing that our neighborhood
embodies the definition of DIVERSE. Many of us have overcome many painful hurdles and sacrifices to
reach where we are at in our live today. I personally am from a family of 7 who lived in a two bedroom
apartment in NYC who grew up as a latch key kid and know personally the hardships my family faced
growing up. It has lead me to the point where I am in my life, and it is the driving force in providing the
best atmosphere for my children. So please, first and foremost, please remove any thoughts that we are
some privileged people and insensitive to others' needs. In fact, because of our varying backgrounds and
stories of struggles, we come together as a community and have worked extremely hard in building not
just our neighborhoods, but to continuously give the schools the support it needs to continue offering
amazing after school programs. For example, I had volunteered my own free time to be a coordinator last
year and run aSTEM program (Jr First Lego League) at our elementary school, Triadelphia Ridge.
Simultaneously, I was also assistant coach and offering whatever assistance I could to the upper level
STEM program for 4th and 5th graders, First Lego League. I want the board to understand that what
makes these schools so great is not just the students that attend it, but the parents that offer their endless
time and support. If you continue to redistrict, you wili lose these dedicated parents in your

https://mgamailjiid. gov/owa/projectionAspx 1/4
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It is my firm belief that every child deserves a quality education, no matter what race, gender or socioeconomic status,
and it is clear that the Board values this aswell. That is what brought us to Howard-County in the first place, the focus
on excellent education. But the proposed redistricting plan is not the way to achieve true equity among schools. It is
simply masking the systemic problems that poverty creates. There are many other data-driven plans that could
address equity without disrupting neighborhoods and friendships. Please consider the empirical evidence against
moving children from their schools, as well as alternative options to addressing overcrowding in the schools in a more
family and neighborhood-friendly way.

Thank you for your time and thoughtfulness in our children's education.

Sincerely,
Melissa Decker Barone

https://mgamail.md.gov/owa/projection.aspx Ill
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a joke to move to Howard County because everyone knows that wherever you move, your lives can be
changed in an instant because of the district's reputation for redistricting. I had one couple tell us that
they purposely avoided moving to Howard County because if they are going to spend that kind of money
in a community only to lose the schools, they might as well move elsewhere and save that money to send
their kids to private schools. That is not the Howard County my family came to love and enjoy living in.
But sadly today, I feel -that statement is becoming more and more true.

The board's plan for redistricting is not building communities, but tearing them down. It is a loss that will
affect everyone, including small business owners who depend on their community for business. We
cannot have a community that is fleeing to the next town because their schools were taken away from
them.

And if there is no care for the effects on the communities, then please focus on what it will do to our
children.

1. This largescale school redistricting will increase commute time and will lead to more stress, less sleep,
unhealthy lifestyle, thus negatively impact student's education.

/ly children's commute to Wilde Lake will be hours sitting on a bus. Apparently their need for sleep is not
a priority. I feel sorry for those kids who because of this longer commute will have to wake up so much
earlier in the morning, and having to adjust their medication regimens, thereby feeling much of its
adverse effects while sitting in school.

2. Longer commute time could also worsen traffic congestion and increase the risk of car accidents,
especially for inexperienced new student drivers.

i is absurd that our neighborhood's polygon is actually adjacent to our high school yet we will be forced
across town. I worry, as should the board, that due to the long distance to Wilde Lake, the increased
number of inexperienced high school students that will be driving on the road to get to and from school.
Just the stress of getting to school on time can cause horrifying incidences to happen.

3. This large scale school redistricting will reduce parent's engagement in the school programs and
against BOE's commitment to promote family and communHy involvement It will also reduce
student's participation in after school activities.

cannot stress enough how important it is to realize that the school will be losing out big time in parents'
involvement and participation. Not to mention how the long drive will prevent my children from
participating in many of these after school activities which is not only important for college resumes, but
most importantly for character building.

<s someone who has volunteered-their time to the schools, I know for a fact this change will prevent me
from offering my time as I did before because quite frankly the distance is a hindrance. Let's not take for
granted the time parents offer to their schools. It is not as if we have nothing else to do and hence are
volunteering in school. We juggle family life, work life and even our social life around to make the time
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inaccessible for my community. That is truly a disservice to our children.

x

4. Superintendent Martirano's redistricting proposal does not maintain contiguous communities or
neighborhoods (Policy 6010 IV.B2 b.).

ks a community, we already feel we are being .torn apart. As I stated earlier in my email, River Mil] high
school's great reputation is not without the fact of the great communities that have supported it for so
many years. Many communities have no relationship with their neighboring schools. But I can say with
utmost certainty that Walnut Grove (Polygon 3176), along with other great neighborhoods has a real-time
relationship with River Hill. We don't just wait for our kids to reach high school before we start getting
involved. We are involved way before that. And that too is a result of River Hill inviting its neighborhoods
to be involved with the school, whether or not their child is attending yet. My children see River Hill as
the next natural stage of their schooling years.

5. This large scale school redistricting will impose additional operating costs, which violates Policy 6010
IV.B1 c. The additional operating costs could be used to improve education conditions for FARM students
instead.

Ve realize there is a concern for socioeconomic inequalities among various high schools districts. Instead
of manipulating the numbers to falsely decrease FARM utilization, perhaps underlying issues of poverty at
the schools that need it the most should be directly addressed. As our superintendent has pointed out,
every school in Howard County is an excellent school. Shortcomings at each individual school due to
poverty should be addressed on an individual basis.

ipme thoughts include the following:

) Before/after care should be provided to all schools. Howard County Parks and Recreation should
subsidize the costs of before/after care in the schools where there is low enrollment due to poverty.

:) Opportunity for after school programs should not be precluded by lack of affordability. A "buddy"
school system should be set up where a school lacking PTA funds should be paired up with a more
affluent school in the county to raise and share PTA funds.

1) Utilize busing/transportation budget for subsidizing programs needed at the impoverished schools
instead of wasting it on driving our kids across the county.

6. Given the new HS #13 in Jessup and Hammond HS addition for opening in SY 2023-24, there will be
another unavoidable school redistricting process in the next two or three years.Seyeral polygons will
have to be redistricted twice, which violates Policy 6010 IV.B2 c.

'he current proposal does not address the overcrowding issues and is definitely not a long-term solution.
It makes no sense to disrupt communities, families and students twice, when as a strong Howard County
community we can and should sit down and discuss these real issues highlighted by the BOE and come
up with effective and long lasting solutions for ALL of Howard County communities.
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students around like a deck of cards.

:erely,

rashk Kazmi, PharmD

ilnut Grove Resident-Polygon 3176)

Concerned Letter from Parent of Polygon 3176
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August 26, 2019

Vishnu and Neelima Busireddy
5002 Crape Myrtle Ct
EllicottCity, MD21042
vishnubuslreddv@email. com
nbusireddv@)email. com

410-294-1120

To:
red istrictina®,hcnss.ora

Howard County Board of Education Members
Ms. Mavis Ellis mavis ellisfS.hcpss.ore
Ms. Kirsten Coombs kirsten coombs®. hcDss. org
Ms. Vicky Cutroneo vickv cutroneo®,hcDss.orK
Ms. Christina Delmont-Small Christina delmont-small®,hcDSS.orB
Ms. Jennifer Mallo Jennifer mallo(2!hcESS^rg
Ms. Sabina Taj sabina tai(a!, hcDss. ors
Mr. Chao Wu chao wu(2!hcDSS.org
student memberfSihcoss. ore, and

Superintendent, Howard County Public School System
Dr. Michael J. Martirano,

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

We are parents of a 7th grader going into Folly Quarter Middle School. As longtime residents of
Howard County, our intent is to stay here and raise our son in this wonderful and diverse
community of ours. Based on the current school boundaries, he will be attending Folly Quarter
Middle and River Hill High. We are writing to you about the proposed impact ofDr Martirano s
Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As noted in the
Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with Aree primary goals as
excerpted below:

The driving priorities for this process:

1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.

2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and
Reduced-price Meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School #13 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as
possible.

1 I Page



We have also studied and respect the published policies which die BOE utilizes in making
decisions with regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010
(httDS://w\vw. hcoss.ore/Dolicies/6000/6010-school-atfendance-areas/):

Unfortunately, recommendations from the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan,
dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve
the three primary goals as stated in Dr Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts.

School Attendance Area:

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The
proposed redistricting ofPolygon 176 (we reside in this area) would more than double the
distance students travel to get to school and does not make any logical sense.

My son and other kids in the neighborhood think of River Hill High as their future high school
from the time we moved to our current neighborhood more than 5 years ago from a different part
ofEllicott City to be closer to our friends, and their families and to have the kids continue their
bonding and brotherhood. The proposed redistricting plan is going to crush their childhood
dreams by forcing upon them this unreasonable, thoughtless, and divisive redistricting plan
which will not only separate kids from their friends, take the communities apart, and introduce
them to die political games that the so called leaders are shoving upon the kids, families, and the
community.

My son and his friends dreamt of representing the River Hill and River Hill Hawks in activities,
ranging from sports to educational competitions and other school programs, not only because of
its proximity to our house and go past the school whenever we have to step out of our
neighborhood, but also because of seeing older kids in the neighborhood and cousins
representing the school, participating and contributing in school fundraiser events, which led to
these innocent young brains to create affinity and bonding to the River Hill High and make them
believe and think that they will one day be attending the same school which they drive past few
times every day. Our neighborhood kids also got acquainted to the school, as they go there to
play tennis and other sports during summer holidays and on weekends and evenings. It is not fair
to shatter the dreams of my son and other kids in this great neighborhood and across the county,
by saying that "NO YOU CAN'T ATTEND YOUR LOCAL SCHOOL".

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High
School (RHHS). Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 5^miles from Wilde Lake High School
(WLHS).
Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School .would be
3x as long as the commute to River Hill High School.
In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive past the River
Hill High School and through River Hill High School bus and car traffic, en-route to
Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019 proposal.
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Canacitv Utilization:

Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2)
Target Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of
prograin capacity and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study (https://wwvv. hcoss. ore/f/schoolplanning/2019/2019-feasibilitv-
studv. pdf) notes the following findings:

1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization
through the 10-year projection period of the study.

3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools
and receive 741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary for a school that is currently operating within each of guidelines [P], [S]
and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total
students including 478 students from River Hill High School which is currently
operating within Board Policy guidelines with regard to Projections, Target
Utilization and Utilization.

5. We believe any re-districtine proposal should instead be focused on those five Hieh
Schools that are operatine above Tareet Utilization levels C110%).

6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less
disruption at schools that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and [T]. For
instance, since River Hill High School is operating well within the target utilization
range, perhaps it should receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake,
Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools.

We believe it is a wonderful idea to bring students from underperforming schools to
better performing adjacent schools, but moving students the other way with the
specific purpose of adjusting the statistics is misguided and sets a terrible
precedence. We respectfully request Aat the BOE request a plan that achieves better
capacity utilization widi less than 7, 396 total students being relocated.

Equity:

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement ot'HUPSSi Policy 6U1U is The Board of
Education of Howard Coimly, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school
cittendcmce areas to provide CfucilUv. eqidtable ediicatvmal opportimMes to all students and to
balance the capacilv utilization of all schools.

Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities,
and supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their jull potential by removing
barriers to success that individuals face. If does not mean equal or everyone having the same
things.

3 I Page



The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BOE's
definition of achieving "equitable" educational opportunities. It is quite evident that the
recommendations for redistricting is a case of social engineering and purely based on race and
ethnicity. There is no logic or case studies offered to show this type of social engineering will be
successful. We hereby request the BOE identify ways to provide additional educational
resources, funding for schools in need, raise awareness, create plans to include parent
volunteers and others to contribute their time and effort to enrich kids with activities

ranging from education to recreational, author new programs to have peer to peer learning
and knowledge sharing sessions which will benefit all the kids across the county, rather
than adjusting the statistics to make you feel good. Transferring students from a school with a
low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in adjusting the statistics for
the schools, but DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL
RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS. Socioeconomic

issues such as income equality, better employment opportunities should be addressed by our
elected officials at the County and State levels.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan Recommendations dated August 20, 2019 due to die numerous and serious
inconsistencies with regard to both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

We recommend the BOE to be considerate and sympathetic to the magnanimous negative
effect this plan will shower on the county residents and their families, to the quality of life that
Howard county has been providing so far, please STOP and NOT ALLOW tiiis dreaded
Number Game to be Played with the county residents!

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176.
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board
of Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total
student transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of students being sent and received.
Boundary adjustaients should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected
to be over capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students or schools in
need, it simply provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not
need consistent FARM ratios, they need additional education resources and funding
provided directly to their schools.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

/ir^mJ^V^J^r- tAedt»(^
Vishnu and Neelima Busireddy
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Opposing redistrict plan. Please hear our voice

^', Rithvik Atluri <ratluri08@gmail. com>
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:40 AM.

Dear Board of Education Members,

I am writing on behalf of my family resident of Polgyon 1 /b wno are concerned about the proposed impact^of Dr
Martirano's'Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As noted in the Executive
Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with three primary goals as excerpted below:
The driving priorities for this process;
1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.
2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced price meals
program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.
3. Plan ahead for the High School #13 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.
We have also studied and respect the published policies which the Board of Education utilizes in making decisions with
regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010 (https://urldefense. proofpoint. com/v2/url?u=https-
3A_www.hcpss.org_policies.6000_6010-2Dschool-2Dattendance-
2D7reas_8td:=DwlFaQ&c=Gp5PoQfTj9yjDt8XV2x6aqlOUnCZXhNkdBYbfDCIWas8ir=cLpRBe2LSB2vl8XwqlfKQhByqYIVvk7
ec_p70XQ-Gnt3wm3nfwU8134YWvg-
FME&m=JUrM17bcMLP8nwrh8_o&WuHYCcYhbZB6d]IQkweDxM&s=oGvAkug3Nslptxd9l7wnY60Urb4V1e9YOCaKwX67
dkY&e=): __. _. _. . . . ..
Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019 is not.
guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated in Dr Martirano's letter. Please
consider the following facts.
School Attendance Area:
School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. I ne proposed redistricting of
Polygon 176 would more than double the distance students travel to get to school.
- Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High School (RHHS). Walnut Creek /
Polygon 176 is 5.8 miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS).
- Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Cake High School would be 3x as long as the commute to
River Hill High School.
- In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High School bus and car
traffic, en-route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019 proposal.
Capacity Utilization:
Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2) Target Utilization [item
S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program capacity and (3) Utilization [item T].
The 2019 Feasibility Study (https//urldefense. proofpoint. com/v2/url?u=https-
3A_www.hcpss.org_f_schoolplanning_2019_2019-2Dfeasibility- __ _. "
2Dstudy. pdf8td=DwiFaQ&c=Gp5PoQfTj9yjDt8XV2x6aqlOUnCZXhNkdBYbfDaWas&r=cLpRBe21_SB2vl8XwqlfKQhByqYIV
vk7ec_p70XQ-Gnt3wm3nfwU8134YWvg-
FME&m=JUrM17bcMLP8nwrh8_oCrWuHYCcYhbZB6dllQkweDxM&s=HYsxAtPhAfG01QEmx_-q9dEQDG787m6DjX-
Hij6pqbs8te= ) notes the following findings:
1 . 'River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This is at the lower end
of the Target Utilization range.
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Oppose Redistricting Plan : Polygon 76
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:33 AM.

fil Action Items

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Members,

&

I am writing this letter to express my disappointment over v\e proposed school
redistricting plan by the School Superintendent.
This proposal puts in place a complex, more expensive and time consuming
transportation plan.
Its moving lots of children from their local walkable schools to further away schools and
putting parents in trouble when they have kids in twodifferent schools in different parts
of the howard county. One on the west side and other on the east side.
This proposal, by focusing on FARM numbers, is taking away opportunity away from

students, rather than moving towards the goal of an equitable education to all students
within Howard County. By sending children from River Hill High School to Wilde Lake
High School, the affected students are losing the very opportunities on which many
families relied on when they moved to this area. In addition, it also increases the
commute time for students and families, from under 5 minutes to River Hill, to over 25
minutes to Wilde Lake. This increased drive time will impact after-school learning
oppori:unities for children and take time away from families. This applies not just for
students being shifted to Wilde Lake, but also thosewho are shifted to River Hill. If this
proposal moves forward, I will have one child going to Wilde Lake and another going in
the opposite direction to Folly Quarter Middle School. Instead of the two schools being
closer together, I will have to limit after school activities for my children due to increased
distance and increased commute time between the schools. There have to be better
alternatives than uprooting existing families in the River Hill and Wilde Lake School
districts. Why not add resources to the other schools and have them come up to par
with River Hill, rather than breaking down what is already working at River Hill? Also,
from my understanding, River Hill is under capacity, so it does not seem to make sense
to move students out of this school. Again, I do not support this drastic change that will
be taking away opportunities from children in Howard County.
I implore you to review the facts, implication to all HCPS students and their
communities and reject Dr. Martirano's ill conceived proposal

Sincerely,
Primal Bhatia MD
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j. under ur Martirano's proposal, Kiver Hill would send 4/B students to otner schools ana receive , 41 siuaenis Trom
other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school that is currently operating within each of
guidelines [P], [S] and m of Policy 6010.
4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students including 478 students
from River Hill High School which is currently operating within Board Policy guidelines with regard to Projections, Target
Utilization and Utilization.
5. We believe any re-districting proposal should instead be focused on those five High Schools that are operating
above Target Utilization levels (110%).
6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools that are operating
within the guidelines of [P], [S] and m. For instance, since River Hill High School is operating well within the target
utilization range, perhaps it should receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard,
without sending 478 students out to other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education can request a plan that achieves
better capacity utilization with less than 7,396 total students being relocated..

Equity:
The very first sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of Howard County, with
the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school attendance areas to provide quality, equitable educational
opportunities to all students and to balance the capacity utilization of all schools.
Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and supports needed
to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to success that individuals face. It
does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.
The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with the Board of
Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it followthe BoE's definition of achieving "equitable" educational
opportunities. We hereby request the Board of Education identify ways to provide additional educational resources to
the students in need. Transferring students from a school with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio,
only results in better "averages" for the schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL
RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan
dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies with regard to both Policy 6010 and the stated
goals of the proposal.
- The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176
- Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of Education projection,
utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of
students being sent and received. Boundary adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or
projected to be over capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
- The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students in need, it simply provides more consistent
FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent FARM ratios, they need additional education resources
provided directly to their schools.

Thanks
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:34 AM.

S) I Action Items s

Good Morning on another beautiful first day of school in Howard County!

I vehemently oppose the current redistricting proposal based on lack of quantitative data or full
representation of the will of the people of the county.

A quick research of the public outreach surveys, hearings and emails sent tell us that less than 2% of the
county-returned any information to the BOE or a third party study design group. The outreach for public
opinion was poor and yielded incomplete canvassing of the county.

I fear that this proposal has created a division in this county that now has undertones of race based on
skin color. I have a lot of concern about how people are being bucketed into race and socioeconomic
stratification and this is now being transferred to our children.

Releasing this unfounded and poorly researched proposal (where are the ROI studies or forecasts for the
courses of action mentioned? What I see is woefully incomplete).

And lastly, how will all the additional transportation be paid for to bus our friends to the 21st closest
school (as an example)? Which parts of HCPSS enrichment activities will be cut to pay for transport?

Concerned parent-
Ligeia Zeruto
#2176
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Michael Wallace <mwallace_2002@yahoo. com>
Tue 9/3, 11:05 AM
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:30 AM.

I'm writing this letter in opposition to the proposed Howard County redistricting plan.

I will be moving to the area next spring and have several concerns over the proposed plan.

l;_.M-y-,^ilcll^erl WIH be;livin? approximately 5 minutes to the local high school but in the proposed
plan will be having to travel approximately 30 minutes to school. It will obviously affect their "out
the door" time and will therefore cut down on sleep time at the most important time in their lives
for sleep.
2. The plan only looks at the number of FARM students and the percentages of those students at
each school. _lt does nothing to help those students out. Having more non-FARM students will
not help the FARM students become better students, and if anything, might give them ill-feeling
towards the new students, or make themselves feel worse for causing this change.
3. What happens in a couple of years when the new school opens? Does this happen again? I'm
not^ure why this couldn't have been delayed until the nsw school opens.
4. Overcrowding and under-utilized schools was not even addressed.

Im hoping this decision can be delayed until more information is reviewed and a decision is not
made strictly based on the percentages of FARM students.

Thank for your consideration,

Michael Wallace
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:36 PM.

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Neetu Gupta <neetu_gupta@hotmail. com>
Sent: Monday, September 2, 201 9 10:00:02 AM
To: Rajeev Gupta <rajbusi1 @yahoo.com>
Subject: Fw: Redistricting Proposal: Doesnt make sense

Dear Dr. Martirano,

I hope you are doing well. This email is with regard to your proposal for the school redistricting in
Howard County. I reviewed the materials in detail and I would like to express my concerns that are
very grave In nature in my opinion.

have a rising senior and I have seen over the past three years that high school is no joke. Due to
the activities in and out of the school with the high school curriculum, I have seen sleep deprivation
in high school kids. And if you slap another 25 minutes to their commute on top of what they have,
you will be adding way too much stress. You know how important it is to have a good sleep for the
development of the brain. You know that there are so many issues related to the sleep deprivation
especially in the teenagers. And it's not that only kids that are going from our area to another is
going to face the issue but it's the same from the other areas too.

I have a rising freshman in the high school, as a parent, I want him to experience the same school
and play on the same team that he has been working hard to join.
By uprooting him from his immediate community, you are taking away not only the opportunity for
him to experience the same environment that his older sibling has experienced but also failing the
child to succeed.

I believe that all kids should have an opportunity to grow. The kids are not weeds don't pluck them.
Provide them with the best environment with resources and help them blossom. As you know
schools are kids driven. That motivation comes from the elders like the teachers and mentors

around them who know their environment. If you think that pulling few kids from one area will help
the other kids with their grades and motivation, then it's a wrong thought. The kids going from one
setting to another can't relate to that. Instead of understanding there will be misunderstandings and
resentment between the groups. You will create more segregation than integration.

https ://mgamail jnd-gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/2
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resources. You need to have a better communication as me school system superintendent.

The working parents can't pick up and drop off the kids for the after school activities. And it goes
both ways. Just like the jump start kids couldn't stay back after school for the activities and that
harmed their social interactions with the other students.

All in all the proposal is not practical from any stand point, stand against this proposal.

Thanks,
Neetu Gupta

x
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:35 PM.

Good Morning,

Dear BOB members, council members, state senators and representatives of our school system,

This email is in regards to the proposed redistricdng plan by Dr. Martiraao. Whereas I appreciate the need for
redistacung, the current plan is a blatant disregard for our chUdren for who they are, and that is CHILDRBN,
not polygons, or stausrics!

By yoLir definition;

Equitable - Just or fair access, opportunities, and supports needed to help students,
families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to success that
individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

According to this plan, 2/3 of my cliildren will be displaced from our neighborhood of mostly fanriaad and sent
to a Colunbia school 6 miles a\vay. My high schooler would have to leave the house at 6am. She has social
anxiety and it took a YEAR for us to get her comfortable to perform at her potential. She considers herself a
loner , and shy. A change to the magnitude of what you are proposing is going to disrupt her basic needs of

coimiiunity, friendships, and comfort, not to mendoa her academics in the crucial junior year.

Her current HS is RI-IHS. It is cui-rendy at under urilizadon. According to your consideradons for
redistricring. Facility Utilization - Where reasonable, school attendance area utilization
should stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time as possible is
considered to be the NUMBER ONE factor!

For your NUMBER 2 factor, you are talking about

Community Stability. Where reasonable, school attendsiace areas should promote a sense ofcommunit)' in
both the geographic place (e.g., neighborhood or place in which a. student lives) and the promotion of a
student from each school level through the consideradon of:

a. Feeds that encourage keeping students together from one school to the next.
For example, avoiding feeds of less than 15% at the receiving school.
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9/23/2019 Oppose Redistricting Plan - Polygon 1181

f? Reply all Delete Junk |*/

As mentioned above, our polygon is comprised of mostly farmland, with another family having a child in
elementary school. We rely on neighbors for rides from after school activities who live relatively close to
us. Our friendships have been already established by reaching out to neighborhoods near us, and
establishing TRUST with other parents, whether they are in high school or middle school We help each
other out by babysitting for each other because of school proximity and drives that are directly to the
schools. You are disrupting our contiguous communities, and you are relocating-my child away from
every other one of her friends!!! How is this possible!?? I am heartbroken and outraged at the same
time' My heart is shattered for all of these kids who will have to adapt in one of their most challenging
years in high school.

Now, to the point of equity mentioned above. If equity is defined at JUST and FAIR ACCESS, thenttansfer
the students from Wilde Lake to RHHS, or GHS, where the schools are under capacity. Disrupt 216 kids,
not 7000!!!! What is wrong with your logic? How can you justify the impact you are having on this entire
beautiful county by destroying it? What are your projected outcomes? What historical studies were
analyzed to show that improvement is obtained by just simply shuffling our kids around? How did that
work out for when Centennial kids moved to Wilde Lake?

It is NOT. your job to adjust for sodoeconomic status by dehumanizing my kids, turning them into a
percentage and moving them! First of all, they will not participate in ANY after school activities. ^ I'd rather
have them in dub sports near our home, where it is easy for us to drive to and manage our work
schedule.

Second, have you thought for ONE second the destruction you'd create for the Wilde Lake kids? Let me
give you an example:

I immigrated from Romania at a high school age. started in a Chicago Public School in 9th grade, in
ESOL classes, Algebra 1 and all the other required classes. My English was basically sign language. I had
a strong Romanian community that was instrumental of surviving the adjustment period. My friends n
different classrooms, a Romanian teacher, the after school activities with said friends. I was shy and afraid
to talk in English. Because of their strong support I finished as a Salutatorian of that school. I att"bute
that to my classmates, my teacher, and my parents. My parents had no clue what PTA was, or that I had to
play volleyball after school so I can get into college! And I was taking public transportation to school to
and from my HUD housing in Chicago.

I attended the University of Chicago on scholarship, and finished it in three years. The transition from my
community to U of C was HELL! It looks amazing on paper! Brand new immigrant, finishes top of the
class, gets'into a Top 10 US school with an acceptance rate of 8%, and finished in 3 years!! Woohooo,
right?7 Not so fast! I hit a brick wall!! I could barely cope with the amount of work, and had to
completely redo my study habits. I was floating between depression, anxiety and fear of letting my
parents down. I lived on campus, but they knew that something was off. They would call me every day to
make sure I was ok. I got out in three years because I could not stand being there for one more second!
And no, it is not the school's fault. It is the transition that you are proposing, of taking kids out of their
Title 1 school that allows for smaller class sizes, for their supportive environment and friends, and
transferring them to a highly competitive school where they may hit a brick wall.

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projection .aspx
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:31 PM.

Dear Board of Education Members,

I am writing to express my concern with Dr.Maritrano's redistricting proposal. Our family
moved to Howard County in 2005 specifically to foster our children's educational
opportunities. We moved in to the Walnut Creek community in 2014 so that my children
could attend Triadelphia Ridge Elementary School, Folly Quarter Middle School, and River Hill
High School. In the proposal, our Polygon 176 is slated to be redistricted to Wilde Lake High
School.

My older daughter will next week be a sophomore at River Hill High and was continued to be
accepted into Varsity Team last week. She has received Scholar Athlete award last year based
on her HARDWORK only.
The current proposal would be disruptive in nnany ways but foremost the current proposal
would increase my daughter's commute of 1.8 miles and approximately 8 minutes with traffic
to 4. 1 miles which could take well over 25 minutes with traffic. I am the only parent who is
working 35 minutes away to my work as compared to my husband who is an hour plus away
and in order to pickup my daughter from her after school activities, I will need to take 50
minutes out of my daily work schedule for the round-trip commute, and make up the time in
the evening. Additionally, she plays in the Vollyball Travel Team and with the current proposal
she cant make it to the practice on weekdays due to the long commute which makes it
practically not possible for our family. This is very upsetting and please STOP this redistricting
proposal.

Furthermore, the benefits of this massive redistribution of 7396 students is incremental,

apparently FARM student rates will generally decrease by a small percentage. My family and
my community remain very committed to educational opportunities for all hloward County
students but this is not the method to achieve equitable goals.

I am also very upset with the lack of transparency in the process of the redistricting proposals.
Instead of giving significant lead time, the Superintendent ignored expensive third-party
studies and came up with his own proposal. The very short comment period before the final
vote in November give community members little lead time to understand the process and
voice our opinions. Finally, River Hill is currently under capacity, why would we move our
neighborhoods out and bus them away when more students could be brought to River Hill?
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does not allow for public transportation to these schools, yet. Look for example at howJumpStart worked
out, the good and the bad. Let the kids and the parents make the choice if they want to move. Each
school is a representative of their community. People love to work, shop and send their kids to schools in
their own communities. Provide the necessary support for those kids, but don't uproot them from their
comfort zone unless they want to! My parents were supportive even on their minimum. wage salaries.
Their presence was always known, as well as their expectations. That does not require money. I am now
in a comfortable career, serving our veterans at the VA Hospital. I give back to those who afforded me the
freedoms of the USA, rather than private practice. Your proposal have brought out those who call me
"grossly privileged" and that my kids' high school needs more "diversity". I have worked for my privilege
from ZERO! It is infuriating to hear people who already had an advantage that I did not have when I came
here: know ENGLISH. My parents came with two suitcases as their belongings and have not made one
excuse for my brother and I as far as school was concerned. We both have doctorate degrees. Sofor
someone to completely dismiss my parents, my work and what I choose to have for my kids is enraging.
When anyone chooses to walk in my shoes, and escape communism and make it on nothing, that's when
they criticize my choices about where I live and send my kids to school.

I sincerely hope that you will re-evaluate your options and give strong consideration to voucher programs,
choice programs or magnet programs. Right now, this debate is tearing this county apart in the name of
race, privilege and poverty. Stop the madness.

Sincerely,
Sunia Lessing
Mom to three girls in polygon 1181

SunitiA. Lessing, DDS, MS

Baltimore VA Medical Center

Dental Clhiie

.ION. GnmeSt. Riiim2D163

Baltiiimi, MD 21201

-I45-310-2323
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September 3, 2019

To whom it may Concern in the redistricting process,

My name is Danny Liang and I oppose the proposal for the redistricting process. There are
many reasons which are highlighted by my neighbors and the organizations who oppose the
plan. Some of my main reasons are: bussing concerns, sending kids to distant schools, the
need for re-dtstricting again in 2-3 years after the new high school is built, and that the plan
does not clearly improve education for all. I feel it is masking inadequacies by balancing
"numbers", i.e. FARM, which I also feel does not properly represents educational needs in
each schools.

Please reconsider and do not vote this plan into place. I trust you will find a better solution.
We all deserve it.

Sincerely,

Danny Liang

5111 Holly Creek Lane

Clarksville, MD21029

Polygon 3176
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community and will not accomplish the stated goals the Superintendent proposed.

Sincerely,
Srujana Chikyala

Sent fronrr my iPhone
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:21 PM.

<CI I Action Items

Respected BOE and Representatives,

..am-amomofa R."'er l~li.1.1 H!gh sch001 sophomore and a 4th grader atTriadelphia Ridge Elementary School. l am
writing to oppose this redistricting plan of the superintendent.

wo I1aveb.een_ac°mmun. ity member of1hi.ssch°.°l district for the past 12 years .this community is like family to us. Not
^!.y-^, [,?-h-ild.T^ Lb-"t-w?. haye bl^ilt. a lot °ffrie"diy. ties in the community. With this plan it uproots us as a family affecting
^.S^Le^^h^v?. ^vetot?e^. st'^"s. l?°?ds °f friendship. since early childhood. ' I am by no means a psychologist or°a
?!!?_l^t-ri?Lt? ?^e,.tec;?,s. °r stucli^s 'but being amother ofthreefmy oldest graduated from river hill in theyear 2019)1
ca.n. 8talef.°r a ,faGt" wil.ltear apart. a"y sense of belonging if my child was to be uprooted from river hill highschoof'. He
?_^.?!1_t^ ̂ . s?^rteam,. a".cl that te^m is h.is l:>rotherh°°d . °"s he cannot imagine being taken away torn . Getting
an option to play on the varsity team might not be available to him .He has a greafsense of "pride to be a HaWk.

MY 10th grader will be a rising junior and thats a critical year for these kids A lot of blood and sweat goes into
;?T^!"!-f<'^5^11-eg?sas, y0 1? ?" k"°*y. .standatdized testings, college recommendations, all will all be affected by being
in a new environment and not having the backing of the teachers and counselors that they have known for 3 years.

T e. extrac°mm"te times wi!.1 wreakhav°c for these high schoolers .going from a short commute to spending all this
extra time on bus rides .It will not only take away from their sleep .which often results in more irritated'children with'a
much lower productlvity. lt is hazardous to be commuting for that long.

?^??^S T. ^?. alv*l?S. t,°.l(? ifther?. '.s a pr°btem that needs to b8 fixed ,it should be nipped in the bud. I sincerely
believe that shakmg up 7500 kids is not the solution to fix the FARM issue I am not against equality .its'ethicaliy'ihe'right
thing to do ,but these communities need to be uplifted at the root level and not when you have a mature tree. More
?-s?l. '.̂ ,TS-^".,

^,
_I3umpeclint. °thos? c°mmunities to change them for the better .River hill is below capacity so taking on

new kids should be a suggestion rather than busing out kids that already have deep roots in the school.

With due respect , it seems Inhumane to do this to the kids .We sincerely hope the board will reconsider this redlstrictir
and come up with an alternative plan.

sincerely,
Ayesha Naseem

littps://mgamail .md.gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/2
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:21 PM.

£i Action Items

Respected BOE and Representatives,

I am a mom of a River Hill High School sophomore and a 4th grader at Triadeiphia Ridge Elementary School. ! am
writing to oppose this redisfricting plan of the superintendent.

We have been a community member of this school district for the past 12 years , this community is like family to us. Not
only our children . but we have built a lot of friendly ties in the community. With this plan it uproots us as a family affecting
our children who have developed strong bonds of friendship since early childhood. I am by no means a psychologist or a
psychiatrist to state facts or studies, but being a mother of threefmy oldest graduated from river hill in the year 2019)1
can state for a fact it will tear apart any sense of belonging if my child was to be uprooted from river hill high school . He
plays on the JV Soccer team and that team is his brotherhood ,one he cannot imagine being taken away from . Getting
an option to play on the varsity team might not be available to him .He has a great sense of pride to be a HaWk.

MY 10th grader will be a rising junior and thats a critical year for these kids .A lot of blood and sweat goes into
preparing for colleges as you all know . standardized testings, college recommendations, all will all be affected by being

in a new environment and not having the backing of the teachers and counselors that they have known for 3 years.

The extra commute times will wreak havoc for these high schoolers . going from a short commute to spending all this
extra time on bus rides . It will not only take away from their sleep . which often results in more irritated children with a
much lower productivity. lt is hazardous to be commuting for that long.

Growing up we were always told if there is a problem that needs to be fixed ,it should be nipped in the bud. I sincerely
believe that shaking up 7500 kids is not the solution to fix the FARM issue. I am not against equality , its ethically the right
thing to do .but these communities need to be uplifted at the root level and not when you have a mature tree. More
resources can be pumped into these communities to change them for the better . River hill is below capacity so taking on
new kids should be a suggestion rather than busing out kids that already have deep roots In the school.

With due respect, It seems inhumane to do this to the kids . We sincerely hope the board will reconsider this redistricting
and come up with an alternative plan.

sincerely,
Ayesha Naseem
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:22 PM.

Dear Lawmakers....

I live in Clarksville, MD in the Twelve Trees Neighborhood. I'm sure you've heard we are among many
now proposed to be redistricted from River Hill HS to Wilde Lake HS. Unfortunately, when the
Superintendent nnade his recommendations, he apparently thought our neighborhood had an access road
to either Folly Quarter Road or Sheppard Lane (we do not.) To get to Wilde Lake from my house, you
have to travel 10. 1 miles and it usually takes about 20-25 minutes (with no bus stops and making all 13
lights.) A bus trip with student pickup stops during the early morning hours will be at least an hour to
1.5. I've written to the school board about this and was told by a member that they were not aware that
our area, Polygon 1200, had no access out other than going down Route 32 to Route 108.
Wilde Lake HS is the 7th furthest high school from our neighborhood. I think you would agree that this
amount of bus time for any student is unreasonable...aside from the other arguments that there will be
absolutely no community for these students since this school is so far away.
I hope you can talk to the Superintendent and school board on our behalf and ask that they stop this plan
from going through.
Thank you for your help.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Johnson
443-799-4668
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:23 PM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,
The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.
2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.
4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to_the_commynity. ", not "with or for the community".
I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Regards
Bharati Balani

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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Dear Board of Education Members,

We are writing on behalf of residents of Polgyon 176 who are concerned about the proposed impact of
Dr Martirano's Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As noted
in the Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with three primary goals as excerpted
below;

The driving priorities for this process:

1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.

2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced price
meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School tfl3 redlstrlcting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.

We have also studied and respect the published policies which the Board of Education utilizes in making
decisions with regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010
(httDS://www.hcDss.ore/Dolicies/6000/6010-school-attendance^feas/):

Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated in
Dr Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts.

School Attendance Area:

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistricting of Polygon 176 would more than double the distance students travel to get to school.

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek/ Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High School (RHHS).
Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is S^miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS).
Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be 3x as
long as the commute to River Hill High School.

In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High
School bus and car traffic, en-route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019
proposal.

Capacity Utilization:

Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2) Target
Utilization [item S] which Is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program
capacity and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study (httos://www. hcDss. ore/f/schoololannine/2019/2019-feaslbilitv-studv. Ddf)
notes the following findings:

1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This
is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibil'ity Study indicates that River Hill Is within Target Utilization through the
10 year projection period of the study.



3. Under Or Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools and receive
741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school that
is currentlyoperating within each of guidelines [P], [S] and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students
including 478 students from River Hill High School which is currently operating within Board
Policy guidelines with regard to Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.

5. We believe any re-districtine orooosal should instead be focused on those five Hifih Schools that
are operatine above Tareet Utilization levels (110%).

6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools
that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [5] and [T]. For instance, since River Hill High
School is operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it should receive students
from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out
to other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education can request a plan that achieves better
capacity utilization with less than 7, 396 total students being relocated.

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of
Howard County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school attendance areas to provide

ilitv. equitable educational opoortunities to all students and to balance the raoadtv utilization of all
schools.

Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and
supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 isnot consistent with
the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BoE's definition of achieving
"equitable" educational opportunities. We hereby request the Boardof Education identify ways to
provide additional educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school
with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in better "averages" for the
schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES
DIRECTLYTO THE STUDENTS.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies with regard to
both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of
Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student
transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of students being sent and received. Boundary
adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected to be over
capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.



The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students In need, it simply
provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent FARM

ratios, they need additional education resources provided directly to their schools.

Thank you,

RajneetSawhney,

Polygon 176
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You replied on 9/12/2019 1:57 PM.

Qian Li (polygon 176)

Before we move to Howard county we stayed at Anne Arundel county and we sent our child to a high
FARM school due to their magnet program.

We loved it. Both the child and the parents are very pleased of the outcome. And I also have to share
with you people that I was truly amazed by how those teachers are. The impression I get is that they are
patient and they are passionate. They know their job is so important because some of the students look
upon them as role model.and I begged to differ that students on Farm term are low performance
students. They are just regular children like mine, like yours, like ours. The key is to offer them the right^
curriculum. The program can inspire them and encourage them to expolre, to get motivated to learn. An
art focused program, an international Baccalaureate program as good as GT but offers more humanity
side knowledge, a pre med biology program... You mean it.

Once you set it up. students will follow. Parents will follow. I truly trust our community leader and our
fantastic Howard county educator can tailor programs for our students. For Farm students and also for
non farm students. Focus on offering options. Once parents and students are voluntarily attracted by the
program they are more likely will get more involved with the new school. And our community could be a
real harmony one to reach authentic equity.

Sent from my [Phone

https://mgamail . md .gov/owa/projection. aspx
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You replied on 9/12/2019 1:54 PM.

Dear Senator Hester:

I am reaching out to you, as our representative, with respect to an urgent matter affecting our entire
neighborhood. The Howard County Public School System is planning to split our neighborhood, sending
portions of it to different high schools. Our School District Polygon, Polygon 1200,Will be the only
polygon within our immediate community being sent to Wilde Lake High School. All the other community
connected Polygons are slated to be sent to Glenelg High School.

1. Due to road access, those of us in Polygon 1200 will be isolated from all the rest of the
neighborhoods being sent to Wilde Lake High School.

a. There are no common roads or direct routes connecting our neighborhood to the rest of the
neighborhoods slated to attend Wilde Lake High School.

2. Those of us in Polygon 1200 will occur a significant unnecessary increass in time spent on bus
transportation by being sent to Wilde Lake High School.

a. There are no direct routes to Wilde Lake High School for us. In order to reach Wild Lake High
School, we drive immediately pass River Hill High School entrance (or very near Glenelg High
School) and then continue on for another 15 minutes.

3. A large portion of the community identity within Polygon 1200 will be lost.
a. Our sense of community will be split apart as Polygon 1200 students would attend different

schools than our nearest neighbors, causing our children's existing relationships with our
neighbors to become strained from significantly reduced interactions.

The simplest solution to this problem is to change the redistricting plans so that our students in Polygon
1200 attend GIenelg High School while grandfathering current Juniors and Seniors at River Hill High
School. Other alternative solutions are to adopt the 2019 Feasibility Study Boundary Review
recommendation or even to delay major high school redistrictlng until the 13th high school is finished.

Our entire neighborhood is deeply concerned about this issue. We feel unrepresented. We are a small
community; therefore, our voice will not be heard. We have been meeting weekly (after work) and
organizing to try to prevent this change from happening. As our representative, we need help from you and
your office. I invite you to come to our next meeting, hear our concern, see how it is affecting our
neighborhood, and provide any type of help you can (POC: James Reusterjamesreuster@gmail. com;
661.492.4170). Time is of the essence as final redistricting plans will be approved in November. Any type
of assistance would be greatly appreciated.

Thank-you,

James Reuster
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September 30, 2019

Dear County Executive Ball and County Council Members:

I have been monitoring the various conversations, press releases and commentaries on
"integration", "race" and "socioeconomics" in Howard County. As a woman of color I am
angered by some of the racial implications and charged language used by some,
including member of our county council.

"For decades, Howard County Public Schools have become increasingly segregated by

race and socioeconomic status, " Councilwoman Christiana Mercer Rigby said.
"Redistricting is a civil rights issue in Howard County, and it's time to take meaningful
strides toward integration in our education system."

Racial and socioeconomic segregation in this county is due to housing development of
clustered pockets of low income housing. It is not due to inequalities in our education
system or lack of access to education. Simply put, poverty is clustered in areas of
Howard County. Directly supporting the students and parents in these clustered areas is
what needs to happen.....not redistricting, redrawing polygons or busing kids all over the
county. I realize CR 112 is not directly related to the current redistricting proposal
however it is based on the same argument being utilizedby our Superintendent which
is clearly misguided.

The Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) is one of the most successful in
the state and the nation. As Superintendent Michael Martirano said "all Howard County
schools are excellent. " Kids living in these pockets of low incoming housing have the
SAME access to the SAME great education as do the kids living in a single family
home.

The MAJOR difference is the child coming from low income housing perhaps may not
have the same family support system at home. The schools already provide free meals
and offer day care to teen mothers. Perhaps providing free before/after care, free after
school programs and after school tutoring would most benefit the kids in these low
income pockets whose parents cannot afford to provide these things for them.



Bussing kids around Howard County is not what they need. The impoverished kids
bussed to other communities will still not be able to afford before/after care, after school
programs or tutoring. These kids need to stay in their communities and thrive in an
environment with the additional support from the Howard County government. Pawning
off the job to the education department to redistrict, redraw polygons and shuffle FARM
numbers does not fix the underlying problem of poverty. The same number of kids will
need FARM whether its at their closest, most convenient high school or the one across
town.

I live in perhaps the most racially diverse neighborhoods in the county. If you are not
familiar, our neighborhood in Polygon 3176 is represented by a mix of African American,
African, Asian, Hispanic, White and Southern Asian families. The racial implication and
insinuations are frankly insulting. Socioeconomic discrepancies are not foreign to those
of us living in my neighborhood. My husband and I both grew up in apartment
complexes. I was a "latch key kid" without the benefit of having a stay-at-home parent,
before/after care or after school programs given my parents socioeconomic status. My
kids do not have access to better education based on the location or the polygon we live
in. The major difference is they are surrounded and supported by a strong family unit
who are able to pay for their meals, provide before/after care. after school programs and
tutoring. Our kids are no different or any more special than kids in low income
neighborhoods. If they can be supported by an intact family unit along with some
support from the Howard County Government, the perceived issue of segregation will
no longer exist.

I urge you to reject and retract the CR 112- 2019 plan. This is not a Civil Rights
/ssue/ This is a Social Reform Issue! It is a wrongheaded plan which does not
deal with the underlying problem of poverty. Invest in the families and kids who
live in these low income housing communities!

Sincerely,

Rajneet Sawhney



September 10, 2019

Dear County Executive Calvin Ball and County Council Members:

I have been monitoring the various conversations, press releases and commentaries on
"integration", "race" and "socioeconomics" in Howard County. As a person of color, am
angered by some of the racial implications and charged language used by some,
including member of our county council.

"For decades, Howard County Public Schools have become increasingly segregated by
race and socioeconomic status, " Councilwoman Christiana Mercer Rigby said.
"Redistricting is a civil rights issue in Howard County, and it's time to take meaningful
strides toward integration in our education system."

Racial and socioeconomic segregation in this county is due to housing development of
clustered pockets of low-income housing. It is not due to inequalities in our education
system or lack of access to education. Simply put, poverty is clustered in areas of
Howard County. Directly supporting the students and parents in these clustered areas is
what needs to happen not redistricting, redrawing polygons or busing kids all over the
county. ] realize CR 112 is not directly related to the current redistricting proposal .
however it is based on the same argument being utilized by our Superintendent which is
clearly misguided.

The Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) is one of the most successful in
the state and the nation. As Superintendent Michael Martirano said, "all Howard County
schools are excellent. " Kids living in these pockets of low incoming housing have the
SAME access to the SAME great education as do the kids living in single-family homes.

The MAJOR difference is the child coming from low income housing perhaps may not
have the same family support system at home. The schools already provide free meals
and offer day care to teen mothers. Perhaps providing free before/after care, free after
school programs and after school tutoring would most benefit the kids in these low
income pockets whose parents cannot afford to provide these things for them.

Bussing kids around Howard County is not what they need. The impoverished kids
bussed to other communities will still not be able to afford before/after care, after school



programs or tutoring. These kids need to stay in their communities and thrive in an
environment with the additional support from the Howard County government. Pawning
off the job to the education department to redistrict, redraw polygons and shuffle FARM
numbers does not fix the underlying problem of poverty. The same number of kids will
need FARM whether it's at their closest, most convenient high school or the one across
town.

I urge you to reject and retract the CR 112- 2019 plan. This is not a Civil Rights
fesue/ This is a Social Reform Issue! It is a wrongheaded plan which does not
deal with the underlying problem of poverty. Invest in the families and kids who
live in these low-income housing communities!

Sincerely,
'}ft&Ml^li«^fi' StiwAM^lC
Mandeep Sawhney



Dear Board of Education .Members,

Polygon 1200 will drive through 5 high school districts to our propossd WLHS (currently RHHS) over
Rt. 32 and Rt. 29. Our best Google Maps route, at all times of day, takes us through proposed GHS,
RHHS, Atholton, Oakland Mills, and to our destination of WLHS. Please see attached maps. Polygon
1200 would be on our 4th high school since buying our property-32 years ag6, 2nd middle school
(almost 3rd as we were slated for Lime Kiln, ) and 3rd elementary school.

I greatly appreciate the time and effort of everyone involved in keeping our Howard County Schools
one of the best in the nation and the current effort to help overcrowding in the east.

Polygon 1200 is a land island with polygon 200 (slated for GHS) with egress only to Rt. 32. Perhaps
this was missed in development of the Superintendent's plan. If the Superintendent was careful to
move polygon 200 to GHS, thersby avoiding 2 major highways and driving into 5 school districts, I
feel he would do same for 1200. Our neighbors across 32, with egress to 108 and on our bus route,
polygons (201, 1201, 1201, 1199 and more), are moved to GHS, so I think he was also thinking
about highways, transportation cost/time, and the environment while maintaining contiguous areas.
The plan is moving the north contiguous polygons of those going from RHHS to WLHS (182, 1182,
282, 3182, 1180, 180) from RHHS to GHS not WLHS, because the distance/time is too great to
WLHS as is our distance, since we have no direct egress to Rt. 108. Our fastest travel route via
Google Maps, takes polygon 1200 via Rt. 32 to 29. This includes 2 highway merges, one very
dangerous merge onto 29 (short merge area); the most difficult merge my teens encountered in
HoCo by their own admission. If we travel an alternate route, Rt. 32 to 108, we would travel across
GHSpolygons(200, 201, 1201, 1201, 1199), and pass RHHS polygons with their morning and
afternoon school traffic. Since the Superintendent was careful with these polygons including their
contiguous areas and travel time/distance, I feel polygon 1200 needs to be revisited and keep us
with our contiguous neighbor across Rfc 32 either at RHHS or GHS if the new plan is passed.

We are 4. 9 miles to RHS-1 highway, 5. 7 miles to GHS-no highway, 11. 9 to WLHS-2 highways, 8.7
miles-no highway to Sherwood high school in Mont. Co. which is the HS of our previous home.

In our redistrict out of GEM to TRES in 1998, the plan was for polygons 1200 and 200 combined with
Sheppard Lane and Homewood Road polygons which are adjacent to us only as the crow flies; we
successfully lobbied that we had no contiguous areas going with us. A new plan was developed to
keep us with our contiguous neighbors across Rt. 32. The board was very interested that we would
have no one to carpool with, pick up our sick kids, bus routes, for emergencies, family, community or
national (9/11. ) Please also consider school threats, snow days, and teenage drivers traveling Rt. 32,
all the way around 108 to get to Sheppard Lans, Homewood Rd area if they stand any chance of a
car pool. The Homewood/Sheppard Lane area is our dear school family and our community, but
unfortunately, due to travel routes, it takes 15+ minutes to get there. Across Rt. 32 (by overpass) is
our neighbor logistically. The county has just completed a wonderful overpass across 32. We can
now get to our neighbors in .4 to 2 miles away (close in our rural area), without ever getting on 32.
Such a great advance in the county! We can get to GHS without getting on any highway at all. It
takes 1 more minute to get to GHS via Ten Oaks (11 minutes) rather than 32 and the bus could pick
up students along Ten Oaks. Unfortunately, the Superintendent's plan does not realize that we are
not contiguous with any area adjacent to us except 200 (slated for GHS while we are at WLHS.) It
takes us 15+ minutes without rush hour on 32/108, 8+ miles from 12 Oaks Ct. to the polygons next
to us. Add rush hour and it could be 25 minutes. Add RHhlS school traffic and the ever growing River
Hill commercial area, and we have lots of traffic and time. The Superintendent's proposal is not a
contiguous neighborhood or any neighborhood for polygon 1200. Under the proposed plan, we are
an isolated !and island, which the school board realized during our redistrict out of CES. Our
neighbors include polygon 200 where we ride our bikes and walk, and all those mentioned across 32



via the new overpass. It takes a village and due to our low density, we need the people across 32 for
carpools, emergencies, socialization, and community. We need to use the new overpass that the
county spent so much money on to keep our children safe and off the highway.

Other problems being a land island without neighbors:

Environmental impact and increased transportation cost on the school system and families are
tremendous. My HoCo school raised son was taught to be extremely concerned about the
environment. He is very disappointed with the environmental impact of this plan. Both high schoolers
and parents will be driving to the school, sometimes more than once.

Carpooling? There may be no one in our island polygon on our team/activity as there are only about
20 high school students in 1200. Also, how will WLHS to RHHS students get home?

Missing the bus and finding a ride to or from school?

Special needs/sick children on the 1 hour bus ride? My son had migraines once a weak after school.
. He would have been vomiting and writhing in pain on the 45+ minute bus ride. I had another with
severe car sickness.

Rt. 32E to Rt. 29N merge? High schoolers will take the fastest route no matter what we say. They
will drive for after school activities because both parents work or due to single parent households.
My children paid for their own gas. With less time, part-time jobs will be difficult.

Who will drive take the 40+ minute (straight driving) round trip to help us with picking up a sick child?
If we ask our closest polygon neighbor at WLHS, it would be 60+ minutes of straight driving.

45-60 extra minutes for the bus is less time than the rest of county for critical homework, physical
fitness, and critical family time. Physical fitness time may be cut for study time.

5:30AM wake up? I had 2 HS students do sports and after school activities year round. 5:45AM
shower, 6:25 for first bus stop, home after activities/sports. Dinner, showered again, and tried to do
homework and study. How could they add 45+ minutes and traffic jams to their daily schedule? It will
certainly cause them more stress. The bus is slow in our rural neighborhood with yards far apart and
few students. The bus takes a long time to wind around in polygons 1200 and 200.

1 in 5 sixteen year olds have an accident within the 1st year of driving. My son had an accident on Rt.
32 at highway speeds. Let's keep these kids off 32 where people drive 70 miles per hour. They have
a few miles to RHHS or GHS. GHS affords our children no major highway at all.

The #~\ killer of teens is motor vehicle crashes-every mile a teen drives greatly increases the chance
for an accident. All of Polygon 1200 friends will be at least 15-30 minutes, many away across major
highways often at dark. In our small rural area and small number in our polygon, our friends were
mostly all across 32. We had a few in 200, but they will now be at GHS. With this proposal we have
no contiguous polygon.

According to Policy 610 HCPSS is concerned about Emergency Plan Operations which I greatly
appreciate. My children were at TRES and CMS during 9/11, so I truly appreciate the county
preparedness for emergencies. If my children were spread more miles apart, using 2 highways, it
would be a disaster for a school or national emergency for me and the buses.

Snow days? All of the high schoolers on buses and in cars on country roads that ice more quickly
and a 50+ minute commute on a snow day? Our children will be farther from their home on highways
which could be treacherous. When school closes early, we need to get everyone home safely.



Environmental responsibility would keep us from returning to school a second time in a day. NHS
meeting, doctor, school play, forgot something at home, award ceremony, back to school night, etc. 4
commutes a day would not be something these children would choose, so they may skip after school
activities for sleep/homework. This limits their access to after school activities.

Parents of 1200 will be unlikely to attend much, especially in rush hour. I go to Columbia rarely and
consolidate all errands for one day for environmental, cost and time reasons. My children are taught
the same; we think twice before turning on air conditioning and taking extraneous trips by car.

I work in Frederick which is why I iive where I do. Under this plan, I would have made my 45 minute
drive horns, passed home, traveled 29N in traffic, picked up my high schooler at WLHS at an after
school activity, taken my younger one practice at Western Regional/Alpha Ridge, traveled home,
made dinner, homework, maybe gone to PTA, back to school night.. This cannot logistically happen.
I wouldn't change my younger children's activities to Columbia, because they would go to DOES and
FQMS and want to be with their community. If overcrowding is in the East, why am I moving East?

The Impact on children when their parents are stressed/humed? A 2 person working family, single
parent, other parent out of district has to drive to FQMS and RHHS in the morning and afternoon,
impact to handicapped parents and sick parents (I have known quite a few. ) We don't need our
children spread long distances apart at schools.

Most importantly: I saw my 16 year old fall asleep behind the wheel after school. We had been
driving less than 10 minutes. He started driving through a yard; I looked over and his eyes were
closed. Luckily, I was able to rouse him and he corrected. We can't ask another 45+ minutes of these
children to travel Rt. 32 and 29 along 5 high school districts. I beg you to consider the mileage these
children will cover when tired. They try so hard as high schoolers and think they are invincible. If the
county enacts this proposal, we are asking the polygon 1200 children to make an adult commute
every day whether by bus or car. Our high schoolers are extremely tired after school. They need
more sleep as evidenced by Howard County studies investigating high school later start times.

If high school later start times are enacted, our children will be traveling highways 32 and 29 in rush
hour. When I told my son the plan, he said he couldnt imagine getting back to WLHS from a meet at
10 pm and having to drive himself home, then do homework. If I pick him up, I am tired too.

"Terrifying" was the word my son used to describe his feelings on driving to the mail in as a new
driver. It was a big trip for my kids. Both had to use directions (looking at phone) and made wrong
turns, went the wrong way on 29, etc. My son said he would not have taken 108 making it a longer
trip. Our kids will all drive Rfc 32 to 29 just like their parents have always done. It's the fastest route.

Tardiness is treated harshly. If these buses are late out of 1200 due to a possible accidsnt along their
longer route, all the kids will have to go to the office to get a pass, etc. Discipline even effects their
ability to be on NHHS. They are stressed about having have their high school records good for
college applications. They will stay up too late to study etc.

Every child of 1200 that enters WLHS will feel like a redistrict. My son went from CES to TRES to CMS to
FQMS to RHHS. Every move was like a redistrict as he bounced around in a small feed, and it was
difficult. My first suffered one less move. Every child in this polygon should not have to move out of their
community and make this adjustment going forward and feel like a redistrict entering high school. This is
not an adjacent school district to our elementary/mlddle school. We meet people, do sports, activities, etc.
where we live and go to elementary and middle school (DOES/FQMS. ) I urge you to Google Map the
travel times to the various high schools and that of WLHS (or polygon 1200. Also our commutes and
mileage to polygons adjacent to us who this map calls our contiguous community, 183, 1183, 21 83,
176, 2176, 181, 1181, 176, 3176, which all take 15-25 minutes depending on traffic due to no egress



with creeks and woods between. This map leaves us as a lana islana. Any new friends will require
traveling Rt. 32 and possibly 29 through several other high school territories. Then look at our
commutes and mileage to our adjacent polygon 200 and across Rt. 32 to our neighbors (201, 1201,
1201, 1199.) The reason these polygon's have numbers close to 1200 and 200 Is because we all go
together as a neighborhood and transportation ease/cost/conservation. We are less than 1 -2 miles
apart and across the 32 bridge using no highway. We ride or bike and run there. We have no road
connection any polygon going to WLHS other than using Rt. 32 and driving 15+ minutes.

Notice: Polygon 126 and 127 out ofAHS going to RHHS under the superintendent's plan. Our buses
will pass each other on Rt. 32 under the new plan. 126 and 1 27 have to get on 29 to get out of their
neighborhood. Moving them from AHS to RHHS, as the plan suggests, they now will be on 2
highways: Rt. 29 to 32 (the opposite of 1200's drive.)

Notice: 128, 64, 129, 114, 1114, 2114 and more in River Hill; these polygons were recently
redistricted out of RHHS to AHS under protest and are slated to go back to RHHS as they predicted.

Notice: 114, 1114, 2114 were also recently redistricted out of RHHS to RHS and are slated to return
to RHHS. Redistricting these families was difficult; they had children attending different high schools,
changing schools in high school, and now they are coming back to RHHS? High school is a difficult
time. we need to be more careful with our students and not move them without great study. It doesn't
seem necessary or right to move neighborhoods from RHHS to Atholton the back to RHHS. Or
RHHS to Reservoir back to RHhlS. There are a number of polygons in this plan being moved back to
GHS from RHHS and MRHS. Just because we live in the middle of the county doesn't mean it's any
easier on us to move multiple times or that we should be the solution to multiple issues.

Please do a bus trial from 1200 on the entire route to WLHS during RHHS morning rush stopping at
each stop. I hope the group would takeone day to try this during morning school rush before we ask
it of students for years. I invite all of you to drive this with me (polygon 1200): to our adjacent (as the
crow flies) polygons and to WLHS. Do we even have enough buses to accomplish this plan?

I urge you to put 1200 with 200 to GHS, for the reasons detailed, if this plan is enacted. If this plan is
not enacted, keeping 1200 at RHHS would be good for the following reasons. It follows the
Superintendent's recommendations and concerns for "continuous boundaries," transportations costs,
and providing equity for all students. It follows Corporate Strategies LLC as a neutral facilitator
producing the expensive 2019 Feasibility Study Boundary Review Map. Further redistricting could be
revisited with #13 and thorough study to include transportation, contiguous areas and costs ensuring
transportation routes are contiguous to the colored areas on the map. Policy 610 concerns are also
addressed by HS Option #1 by having the feed policy and HCPSS Emergency Plans with students
close to home which is more of a concern daily. Policy 610 HS Option #1 promotes community
stability and equality for all students keeping the number of students moved down. Let's not
compromise the goals of safety, health, community, education (time constraints, ) access to after
school activities and more for the children of polygon 1 200 or any children. We need to treat all
children equally. I know there are other concerns throughout the county, and I urge you to take a
careful look at this plan. Thank you for taking the time to read this.

With respect and thanks,

Cathy and Mike Mantua, Polygon 1200



9/23/2019
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Please help with redistricting
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Please help with redistricting

(S&, Justin Balciunas <justin. balciunas@gmail. com>
<ta?Fr

S^ak, Sat 8/24, 1:51 PM
's&

Hester, Katie Fry Senator ^

^> Reply all |

School Redistricting

Hi Katie. Hope all is well. Hopefully you're able to lean-in and assist the Clarksville community (in
particular, polygon #3176 and others) regarding this horrendous redistricting proposal that was just
released. While I recognize that this is mostly a Howard County Council and School Board matter, I can't
think of a more important issue affecting Clarksville currently and the long-term viability of the
community. Needless to say - but this is going to crush property values, impact the tax base, and the
cohesiveness in the community. Martirano's social engineering in this matter is very destructive. Instead
of focusing on delivering more resources to the schools and communities in.need, he's pulling down the
schools and communities that are thriving. Folks are seriously starting to think about decisions to move
from existing homes, pull kids from public schools altogether, etc. The long-term damage to the
community will be substantial. There seems to be a swell of grassroots support regarding the issue, but
the matter likely needs several "champions" who are in elected positions and have a vested interest in
getting this corrected. Please assist!

Regards,
Justin

917-885-9763
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Subject: Urgent Help Needed, Howard County School Redistricting: Polygon 1200

Dear Katie Fry Hester:

I am reaching out to you, as our representative, with respect to an urgent matter affecting
our entire neighborhood. The Howard County Public School System is planning to split our
neighborhood, sending portions of it to different high schools located much further away
compared to the current schools. Our School District Polygon, Polygon 1200, is the furthest
from the proposed school and will be the only polygon within our immediate community being
sent to Wilde Lake High School. All the other community connected Polygons to ours are
slated to be sent to Glenelg High School.

1) Those of us in Polygon 1200 will see our children experience significant unnecessary
stress with increased time spent on the bus by being sent to Wilde Lake High School
instead of two high schools that are much closer to us (River Hill and Glenelg High
school). There are a number of unique features of our Polygon 1200 that should be
considered.

There are no common roads or direct routes for us in Polygon 1200 connecting
our neighborhood to the rest of the neighborhoods slated to attend Wilde Lake
High School. In order to reach Wild Lake HS, our kids will be bussed
immediately pass their current River Hill High School entrance (or very near
Glenelg High School) and then continue on for another 15 minutes (time
without any traffic). This in effect could double our kid's current school
commute time.

Because of the longer commute our high school kids will have to catch the
school bus much earlier than the current 6:30am with 45 minute current travel

time. Busing kids to a school further away will increase travel time to well over
one hour each-way and force them to have to catch the bus much earlier than
the current 6:30am. This will make our teenagers loose precious sleep time
which numerous studies have shown is very important for teenagers. In fact,
one study found that each additional minute of commuting correlates to a 1.3
minute loss of steep. 1 To put this in perspective, redistricting Polygon 1200
students to WLHS can cause a toss of sleep of 14. 3 to 39 minutes. 2 This loss of
sleep is exacerbated by the fact that general sleep trends show inadequate
sleep begins as young as age 6 and increases as children age without the
additional stressor of significant commute times.3

lhttps://www. citylab. com/life/2019/05/high-school-commute-drive-sleep-exercise-children-teens/588850/

2 Extrapolated by using additional time range of 39 and 58 over the current 28 minute commute and multiplying by
1.3.

ihttps://www. ncbi. nlm. nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5012907/



c. Increased traffic congestion will also be a serious problem because our Polygon
1200 is isolated from other communities and the shortest way to get to Wilde
Lake HS would be along Route 108, which is a single lane road that is already
very heavily congested. This longer school bus route to a high school much
further away wilt only serve to further increase the traffic congestion along
Route 108.

d. Both of our high school kids are involved afterschool activities (sports, high
school band, student government, etc. ) and we have to commute to their
school multiple times after school, to drop fhem off and pick them up.
Accordingly, the current Redistricting Plan, which more than doubles driving
distances and significantly increases commute times, can cause serious and
permanent physical harm, including death, to the new teenage drivers of our
Polygon 1200. The longer commute time essentially precludes some students
from being able to participate in extracurrfcutar activities and ft is well proven
that participation in extracurricular activities has a positive impact on high
school academic achievement4; it prevents dropping out of high school5 and
increases the incidence of college admission6 arid success. 7 Increasing our
students' school commute times to up to over two hours per day effectively
limits, at best, and cuts off, at worst, their ability to participate in these
important, enriching activities.

e. Some of our teenagers are now starting to get their drivers licenses and
sometimes drive themselves to school. Increasing commuting distances and
reducing sleep exacerbates the risks associated with teenage driving.
According to the CDC, driving accidents are the leading cause of death among
teenagers. The fatal crash rate per mile driven is nearly twice as high for 16
and 17 year olds (i. e., new drivers in high school) compared with 18 and 19
year olds.'

f. This proposed redistricting plan will significantly increase school travel
distances for students such as ours, since kids will now need to be bused much
further away than their current school. This in turn could significantly increase
school transportation costs. In June 2019, Howard County Public School System
had a nearly $38 million dollar shortfall in its Fiscal Year 2020 Operating

4 Eccles, Jacquelynne S., and Janice Templeton. "Chapter 4: Extracurricular and other after-schoo! activities for
youth. " Review ofreSQarch in education 26. 1 (2002): 113-180. https://journa[s^aqepub. com/doi/
10.3102/0091732X026001113

s McNeaI Jr, Ralph B. "Extracurricular activitEes and high school dropouts." Sociology of education 68. 1 (1995); 62.
https://search.proquest. com/docview/216485750?account!d=11752

s Bound, John, Brad Hershbein, and Bridget Terry Long. "Playing the admissions game: Student reactions to
increasing college competition." Journal of Economic Perspectives 23.4 (2009): 119-46.

i Sa'arra, Daniel T., Holly J. Seirup, and Elizabeth Sposato. "High School Predictors of College Persistence: The
Significance of Engagement and Teacher Interaction."Profess/ona/Counse/or 6.2 (201S): 189-202. https-//
prir. firigov/'?irf=E. J1114079

8 https://www.cdc.gov/motOFvehic[esafety/teen_^drivers/teendrivers_factslieet. litml



Budget. 9 Such a shortfall resulted in, among other things, the loss of certain
teaching and paraprofessional positions, as well as transfers of funds, freezing
of salaries, holding open unfilled positions, and delaying technology and
instructional materials investments. A more balanced school redistricting

approach could minimize bus route changes leading to lower .transportation
costs, so that school funding and budget shortfall would not^continue to
adversely impact the quality of education for all our Howard County students.

g. Money should be spent directly on underperforming schools to raise student
academic achievement in the affected communities. Bussing kids to schools
further away to hopefully "even out" the school test scores without addressing
the true needs of underperforming students only serves to mask and hide the
actual causes of the problem and does not help these individual students who
need the academic help. Howard County should be investing money Into
schools that need the help and not into transporting kids to schools that are
much further away.

2) A large portion of the community identity within Polygon 1200 will be lost.

The Redistricting Plan also fails under another BOE's Policy 6010(IV)(B)(2)(c)
sub-factor for Community Stability - frequency with which any one student is
reassigned. 10 The Redistricting Plan does not clearly identify how many double
moves will be necessary with the opening of High School #13, but surely at
least some will be needed.

Our sense of community will be split apart as Polygon 1200 students would
attend different schools than our nearest neighbors, causing our children's
existing relationships with our neighbors to become strained from significantly
reduced interactions. Friendships our kids formed with other high school
students will be torn apart as some kids are forced to attend a school much
further away while their friends remain in their current school.

Teenagers don't handle stress very well and when our 15 year-old daughter Natatia was told
that she will have to change high schools next year because of redistricting she broke down
and cried. She did not understand why this was happening and neither do we. Our younger
daughter Paula just started River Hill high school this month as a 9th grader. She was very
anxious about making new friends. and when she found out that she would have to change high
schoolsnext year she reacted with disbelief and fear. She felt that this was very unfair for her
to have to change schools and loose many of her school friends that she would no longer see
or be with.

' Howard County Public School System News Release titled "Board of Education Adopts FY 2020 Operating and
Capital Budgets, " June 10, 2019, https://news. hcpss. org/news-posts/

'» Policy 6010(IV)(B)(2)(c).



The best thing that could happen Is for our two high school students to remain in River Hill
high school which they are currently attending. The next simplest solution to this problem is
to change the redistricting plans so that our students in Polygon 1200 attend Gtenetg High
School, which is also much closer, while grandfathering current juniors and seniors at River
Hill High School. Districting our Polygon 1200 to feed into Glenelg HS instead of Wilde Lake HS
largely eliminates the land island effect. The approximate distance and travel times from our
Polygon 1200 to Polygons 208, 203, 202 and 200 (all districted to Glenelg) are approximately
2. 2 miles and 5 minutes, 1. 1 miles and 3 minutes, 0. 6 miles and 2 minutes, and 0.4 miles and
1 minute, respectively. Allowing our students to remain in their current school would be
ideal, but these are also much better alternatives to the currently proposed redistricting
plan.

Our entire neighborhood is deeply concerned about this issue. We feet unrepresented. We
are a small community; therefore, we fear that our voice will not be heard. As our
representative, we need your help and of your office to ensure that the Howard County Board
of Education carefully consider the proposed school redistricting plan while taking into
account the significant stress and uncertainty this places on our children having to change
schools and spend much more time on the school bus. We have been meeting weekly (after
work) and organizing to try to prevent this change from happening. As our representative,
we need help from you and your office. I invite you to come to our next meeting, hear our
concern, see how it is affecting our neighborhood, and provide any type of help you can (POC:
James Reuster, iamesreusterS^mait. com; 661.492. 4170). Time is of the essence as final
redistricting plans will be approved in November. Any type of assistance would be greatly
appreciated.

Thank you for your patience and kind consideration,

Andrew and Blandyna Hlasko
13010 Red Maple Way
Clarksvitle, MD 21029
Phone: 301-317-4135
Potygon 1200



^S-^S^, 'S^''; " ^'. 'i, /,. . <.,. :.. . '. .. *... '.. ^. .,,^
.^^i^-l-^^f^'. ^^^-^ig^y^-. ^W'^;^^^?"' . *: . , ;"

s.. ^.^^;<,,,,.. ^l<., ' ..., fl'B.wft^am

^sw^s, ^*''*
* i iEC *4

f-V.. ^''.f. " - A'&

i >^8» ^S^^'^y^S'sl^. {:"
."v~», . aE!W»«W5%»?'s'sl ''7%'' 

'' 

T1 '. <? .:t ':.*'' &»ii,
^"{ 'wr1^-t's^^^/. '-^. ''~ ''..'

", <.

.i lf'*wf% , ('.

^*^. t ~ "if .»^' .. , t
^' ;.i'' ?*wlak 1 t't®

Fs;''*?'"*. *, *
n^^-r Ss^.

fSS!

f^ , ri *., '-r'
&<:. li?». /f

'<*:>

I-1,
~~ -i" .
>

f I

,

1 .. 1i>_'
i r \ t

>,'
u-

2(7i a'sy <i«s

.^..A r

:;',si'ta:^~Ss "'"..iBt. ^-. Ka

. ^"s^ffsM
wa,

»5SWM?'%.^'
^'. 't'." ". ^. t.x^v.V'lL . '<"'?'.< Vt'.^'*«»3fa(

r'-, ^; ;w^^'- ..,; ^ - .. ;. .
\\y-'^'^'_''^'. ^ , ':';. .. ,, ?. .,'

. ;:Vu. ':-<it^. ';^.. ;". i:. "'\... ^ '.. -, ' ..

^Ss. s'f^S^::!^"-:. ^, " ^.. '!1 . '..
'. '.^'^ ... -'.. .. "... : ' ' . '

^^. ^. 'f^-;'., s:. ;. f,^^ . ^ . '.. .. ;^'^*-1" : . '.,

iiiA"W<iiS@f'l&^.;!i:':. '';'?''iA^';''(''''. ^'. 1'^ :.....

^^^^^^^^^^^. '^^^^.^f^::^^'^'''.

^B^iS?il^?IJS%E%®'^i?!£^^y%'i;£'s;!s?^.



Julie Kim, M. D.

5910 Perfect Calm Court

Clarksville, MD 21029

To Whom It May Concern,

September 3, 2019

It was a pleasure seeing Superintendent AAartirano at the River Hill Protest 8/27/19 and watch him
engage with the crowd. Thank you for the opportunity to respond to his Superintendent's
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan (see attached).

I am a concerned Clarksville Elementary School parent, resident of polygon 187, and prospective
homebuyer. As a transplanted New Yorker, I was delighted to see the value placed on socioeconomic
diversity. We can learn so much from people different from ourselves and there is a tendency in the
suburbs to live in a homogenous bubble. I am also a child of immigrants who emphasized education
and hard work to live the good life. My conception of the good life is to raise my children in a safe,
healthy environment in which to grow and maximize their potential in a diverse environment. It is
why I moved to Howard County, despite the cost, commute, and my own cosmopolitan tendencies.

I represent amulti-ethnic coalition opposing redistricting, as it is currently proposed. As a reviewer
of clinical trials, I see the following concerns generated by the report:

a. The report indicates (page 10/34) that Clarksville Elementary (with a maximum capacity of
543) wilt receive 161 students, more than tripling the proportion of Free and Reduced-Priced
Meals Program (FARM) recipients from <5% to 17%. However, it will not send any out. Since
this SRhopl is using all available classrooms, it appears class size and student:teacher ratios
will have'to increase to accommodate the proposed change.

I am concerned that Clarksville Elementary is being overly burdened if the goat is
desegregation and equally distributing the FARM burden across the county. Other less
ethnically diverse elementary schools (i.e., Lisbon, Bushy Park, Dayton) have larger or similar
capacity but are receiving 0-47 students with minimal increase in FARM percentage (either
staying at <5% or maxing at 12%). It is unclear why more FARM students aren't being
transferred to those particular schools to better equalize the FARM and racial proportion
across the county.

To distribute ethnic diversity and FARM students more evenly across the county and
minimize undue stress on Clarksville Elementary, please consider sending more students
to other elementary schools and decrease the number of students received in Clarksville
Elementary.

b. The report indicates (page 21,34) that test scores will decline from base-to-proposed at
Clarksville Elementary by approximately 10% in PARCC-Read (from 83%-74%) and PARCC-Math
(from 89%-79%). However, we are preparing our children to enter global hyper competition in
the future. It appears as though the unfortunate by-product of the plan is reduced academic
excellence and rigor.

1



I am concerned with mediocrity and teaching to the test. We must maintain a challenging
academic environment. With a large influx of low-scoring students (averaging an alarming
50% below the current norm), it seems most of them may be a grade level or more behind
their peers. I am concerned that advanced learners will be ignored and left to stagnate,
while others are struggling to remediate the bare minimum of skills needed to pass
standardized tests.

To ensure the highest levels of academic engagement, please provide recommended
strategies on how slow and advanced learners would be integrated in the same school.
For instance, will there be intensive remediation efforts prior to redistricting to ensure a
smooth transition for those behind grade level? As a former SAT and TOEFL instructor, can I
and other Howard County residents volunteer for Saturday tutoring of students with low
scores? Since the upgrade in academic peers constitute a de facto scholarship for those who
might not be able to afford to live in Clarksvitle, can the students selected to go be within 1
standard deviation of the current PARCC average for more effective skills transfer? Will we be
able to reinstate our technology teacher full-time (whose position was reduced to half-time)
next year? Wilt classes be tracked?

As a graduate of one of the top magnet schools in the country (e. g., Hunter College High
School), I would also like to recommend designating one of the centrally located high
schools into a magnet once the new high school (HS 13) is in place. Unlike traditional
exam schools, if there were a quota system (i. e., top 10% from every feeder school and
historically marginalized population, such as FARMS), advanced learners of all backgrounds
across the county would have an opportunity to interact meaningfully. We already see a
successful version of this each summer at the Howard County Gifted and Talented Summer
Institute, when children all over the county congregate at Wilde Lake Middle School. In the
DMV region, Fairfax and Montgomery counties have enjoyed reputable magnet high schools
(i. e., Thomas Jefferson High School) that feed into top colleges and universities for some
time. ',2

c. It is of concern, as a prospective homebuyer, that many neighbors in Clarksvilte have dashed
expectations for desirable middle and high schools after signing on mortgages for expensive
homes. 1 am reluctant to invest more time and money in a'community that does not value my
contribution or respect prior commitments.

Moreover, it stinks that some board members might stand to gain from redistricting by
transferring their children into the desired schools and possibly increasing their property values.
Such blatant conflicts of interest and apparent abuse of public office should not be tolerated. To
minimize corruption, please request that such board members be recused.

Finally, I am concerned with the tenor of the debate. Coundlmembers Rigby, Jones and Jung
recently publicly stated:

This sodoeconomic and racial segregation in the school system is contributing to increasing
achievement gaps and decreasing graduation rates for low-income students and students of

' https://www. niche. com/k12/search/best-maenet-hieh-5chools/s/vir?inia/

2https://www. niche. com/k12/search/best-ma8net-hish-schools/s/marvland/



color. Historic systems have created these achievements gaps and it is incumbent on the
County to introduce new systems that foster necessary changed

It is important to acknowledge that de facto segregation is a stubborn stain that persists in our
country due to the legacy of slavery since 1619. However, it appears that Coundlmembers Rigby,
Jones and Jung are defining segregation too narrowly. There seems to be a flawed working
assumption that Asian Americans do not count as students of color or experience setbacks due to
exclusion and underestimation. Please note that the report indicates (pages 26-27/34) Clarksvitle
Elementary and Clarksville Middle are already ethnically diverse schools with over 50% students of
color (e. g., Asian, African American). I am also aware that Clarksvilte Elementary serves a
disproportionate population of disabled students. Unfortunateiy, the proposed plan penalizes many
students of color (i. e., Asian, but also African Americans) and Whites in Clarksville with relocation to
less desirable schools to remedy a wrong they did not commit.

While diversifying sodoeconomically is a worthy goal, disruption and anguish for those currently in
Ctarksville should be minimized because we are in this together. As you may already be aware,
Howard County leads the state of Maryland in public school quality. " Currently, it is uniquely poised
to lead our nation in achieving intelligent integration, equal opportunity and academic excellence,
which I believe are values consistent with the vision of Columbia's founders and unite us.

Let's not squander this historic opportunity and expand the pie for all. Our community can do better
than fight over scraps, be divided, and repeat mistakes of the past.

Thank you for your time and attention. Feel free to contact me for any questions or comment.

All the best to you,

Julie

P. S. Please enjoy the attached photo of my son with his friends; multi-ethnic students on their first
day of school at Clarksvitle Elementary. With the proposed plan, they would be zoned to separate
middle schools.

CC: Shawna Frazier, M. B. A.

Christian Cao

Maria Gutierrez, M. D. Claudia Palmer, R. N.

Yinqi Zhang, Ph.D. Rong Guo, Ph. D.

3httDS://cc. howardcountvmd. eov/Portals/0/Documents/CoundlMain/Press%20Releases/2019/
CMR OJ DJ%20Deseereoation%20Press%20Release.Ddf

4 httDS://www. niche. com/k12/d/howard-countv-Dublic-schoQls-md/



Loward
Public School System

REPORT

BOARD OF EDUCATION OF HOWARD COUNTY
MEETING AGENDA ITEM

TITLE: Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan

PRESENTER(S): Michael J. Martirano, Ed. D., Superintendent

DATE: August 20, 2019

Strategic Call To Action Alignment: This process supports the Strategic Call to Action (SCTA) by providing
operations and practices that m-e responsive, transparent, fiscally responsible and accountable.
OVERVIEW:
This document contains comprehensive attendance area adjustments recommended for SY^020/21.
Superintendent's recommendation follows the presentation of options from the June 2019 Feasibility Study,
outreach to community members tlirough online and paper surveys, and review by the Attendance Area
Committee. This boundary review process conforms with Policy 6010 School Attendance Areas.

RECOMMENDATION/FUTURE DIRECTION:
Following a series of public hearings and work sessions beginning on September 17, 2019, the Board is
scheduled to approve the SY 2020-2021 attendance area adjustments on November 21, 2019.

SUBMITTED BY: AFPROVAL/CONCURRENCE:

Renee M. Kamen

Manager, School Planning

Michael J. Martirano, Ed. D.

Superintendent

Karalee Turner-Little
Deputy Superintendent

Scott W. Washington
Acting Chief Operating OfRcer

Daniel Lubeley
Acting Director Capital
Planning
and Construction



.

^
.^

\

ja
o

r 
03 w 0
0

il
l'
§

s
 ? i.
l

s
; 

s
u

i 
na

e
 

-<

I! p3 »

. 
iB

it

 
i;
'-
. 

:C
V

!'^
L

^
'^

--
'>

,.
'''>

A;
^?

>?
!

^
"
 

'.
W

u
l

i-
i

& 0 y u> s '§

§
 5

y
 

<
0

8
 s

^ 
Q

?
 I in <

i
t±

l s"
s
 i

e
 
s
 &

^
" 

' 
"
"
 '

a
 

2
 '

I 
§.

?
<»

 
7
 .

5
 

>
 -

:,
&

* 
^3

 -t

i 
^:

§
 
V

''

1§
.1

^

,
f-

'.
 ,

<.
. I

 
<

, 
' 
-

.
^
^
.

^
.

l'
A

^\
^ 

'^
,

>
".

 <
--

'-
 ^

 ,
^
(* f

«
.
 
*

e
n ?

-.
s-

- 
'c

o
1

-<
"s

I i N
>

p Is
-'

0 l-
l

\0

I H IU
3

M I z 0 I CD I I I ri m &

ffi 0 I u D 0 I 3 § 03 t- I-
I

ri w
> I 0 0 t-1 (.n ^ U
l.

'S
^
iJ

t
^
^
iI
ii

:.f.
^.

.^
a

^
.s

^
i^

S
^
i^

'}
w

^"
N

-,
y*

^ 
.̂t

^A
 tU

y*
-^

,: 
.V^

tM
Cf-

^
..

. ^
:<

V
;J

I*
'-K

;-:
'S

^
..

.
v
.'
-
v

.
I'
, 

I.

^
m

.,^
^
&

- .
'..

.y
^
'^

^
.
^
^
i

'S
i.

\.
'3

<{

S
S

B
'w

"

^

.
A

;l!
 ;

--
A

/

.

; 
\;

"?
^,



{.̂ ., G D 0 PE RATIVE
y®i; ST R AT E G I E S

lf~^

; Introduction.

' .Executive Summary

Data

i Public Participation and Input ...................................................................................................................7

i Superintendent RecommendedAttendance Area Adjustments ........................................................... 10

Maps .
28

' Appendix A: Gpmmunity Input Sessions Siirvey Results
I ' .. .. ...'.. ' . . .

; Appendix B: Attendance Area Soundaiy Review Survey Results

Appendix C: Alternative BoundaryScenarios Survey Results



INTRODUCTION

This document contains a description of fhe attendance area adjustment process and the
Superintendent's recommendation for SY 2020-21 attendance area adjustmente. As of this writing, no
decisions have been made on any attendance area boundary changes. The Board of Education (Board)
is the decision-making body for changes to school attendance areas. The Board's approval of
attendance area adjustments is scheduled for November 21, 2019. Opportunity to provide public
testimony to the Board begins after the presentation of this report to the Board on August 20, 2019.

The attendance area process includes the study of projected enrollment data, attendance area
adjustment scenario testing, public partidpation, and the assessment of scenarios against the policy
standards listed in Poliq? 6010 School Attendance Areas. The capital budget and attendance area
adjustment processes work together ainning to address the long-range planning issues identified in
the annual feasibility study. The 2019 Feasibility Study was presented to the Board of Education on
June 13, 2019.

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
PAGE 3

8/ZO/2019



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document contains comprehensive recommendations for elementary, middle, and high school
attendance areas. Information collected through the public processes were considered in the
development of the recommendations and can be found in the appendices

The driving priorities for this process:

1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCFSS, cost effectively.

2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of shidents participating in the Free and Reduced-
price meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School tfl3 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.

The plan uses as guiding principles all of the priorities expressed by the Attendance Area Committee
(AAC) and community members, consideration of Policy 6010 standards, induding transportation
times and costs, our fiscal obligations to our county through effective use of existing school resources,
our desire to keep school boundaries contiguous, and maintain neighborhood schools and walkable
distances for as many students as possible. This proposal differs significantly from the Feasibility
Study recommendations and moves the District forward notably in balancing capacity utilization
across sAools. Howard County PubUc School System (HCPSS) could move even further toward
parity when reviewing school boundaries prior to the opening of new High School #13.
This plan marks a turning point in how HCFSS looks at attendance area adjustments. Previous
redistricting processes focused more narrowly on capacity utilization and other factors such as socio-
economics took a back seat. This proposal is in alignment with the HCPSS Strategic Call to Action,
leading with equity as the driver to provide all students with full access and opportunity to receive
the best educational services and supports.

For SY 2020-21, this proposal moves more schools with target for utilization (90% -110%) than if no
changes were made. The number of elementary schools within in target would improve from 22 to 28,
middle schools from 14 to 15 and high schools from six to ten. This provides a total improvement
from 42 to 53 schools. The schools below target utilization (<90%) decrease from 11 to five and the
schools above target (>110%) also decrease from 21 to 16. Additionally, the proposal advances equity
by making progress in addressing FARM student distribution across many schools. Through this
proposal, the number of elementary schools with FARM rates above 50 percent is cut in half from 12
to six and no elementary school will be above 55 percent. This plan brings all middle schools to under
46 percent FARMs and 11 doser to the county average. This plan brings high schools' FARM
percentages from a high of 47 percent to below 43 percent and reduces the top three high schools by at
least four percent. Ten high schools will move closer to the county average.

A final decision by the Board is scheduled on November 21, 2019, and would take effect at the star of
the 2020-21 school year.

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
PAGE 4

8/20/2019



DATA

The following is a description of the types of data used in this report. Please note the recommendation
may indicate no change of demographic data for one or more of the schools. A school's geography
may not be impacted by the scenario's boundary changes or the boundary change minimaUy affects
the specific measure so the resulting percentage remains the same.

Free and Reduced-Priced Meals Program (FARM);

The data shows the percentage of population participating in the Free and Reduced-Priced Meals
Program (FARM) living in each school's attendance area before and after the proposed redistricting
plan. These percentages are calculated using offidal SY 2018-19 enrollment data and Offidal October

2018 FARM partidpation reporting data. Geographic assignment is used and records are aggregated
by current and proposed attendance areas. These numbers are for planning purposes and may not
exactly match other reported numbers due to differences in timing and methodology. In adherence
with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), which restricts access to student

records, values <5% have been replaced with "<=5%" and values £95% have been replaced with
">=95%".

Testing:

Testing data for Elementary and Middle Schools is comprised of Spring 2018 test takers in grades 3-8
with the Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC) Assessments
English or PARCC Math score. Testing data for High Schools is comprised of Fall 2018 test takers in
grades 9-11 with a PSAT score. The data shown here may not match other reported data due to
differences in timing and calculation methodology. In adherence with the Family Educational Rights
and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERFA), which restricts access to student records, values <5% have been

replaced with "<=5%" and values 295% have been replaced with ">=95%"

Hnglish for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL):

The data shows the percentage of students receiving English Second Language support living in each
schools' attendance area before and after each boundary option. These percentages are calculated
from Pall 2018 student data using geographic assignment aggregated by current and proposed
attendance areas. These numbers may not exactly match other reported numbers due to differences in
timing and methodology. In adherence with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974
(FERPA), which restricts access to student records, values <5% have been replaced with "<=5%" and
values £95% have been replaced with ">=95%".

SUPEMNTENDEP4T'S ATTBNDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
PAGES

8/20/2019



PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND INPUT

Community input remains an important part of the attendance area adjustment process. In response
to feedback from the 2017 boundary adjustment process, several changes were implemented. In an
effort to streamline the process and allow more time for Board discussion and deliberation, the scope
of the AAC has changed. For example, the AAC did not develop their own proposal nor review
alternative scenarios submitted by community members. This group reviewed the feasibility study
and provide feedback directly to the superintendent. Other process improvements occurred as well,
and included using electronic correspondence, adjusting the meeting format to aUow interactive
discussion between community members, and utilizing a new survey solely for collecting community
created alternative attendance area options. Staff is committed to studying further improvements.

For a number of years, staff has considered the number of email messages received as a positive
indication of outreach. Online surveys and paper surveys have been used to collect the majority of
feedback for the Superintendent and HCPSS staff. It also provides a more efficient way to easily
remove identifying information and share results with the committee and the community via our
website.

Community Input Sessions:

Four coimnunity input sessions were held in July. The format included a short presentation and then
offered residents the opportunity to speak in small groups with other community members. The
community input sessions were intended to provide a satisfying and meaningful opportunity for the
discussion of ideas and to provide input to the Superintendent. The groups were tasked with
completing a survey together. In total, over 800 participants attended and 113 group responses were
collected; all of these responses can be found in Appendix A. The following shows the locations,
dates, and number of group responses from each of the community input sessions.

uaKiana Mills HS July 10"
UR^jSUl^UU

45

r?TTT)7TA7n?fl

340

.ong Reach HS July 13" 10 70

Atholton HS July 16" 30 200

River Hill HS July 18" 28 190

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
PAGE 6

8/20/2019



Attendance Area Boundary Review Survey

The online survey accepted feedback from June 14 through August 1, and 2,176 responses were
received. The majority of respondents prioritized limiting student teavel times, maintaining walkable
distances/ and boundary continuity.

The charts below Ulustarates the responses to question five from the Attendance Area Boundary
Review Survey. This question asked respondents to prioritize the criteria in Policy 6010. For more
information on the Attendance Area Boundary Review Survey, see Appendix B.

Q5: The standards listed in Policy 6010 are shown below. Select up to three (3) of the standards you
believe are MOST important for consideration during the Boundary Review Process.

Answered: 1,480 Skipped: 698

Etdctentuse
of cKistlng..,

Lone-ranee
cap ft al...

Minimiztng
capital and.,.

Transportation
con side ratio...

Location of

regfonat...

Keeping feeds
of students...

Maintaining
contiEUous...

Frequency writh
which any on...

Consideration
ofdcmograph...

Number of
students mov...

ANSWER CHOICES

Efltcient use at axlsllng seats (e. g. capadty utillzallon behveen 90% and l00%.)
(Policy 6010 IV.B. I.a)

Long-range capita projects (e. g. new school; additional seals; Ihe building's
halhNays, ca(et8ria. sepUccapadty, abBlty to facilitate higher long-range
enrollment) (PoOcy 6010 IV.B. 1 .b)

Minimizing capital and operaUrK) costs (Paillcy 6010 IV. B. 1 .c)

Tl-ansportation conslderaUons (e. g. WBlkere, bus routes, et&KPolicy 6010
IV. B. l. d)

RESPONSES

19.05% 232

18.51% 274

S.68% &4

42, 64% 631

Location of regional programs. Including placemont or removal or programs, whldi
may Impact Itis school capacityfuttlizaltoo (e. g. JROTC; Pre-K: Regional ALS)
(PQlicy6010lV. B. 1. e)

Keeping feeds ofgtudenls together front one sclioot to the neDtt (e, g. Larger
youpa oC students moving together From ES to MS and MS to HS) (Policy 6010
IV.B.2.a)

Maintaining contiguous cofnmunlties or neighborhoods (PoBcy G010 tV. B. 2. b)

Frequeitcywith which any one student Is raassignet) (Policy 6010 1V. B. 2. C)

Conslderalion Q[ demographic factore (e.g. Raco/eUinlc and soctoeconomlc
composition of the school, academic perftomiance, level cf English laamers)
(Policy 6010 IV. 3. a-d)

Number of students moved achieves muiflple Policy 6010 conshlerations. (Policy
B010IV:B, 3. 6)

Tbtaf Respondents: 1,460

SJ % 74

65. 93% 976

59.59% 8S2

25.88% 383

13.12% 2S3

10. 34% 1 S3

on 10% 30% 40 60% 70%
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Alternative Boimdary Scenarios

The Alternative Boundary Scenarios Survey accepted feedback from June 14 through August 1, and in
total, 276 responses were submitted. From those responses, 64 scenarios submitted by community
members were able to be analyzed. The remaining scenarios did not contain any polygon information
to analyze, or were blank. For more detaUs and information on these scenarios, see Appendix C.

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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SUPERINTENDENT RECOMMENDED ATTENDANCE AREA

ADJUSTMENTS

The Superintendent's proposal includes boundary changes at all three levels The proposed plan
addresses the following:

1. Balance capadty utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.

2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced-
price meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School S13 redistricting by iiunimizing double moves as much as possible.

The table below shows the total number of students that are proposed to be reassigned in order to
achieve these goals.

&e
Elementary
Middle

High

3, 194
1,351

2,851

Total Reassigned 7,396

The following pages show tables and maps describing this recommendation in greater detail. They
indude the following data:

Specific Geographic Recommendations

Utilization & FARMS

Sending & Receiving by School

Walkers Reassigned

Test Scores

ESOL Partidpation

Race / Ethnicity

Maps of Recominended Adjustments

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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Specific Geographic Recommendations - Elementary

Sending

Atholton ES

Receiving
Appx. # of
Students

Polygons Proposed
for Reassignment

Guilford ES 46 16, 1014, 1016

ellowsSpringES Waterloo ES 117 269, 1076, 1269

iollman Bridge ES Guilford ES 38 25

ryant Woods ES lemens Crossing ES 20 5133

rya nt Woods ES ongfellow ES 85 268, 1268

Clemens Crossing ES iwansfield ES Ill 66, 134, 1066, 1134, 2134

Cradlerock ES Atholton ES 70 54, 2054

Cradlerock ES effers Hill ES <10 45, 1045

Dayton Oaks ES Bushy Park ES 47 2205

Deep Run ES effers Hill ES 15 78

Ducketts Lane ES Deep Run ES 130 266, 1033

Ducketts Lane ES Hanover Hills ES 108 1266

Elkridge ES Ducketts Lane ES 252 36, 42, 43, 1043

Elkridge ES Rockburn ES <10 5041

Fulton ES Laurel Woods ES 140

Hollifield Station ES Veterans ES 117

256, 1256

105, 1105, 1308

effersHillES 'helps Luck ES 23 261, 1261

.ongfellow ES Bryant Woods ES 32 144, 1144

Manor Woods ES Triadelphia Ridge ES 74 157, 1157

'helps Luck ES Waterloo ES 213 69, 70, 1069, 2069, 3069, 4069, 5069

Pointers Run ES Dayton Oaks ES 17 1192

Pointers Run ES Swansfield ES 153 64, 129, 1064, 1129

Running Brook ES Bryant Woods ES 20 204, 1204

Running Brook ES Thunder Hill ES 58 1146

St Johns Lane ES Manor Woods ES 118 159, 1159

Stevens Forest ES Thunder Hill ES 102 96

Swansfield ES Clarksville ES 161 135, 1135, 1174, 2135, 2174

Swansfield ES Longfellow ES 36 3138

Talbott Springs ES Stevens Forest ES 126 1059, 2059, 3059

Thunder Hill ES Talbott Springs ES 120 65, 151, 1065, 2065, 2151

Triadelphia Ridge ES Bushy Park ES 129 209, 210, 1210, 1218, 1222, 2210

Veterans ES Worthington ES 51 101

Waterloo ES PhelpsLuckES 258 98, 100, 277, 1074, 1098, 1100, 2074

Waterloo ES Worthington ES IS 74

WaverlyES West Friendship ES 40 166, 1166, 2166

West Friendship ES Bushy Park ES 78 231, 232, 1231

West Friendship ES Triadelphia Ridge ES G3 171, 178, 179, 1178, 1179

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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Specific Geographic Recommendations - Middle School

.Sending . Receiving Appx..<fof
Students

Burleigh Manor MS Mount View MS 107

Polygons Proposed
forReassignment

157, 303, 1157, 1171, 1303
Clarksville MS Harpers Choice MS 207 28, 185, 186, 1028, 1185, 1186, 2028
Dunloggin MS Oakland Mills MS 34 Ill, 1111, 2111
Elkridge Landing MS Bonnie Branch MS 57 92, 1091, 2091, 5041
Elkridge Landing MS Thomas Viaduct MS 51 36
Ellicott Mills MS Bonnie Branch MS 16 2074
Ellicott Mills MS Oakland Mills MS 44 65, 1065, 2065
Hammond MS Lake Elkhorn MS 127 13, 14, 15, 57, 1057, 2057
Harpers Choice MS Clarksville MS 87 135, 174, 1135, 1174, 2135, 2174
Harpers Choice MS Wilde Lake MS 62 S3, 143, 144, 1144, 2053
Lake Elkhorn MS Hammond MS 154 48, 49, 50, 1048, 1050, 2050, 3048
Mayfield Woods MS Bonnie Branch MS <10 277
Mayfield Woods MS Lake Elkhorn MS <10 78, 3071
Mount View MS Burleigh Manor MS 53 168, 1168
Mount View MS ilenwood MS 42 231, 232, 1231
Oakland Mills MS Lake Elkhorn MS 48 56, 1056, 2056, 3056
Patapsco MS Burleigh Manor MS 62 159, 1159
Patuxent Valley MS Thomas Viaduct MS 23 25
Thomas Viaduct MS El kridge Landing MS 117 37, 1037, 2043
Wilde Lake MS Oakland Mills MS 27 1146
Wilde Lake MS Harpers Choice MS 17 1268, 2204

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMTNT PLAN
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Spedfic Geographic Recommendations - High School

Sending Receiving
Appx. #of
Students

Polygons Proposed
for Reassignment

Atholton HS River Hill HS 513
64, 117, 118, 120, 123, 126, 127, 128, 129, 190, 296, 1064,

1117, 1120, 1123, 1128, 1129, 1190, 1296

Atholton Hi Wilde Lake HS 97 2133, 3133, 4133

Centennial HS Marriotts Ridge HS 231 97, 154, 214, 1154, 2154

Hammond H; Atholton HS 215 48, 50, 57, 270, 273, 1048. 1050, 1057, 2050, 2057, 3048

Howard H! .ong Reach HS 233 44, 86, 87, 299, 1086, 1087, 1299, 2087, 3087, 4087

Long Reach Hi Hammond HS 119 33, 266, 1033

.ong Reach HS Oakland Mills HS 192 35, 78, 79, 80, 1035, 1080. 1082, 2035, 3035, 3071, 4035

Marriotts Ridge HS Glenelg HS 57 231, 232, 1231

Mt Hebron H; Centennial HS 85 308, 1308, 2308

Mt Hebron H; Marriotts Ridge HS 82 159, 1159

Oakland Mills HS

Reservoir Hi

Atholton HS 256 49, 52, 54, 58, 1054, 1058, 2054

River Hill HS 96 114, 122, 125, 1114, 1115, 1125, 2114, 3115

River Hill HS GlenelgHS 202
180, 182, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 1176, 1180, 1182, 1199,

1201, 1202, 2182, 3182

River Hill HS Wilde Lake HS 276 176, 181, 183, 1181, 1183, 1185, 1200, 2176, 2183, 3176

Wilde Lake MS Oakland Mills HS 65 Ill, 1111, 1146, 2111,

Wilde Lake H! River Hill HS 132 135, 174, 1135, 1174, 2135, 2174

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTffTENT PLAN
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Utilization and FARM - Elementary School

Supt, Proposal-Elementary Projected Utilization Students Receiving Free and Reduced Price Meals (FARM)

Elementary School Capacity

Impacted

by Future
Capital
Project

BASE
(Z020-21)

202&-21 2024-25 Base Proposed j Change Retfonal Programs

Atholton ES 424 'ia9^ StOfu-li 15% zs% 1^ Pre-K, Preschool, MINC
Bellows Spring ES 726 -.'lOGSii ws( 17% 18% it< Pre-K, Preschool, MINC. FTP, ES PL

Bollman Bridge ES 666 . IIBX liffiBC . MEffiS -S3:K £:.£. -.. si'X of Title 1, Pre-K, Preschaoi, MINC
Bryant Woods ES 361 ;;1S5». '2 W8» '^t- . 56M t^i TMei. FuB-iiayPre-K
BushyParkES 725 ^irtO-S 'io?i^'' <5 <5 P -K. Preschocl, ALS
Centennial Lane ES 647 tLLUBES SBJlK; Sitsse 6% 6%
Qarksville ES 543 a" 98S6 - 95% <5 17% ;ALS

Cfcmens Crossirig ES 521 l0$$i-
.SSK:-

, 'SS7» 13%
.V-

10%
ICradlerock ES 338 "Wtt. ."seK, . S9M ^J6 sl% T[tlel, Pre-K, Presclio61

Dayton Oaks ES 700 :'aSx'' -.'91 UB». <5 556 Pre-K, Preschool, MINC. ITP^ES^PL^
Deep Run ES 750 . Sl%;,. -.MtS? /..:lS -"' 55ii Tide 1, Pre-K, Preschool, MINC
Ducketts Lane ES 650 Mf . 9(BS '9i% :5^i Titte 1, Pre-K, Preschool MINC
Elkridge ES 760 'Ulfei -iwsk . ;.?»»:'"; 33%

,
; 32% Pre-K

Forest Ridge ES 713
.
'95%; 95» ;104% 34% 34%

Fulton ES 826 » SV; :W5K . 'yKl.^. 5% 5% Re^onai ED
Corman Crossing ES 735 VWSc;'! J 18% 18X Pre-K, Preschool, MINC
Guilforrf ES 4G5 9W 9796. Jt3% Title I, Pre-K
Hammond ES 653 35»<- 9» isijvs 25% j 25%
Hanover Hllts ES 810 1B3».' 101% 33% f 37% Pre-K. Preschool, MINC, Regunal ED
Hoflifield Station ES 732 3W- 110% 104% 24% J 24%
tlchester ES 584 102% 102K .ui» <s <5 Pre-K, Preschool, MINC, ES PL
leffers Hill ES 421 sa» 93.% J369S 34%

-el Woods ES 609 ?IK '-iSs--: , U3% 6U6 49% Title 1, Fu'l-day Pre-K
jonES 527 S2K 92% 99% 12% 12% 0%

Longfellow ES 512 10W lU'iii '.s^% 5^i Title 1, Pre-K, Preschool. MINC
Manor Woods ES fi81 9Z% 9»)i

.
A0, (t%,

Northfield ES 700 imf » ., -lt^-^ 11% 1156 oit
Phelps Luck ES 597 9SK . w» law BSD J36X Title 1, Full-day Pre-K
Pointers Run ES 744 ;'a4»-. 99% 108% <5 <5 Pre-K, Preschool, MINC, ES PL, ALS
Rockburn ES 5B4 102%' 102% 110%' 6% 6% i Pre-K. Preschool, MINC. AL5

Running Brook ES 515 '-91%' ;75K; Wit -5l% Title I, Full-day Pre-K, Preschool, MINC
St Johns Lane ES 612 'Saft.S as» . 1P8% 9% 10%

Steve ns Forest ES 380 ~w»: '. '!s^^ :''tuii'-. ... .SSi. 54% Title 1, Full-day Pre-K

Swansfleld ES . 694 ?'M6S "S5X . 10556 . 6I%
.
^4»

 K
TitleLPre-K

Talbott Springs ES sn iVf)S£^ ittw:'^ 10iBKJ J_fi% Title I, Ful^dav Pre-K

Thunder Hil: ES 509 . 160% 'BlM^'1 108%. 21% ^37% Ifel Reponal ED

Triadelphia Ridge ES 606 'sat; 95, %' <5 <5 ITP

Veterans ES 799 103%. 'jiw' 10S5<" ,__J 21% 22% 1TP, Pre-K, Preschool, MINC
Waterloo ES 603 sw losit 104!tt 24% AW 2(fi(J Pre-K, Regional ED, Preschool MINC

Waverly ES i 788 .Mfc' wm 110% <5 <5 Pre-K, AIS, Preschool, MINC, ES PL

West Friendship ES 414 A. 103S i.flSK-;! 98% 656 Otfi
Worthlngton ES 515 KIS;,. I02?( 107% 5% 6K Pre-K. Preschool, MINC

' Yellow highlight indicates current Title I school Countywide ES FARM 27%

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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Utilization and FARM - Middle & High School

Supt. Proposal - Middle School Projected Utiliiation Students Receiving Free and Reduced Price Meals (FARM)

Middle School Capacity

Impacted
by Future

Capital

Project

BASE

(2020-21)
2020-21 2024-25 Base Proposed Change Regional Programs

Bonnie Branch MS 701 99» : 11^ ;MB»' 32% 30% ~9
Burielgh Manor MS 779 103*!$ 102% t<>i» 11% 11% 0%

Clarksville MS 643 109% 9SE% .;' 95% <5 im

Ounloggin MS 565 -®~ ;iiHf- iBW :. i»:. ': 1S% 19% 0%

Elkridge Landing MS 779 9.6% 401M .u^- 21% 27% 6% ALS

Ellicott Mills MS 701 .
1|!®S.. teiit. ^# 1156 11% 0% Regional ED

Folly Quarter MS 662 lOZSi :l0. 2.% 98% <5 <5

Glenwood MS 545 9.8% i96% 101K 8% ra -i»4

Hammond MS 604 IXK' 1<W% °M»; 19% 30% 119^

Harpers Choice MS 506 97% 1Q8% tOtRS 5^6 34%

Lake Elkhorn MS 643 -3S.^ IQ35S 1Q156 _53?S .^

Lime Kitn MS 721 94% 94% loagfi, <5 .
<5 AL5

Mayfield Woods MS 798 106% UWSi t'M'K _44% j4% 0%|

Mount View MS 798 10&% 107% VMSK. <5 <5

Murray Hill MS 662 i..U*K 1:121% :;l2i»; 38% 138% 0% Regional ED

Oakland Mills MS 506 99% 108% 109% J5K -3S

Patapsco MS 643 @ v^ ;^li)(- :^3^). 17% 18K 1%

Patuxent Valley MS 760 94% 91% l:'-ffl%. :'., J 38% i 37%

3w
-1M
3Thomas Viadurt MS 701 vw '96% sax Jjs%

Wilde Lake MS 721 91% 93% 10Z% _4i?% _4s% ~s
Countywide MS FARM 26%

Supt. Proposal - High School Projected Utilization Students Receiving Free and Reduced Price Meals (FARM)

Capacity

Impacted

by Future

Capital

Project

BASE

(2020-21)
2020-21 2024-25 Base Proposed Change Regional Programs

Atholton MS 1,46D 102% 96% 100% 10% 25% u.
Centennial HS 1.360 120!% " IJW.' ^XITSS-^ 11% 12% ll%

Glenel&HS 1, 420 sist'^ 102^ 105% ' <5 <5

Hammond HS 1, 220 ~® JllGg. ios% ?ia; J39K 1-IX
Et

Regional ED

Howard HS 1/120 w Se'S. "13.9^ 1 ,-^i^-'^l 14% 15%

Long Reach HS 1,488 .
33.^%: 107% laoas ^ 47% J|2% i:a-5K

Marrlotts Ridge HS 1. 615 35% nasi ".4W 5% 8%

Mt Hebron HS 1,400 .MMr iLt!4% "1^^^ 16% 14% i-z% Regional ED

Oakland Mills HS VOO 96% 96% 1W& Jll» -4% ALS

Reserroir HS 1. SS1 109% 104% ;t»s; Z6% 28% jBt_ Regional ED

River Hill HS 1. 488 9?3S lOS^S
.
104% <5 5%

Wilde Lake HS 1,424 9S% 110?i iflsaa JE6% J 38% ia-s%
CountywldeHSFARM 22%

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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Sending and Receiving Matrix . Elementary

Atholton ES

Bellows Spring ES

Receiving Elementary

46

11171
Ball man Bridge ES

Bryant Woods ES 1C6
Bushy Park E5
Centennial Lane ES

Clariuville ES

Qemens Crossing ES
CradlerockES 70 <l0
Dayton Oaks ES

DaepRunes

47

DucketU Lans ES 130 us 238
Elkridge ES 252 1<10|

Forest Ridge ES

Fulton ES

£.
ro
4-'
c
<u
E
<u

w
c

.g
c
a>
in

German Crossing ES

Guilford ES
Hammond ES
Hanover Hills ES
Hollifield Station ES 117
llchester ES
Jeffers Hilt ES

Laurel Woods E5
UabonES

Longfellow ES 32 32
Manor Woods ES

Northfield ES
Phelps Luck ES
Pointers Run ES

Rockburn ES
! 1531

213
170

Running Brook ES 20 58 78
IStJohns Lane ES

IStevens Forest ES IUR) 102
ISwansfleld ES 161 197
ITalbott Springs ES |12G| 126
iThunderHillES 11201 120
IWadelpbla Rldae £S U9

IVeteransES 51
129
51

IWaterloo ES
Waverly ES

West Friendship ES^
Wbrthington ES

Total Receiving



Sending and Receiving Matrix - Middle School

Receiving Middle School

.n9

Bonnie Branch MS

Burleigh Manor MS 107 107

Clarksville MS 207 207

Dunloggln MS 34 34

Elkridge Landing MS 57 51 108
0
0
^
u

GO
(U
Xi
-0

BO
c

T3
c
cu

LO

Ellicott Mills MS 16 44 60

Folly Quarter MS

Glenwood MS

Hammond MS 127 127

Harpers Choice MS 87 62 149

Lake Elkhorn MS 154 154

Ume Klln MS

Mayfield Woods MS <10 <10

Mount View MS S3 42 9S

Murray Hill MS
Oakland Mills MS 48 A3

Patapsco MS 62 62

Patuxent Valley MS 23 23

Thomas Viadurt MS 117 117

Wilde Lake MS 17 27 44

iTotal Receiving 115 87 117 42 154 224 107 105 74 62
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Sending and Receiving Matrix - High School

Receiving High School
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Atholton HS 513 97 610
Centennial HS 231 231
GlenelgHS
Hammond HS 215 215
Howard HS 233 233
Long Reach HS 119 192 311
Marriotts Ridge HS 57 57
Mt Hebron HS 85 82 167
Oakland Mills HS 256 256
ReservoirHS 96 96
River Hill HS 202 276 478
Wilde Lake HS 65 132 197
Total Receiving 471 85 259 119 233 313 257 741 373
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Walkers Reassigned

The following is a count of walkers that are proposed to be reassigned. Please note that these
numbers reflect the entire polygon enrollment when only a portion or fraction of the students
residing in the polygon may actually reside in the walk zone. Walk zones for schools impacted by
boundary adjustments will be re-evaluated following adoption of boundaries by the Board.

Elementary

Bryant Woods E5 -> Longfellow ES 85 Some may be able to walk to Longfellow ES
Cradlerock ES -> Atholton ES 70 Not all were walkers to Cradlerock ES

Lonfellow ES -> Bryant Woods ES 16

itevens Forest ES -> Thunder Hill ES 102

wansfield ES -> Longfellow ES 36

Thunder Hill ES -> Talbott Springs ES 120

Middle

Harpers Choice MS -> Wilde Lake MS 22

Wilde Lake MS -> Harpers Choice MS 17 These'may be potentially elligible to walk to Harpers Choice M!

High

.ong Reach HS -> Oakland Mills HS 24

Mt. Hebron HS -> Mariotts Ridge HS 82 Not all were walkers to Mt. Hebron HS

SUPERINTENDENT'S ATTENDANCE AREA ADJUSTMENT PLAN
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Feed Percentages - Middle from Elementary

Middle School

3
Atholton ES 3S.7*
Bellows SpdngES 2S.2K 11. 3KI
Bollman Bridge ES 47. 2%
Bryant Woods ES 29. 1% ]
Bushy Park ES 33.3M 52. 2%
Centennial Lane ES 55. 6%

Clarksvilie ES 33.9K 36. 6%
ClemensCpassineES 23. 1K
Cradierock ES 31. 1%

Dayton Oaks ES 27. 7% 30.4%
Deep Run ES 41. 896 11. 1% I
Ducketts Lane ES 28, 0% 8-3%
Elkridge ES 45. 4%

Forest Ridge £5 S2. 89S
Fulton ES 15.2% 48. 4%

iorman Crossing ES 54. 3%
0
0

-c
u
I/)

&.
CD
+-.
c

<u
E
<u

LU

iuiiford ES 29. 2% 13. 4% I
Hammond ES 55. 6%
Hanover Hills ES 55.8X1
HolllfieldStaUonES 52. 3»
I Chester ES 43. 1X

effers Hid ES 25. 1% 10. 3%
Laurel Woods ES 10. 6% 45. 7%
Lisbon ES 47. 8M
Longfellow ES 34.9M 7. 7X
ManorWoodsES 29.0X 23. 0%
NorthfieldES 15.3% 47. 2%
helps Luck ES 2S.8X 15. 8%

'ointersRunES il. G% 10, 6%
Rockburn ES 10.791 26. 7%

Running Brook ES 29. 1%|
it Johns Lane ES U.3K 35. 2%
.tevens Forest ES 38. 796
iwansfield ES 14.5% 28. 5% 11. 1%
atbott Springs ES s.ox 304%
hunderHEIIES 16. 9% saax

.rladelnhiaRldeeES 38.9K 1C. 5%
/eterans ES 40. 3% 25. 6%

A/aterloo ES 16. 4% 22. 7%

A/averiy ES 43. 7% 12. 5%
A/est Friendship ES 22.9%

iWorthington ES 41.7K
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Feed Percentages - High from Middle

High School
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Bonnie Branch MS 46. 9% 11. 8%

Burleigh Manor MS 40.4% 30. 0%

Clarksville MS 58. 4%

Dunloggin MS 31. 6% 13. 3% 7. 8%

El kridge Landing MS 34.2% 30. 2%

Ellicott Mills MS 28. 0% 16. 0% 24. 0%

0
0
-c
u

LO
(U
-0
T3

Folly Quarter MS 45. 5% 17. 0%

ilenwood MS 54. 5%

Hammond MS 29.4% 15. 9% 12. 3%

Harpers Choice MS 18. 1% 33. 4%

Lake Elkhorn MS 19.2% 8. 8% 33.4%

Lime Kiln MS 28. 7% 23.5%

Mayfield Woods MS 46.2% 6. 3%

Mount View MS 70.0%

Murray Hill MS 23.3% 44. 5%

Oakland Mills MS 29% 52.2%

Patapsco MS 62.7%

PatuxentValleyMS 47. 0% 14. 5%

Thomas Viaduct MS 28. 4% 11.7% 8, 2%

Wilde Lake MS 28. 1% 41. 8%
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Test Scores - Elementary

Supt. Proposal - Elementary PARCC-Read PARCC-Math
Reading Base Proposed Base Proposedl

Atholton ES 47X 43% 58% 51%
Bellows Spring ES 63K 61% 59% 58%
Bollman Bridge ES 29% 29% 32% 32%
Bryant Woods ES 37% 41% 45% 47%
Bushy Park ES 76% 76% 74% 76%
Centennial Lane ES 75% 75% 82% 82%
Clarksville ES 83% 74% 89% 79%
Clemens Crossing ES 66% 69% 63% 65%
CradlerockES 35% 35% 26% 28%
Dayton Oaks ES 69% 66% 77% 75%

Deep Run ES 37% 40% 40% 41%
Ducketts Lane ES 41% 36% 40% 36%
Elkridge ES 44% 47% 47% 49%

Forest Ridge ES 53% 53% 50% 50%
Fulton ES 70% 69% 77% 76%

German Crossing ES 53% 53% 59% 59%
Guilford ES 39% 36% 36%
Ham mo nd ES 52% 52% 60% 60%
Hanover Hills ES 43% 43% 47% 47%
Hollifield Station ES 54X 54% 56% 57%
IchesterES 84% 77% 77%
leffers Hill ES 43% 46% 35% 38%
Laurel Woods ES 37% 43% 37% 45%
Lisbon ES 67% 67% 57% 57%

Longfellow ES 50% 45% 50% 46%
Manor Woods ES 68% 72% 72%
NorthfieldES 62% 62% 65% 65%

'helps Luck ES 36% 55% 35% 59%
Pointers Run ES 72% 71% 82% 81%
Rockburn ES 65% 65% 70% 70%

Running Brook ES 32% 32% 34% 35%
.(Johns Lane ES 63% 61% 64% 62%
tevens Forest ES 33% 41% 30% 38%
wansfield ES 29% 42% 34% 48%

albottSpringsES 53% 64% 46% 57%
hunderHillES 62% 46% 63% 47%

riadelphia Ridge ES 71% 70% 80% 77%
/eterans ES 55% 54% 59% 57%
Waterloo ES 65% 48% 66% 42%

/Vaverly ES 76% 77% 79% 80%

A/est Friendship ES 70% 72% 66% 69%

Worthjngton ES 68» 69% 72% 74%
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Test Scores - Middle & High School

Supt, Proposal - Middle School PARCC-Read PARCC-Math

Reading Base Proposed Base Prpposedl
Bonnie Branch MS 49% 51% 49% 50%

Burleigh Manor MS 76% 74% 74% 73%

ClarksvilleMS 84% 73% 84% 71%

Dunloggin MS 63% 63% 59% 59%

Elkridge Landing MS 57% 53% 44% 40%

Ellicott Mills MS 65% 65% 66% 66%

Folly Quarter MS 69% 69% 76% 76%
Glenwood MS 63% 64% 60% 61%
Hammond MS 62% 55% 55% 47%

Harpers Choice MS 30% 52% 28% 52%'

Lake Elkhorn MS 35% 43% 27% 37%
Lime Kiln MS 72% 72% 70% 70%

Mayfield Woods MS 43% 43% 37% 37%
Mount View MS 76% 77% 77% 78%

Murray Hill MS 47% 47% 41% 41%
Oakland Mills MS 38% 38% 34% 35%

Patapsco MS 57% 57% 64% 63%

Patuxent Valley MS 44% 44% 37% 37%
Thomas Viaduct MS 38% 40% 29% 31%
Wilde Lake MS 44% 44% 35% 37%

Supt. Proposal - High School PSAT-Read PSAT-Math

Base Proposed Base Proposed
Atholton MS 73% 60% 57% 41%

Centennial HS 79% 78% 69% 6G%

GlenelgHS 76% 76% 62% 63%
Hammond HS 46% 47% 27% 28%
Howard HS 67% 65% 47% 46%

Long Reach HS 49% 52% 29% 32%

Marriotts Ridge HS 81% 80% 69% 69%

Mt Hebron HS 69% 70% 57% 60%
Oakland Mills HS 47% 49% 26% 29%
Reservoir HS 58% 57% 43% 43%
River Hill HS 82% 76% 73% 64%
Wilde Lake HS 45% 52% 27% 36%
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EL Paitidpation Elementary School

Scht)&l, '. ;;>.-.¥! .

.
AtholtonES

; Bellows Spring ES

% EL Participation

Base ^Proposed

<=5% <=5%

-Bollman Bridge ES

iBrya nt Woods ES

IBushyParkES
ICentennialLaneES
iClarksvilIeES

|Clemens Crossing ES

[CradlerockES

! Dayton Oaks ES
' Deep Run ES

; Ducketts Lane ES

^EIkridgeES
Forest Ridge ES

' Fulton ES

iGorman Crossing ES
iGuilfordES

. HammondES

6%

<=5%

s%

6%

<=5%

<=55i
23%

16%

6%

9%

6%

7%

<=5%

20%
15%
6%

9%
6%

7%
6%

7%
7%

.
Hanover Hills ES

'Hollifield Station ES

:llchesterES

:Jeffers Hill ES

. Laurel Woods ES

: Lisbon ES

Longfellow ES

; Manor Woods ES

!NorthfieldES
:PhelpsLuckES
i Pointers Run ES

: Rockburn ES

: Running Brook ES

;St Johns La neES

Stevens Forest ES

;Swansfield ES

Jalbott Springs ES
. Thunder Hill ES

'Triadelphia Ridge ES

IVeteransES

'Waterloo ES

WaveriyES

11%

13%

<=5%

13%

<=5%

<=5%

8%

<=5%

17%

<=5%

<=5%

6%
<=5%

20%

8%
12%
6%

11%

15%
<=5%

9%

11%

<=5%

<=5%

6%

<=5%

9%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
6%

13%

6%

12%
11%

West Friendship ES

:Worthington ES

Countywide Average

<=5%

10%

8%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

9%

16%
<=s%

<=5%

<=5%

7%
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EL Participation - Middle & High School

'School,- . ' ""^ ^. '^

:Bonnie6ranch MS

Burleigh Manor MS

:ClarksvilleMS

Dunloggin MS

, Elkridge Landing MS

% EL Participation

Base . Proposed
6%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

! Ellicott Mills MS

Folly Quarter MS
;Glenwood MS

Hammond MS

I Harpers Choice MS
Lake Elkhorn MS

Lime Kiln MS

Mayfield Woods MS
Mount View MS

Murray Hill MS

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

Oakland Mills MS

;Patapsco MS

Patuxent Valley MS

IThomasViaductMS

;Wilde Lake MS

Countywide Average

<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

6%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

School.

. AtholtonHS

Centennial HS

:GlenelgHS
iHammondHS

. Howard HS

% EL Participation

Base Proposed
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

<=5%
6%

<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

Long Reach HS
. Marriotts Ridge HS

;MtHebronHS

Oakland. Mills HS
Reservoir HS

River Hill HS
Wilde Lake HS

Countywide Average

<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%
<=5%

6%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<=5%
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Race / Ethnidty - Elementary School

American Indian or

Alaska Native

'Atholton ES

[Bellows Spring ES
: Bollman Bridge ES
;Brya nt Woods E5
;BushyParkES
' Centennial Lane ES

;Clarksvf][eES

<=5» <=5

o=5X
<-sx
<=5%

<-5%

<=s%
<-5%

Asian

Base propcied

8% ! 8%

Black or African

American
Nath  HawaHan cr OtheT

Padfttlitendor
Hispanic Two or more

Base Prnpfd

30% 30%

<=5% ; <=5%

21% . 2S»
25% 26X
38% ; 4036

SSK
<=5K

51%

<-s«

Base

<=5%

<-5%
<»5»

Prupniad

<=5X
<=5%

Base Pmpnfd Base

<-5»1
<=5»1

<-SK
<-5K

IOK
11%

10%

10X
23%

12%

23%

14%

PmpD tid

7%
TO

White

Base i pnpord

9%

<-5»l

7%
10K

<=5X

52% ! 45%

27% i 27%
23% l 23%
20% i 22»

CT5X
<-5»

<-5X
oS%

I Ctemens Crossing ES
iCradIercckES

! Dayton Oaks ES
! Deep Run ES
. DuckettsLaneES

.
EIkridgeES

<-5X
<=SK

<-5%

UK
50%

56X

18K
50%
42»

<=5% <=5%

23K
<=5%
<=5%

<-5X
<=s«
<-s%

<=5K ! <^X
<=5% ! <=5X

<=5% ! <=5%

<=5K
<-SK
<-5X

<-s%

4. <-5%
<=5M

' <-5»(

15%

7%
mx

16X 17%

48%

16K
42K

<=5K
<=5%

<=SM
<=5M

19M

<-5X
<=5%

<-s%
<=5%

UK
13%

15X
12%

10%
15W

10X
21%

<=5M
<"5»t

<«5X
05X

16%

<-5%

10%

17%

<-5X

7K
<=5K
11%

18%
23%

UK
23%

39%
27%

29%

25%

<=5K
<=5%

<=5X
<=5%

40%
21%

35X
22!(

6%
<-5»l

o5K
9K
9%
m

7K
14K

<=5%

7X

<-5«
<=5%

72% i 69X
33% ] 33K
27% ! 24%
48X ! 48K
21%
59X

23%
59X

24% ! 22K
22% , 31K
40% ; 41X

; Forest Ridge ES
' Fulton ES

German Crossing ES
iSullfordES
iHammondES

;Hanouer Hills ES
Hollifleld Station ES

sIlchesterES
iJeffers Hill E5
^Laurel Woods ES

: Lisbon ES

Longfellow ES

o5»
<=5K
<-5X
<=5K
<=5X
<-5K

<-5%
<=5%

<=5»(
31%
2»

32%

29%

35%
14%

35K
MX

<-5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5»

.14%

<a5%

<-5%
<=5%

16% ' 15%

13% j 13»1
25% ! 24%

33%
47K

33X
42%

<=5»<
<-5%

<=5K
<-SK

<=5% ' <=5X

11M 11%
12% 12%

7%
10%
7%
7%

99i
7K
nt

<=556

<=5%

<-5X

<=5%
<-5M
<-s%

45% : 46%

27X 27M
UK 13%

29% ; 29%

38% 42»
15% 13»

<=5K
<«5%
WSK

<=5»
<=5%

<=5%

6»
38%

6»
40K

OSM
W5»

<-s»
<=5X

12% 1296

15% 13«
12% UK

<-5M <-5!t

<-5K
<=5%

6%
20% ; 18X
25% , 21%
8% [ S%
23% ; 2W

<=5% j 6X

9M
6%

7K
11%

<=5%

SM

<=s%

<=5%

6«
9X

21K . 21%
41% : 40%
20% , 20%
19K . 23%
37ii : 37»
16% ' 15%
25% l 25%
58% I S8X
20% 2011

<=5K
<=5X

<«5%
<-5%

:Ma nor Woods ES

iNorthfleldES

<=5%
<=5%

<s>5%
<=5%

11%
<=5%

10%

47X;

13%
«5%

9%
41K

52%
c5%
33%
9%

45%
<=5%

38%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=s%
<=5%

<-5»
<=5»

nt
7K
10%

<=5%

7%
73%
23%
35%

14%

79%

20%

41%
48%
34X
46%

55%

21%

38%

21K
31%

29%

25%
45%
23M
19%
36%
63%

PhelpsLuckES
; Pointers Run ES

jRockburnES

; Running Brook ES

:St Johns La neES

;Stevens Forest E5

<=5X
<=5K
<=5X
<=5X
<=5%

<=5%

05%
<>5K
<=5%

17K ; 27K
6X 16%
33% 34X

'9K
38X
9%

9»
25K
10%

<-5%
<=5%
<=5%

;SwansfleldES

:Talbott Springs ES
Thunder Hill ES

;Triadelph!a Ridge ES
: Veterans ES

<-5X
<-5X
<=5K

<-5X
<-5K
<=5%

<=5K
<=5K

<=5%

<=5%

:Wat«rioo ES
;WaveriyES
iWestFriendsWpES
IWorthingtonES
Countywide Average

<-sx
<=5X
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

<-5»
<=5%

<=5%
<=5%

UK ; 19%
<=5% <=5%

35% ; 40%

6X 7%
<-5K ' 10%
<=5% <=5M

13% 13%

57% . 59K
13% ' UK
40% ; 39K

<-5M
<-5M
<=5%
<=5%

<-5>t
<=SK
<=5%
<=5X

6K 6K
30% 16X

<=5% . W5K
<=5% : <=5X

<=5%

7%

9X
9»
6%

7«
<=5%

<-5%
<«5»{

<=5%

<=59S

<-5)S

12%
<=5%

29%
<=5X
23K

55%
40%

19%

29K
15%
31%

n%

52»
23X

SIM
16M

im
29%

49K
22K

51%

21X

39%

35%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5K
<=5%

18K
25%

12K
22%

<=5%
10%
7%

7»
<-5K
10K

34K

9%

<=5%

»s%
<=5%

<=5% 7%
17X
6»

8%

8%

996

8%

16%

3SX
<=5%

<-5M
<=5%

<=SK
7%

<=5%
T%
19K

7K ; 7%
<=5% <=5K

<=5%

39M I 38X
22%

7%

<=5K

<=5%
<°5%

<«5X
<"5X
<=5X

<-5»
<=5%
<=5%

<=5%

<"sx
<-5*

<s5»
7%

<=5%

6%

<=5%

6X
<=5K
7%
6X

48K
17X
t9%
55%

18%
43X
I4M
15%
24%
37%
47K
15%
36X
37%
65%

44%
25% <=5% 12% 7X 34K
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Race / Ethnicity - Middle & High School

""yKSE!"?!'-^:;,
. Bonnie Branch MS

Burleigh Manor MS

ClarksvilleMS

iDunloggInMS

Elkridge Landing MS
, Ellicott Mills MS
. Folly Quarter MS

^GIenwoodMS

! Hammond MS

Harpers Choice MS

. LakeElkhomMS

;LlmeKilnM5

:Mayfie)d Woods MS
Mount View MS

.Murray Hill MS

.

Oakland Mills MS

Patapsco MS

Patuxent Valley MS

Thomas Viaduct MS

.
WildeLakeMS

Countywlde Average

American Indian or

Alaska Native
Asian

Black or African

American

KaU*BH«wllaniiTOth8f
fldflc blander

Hispanic Two or more White

Bi Pre sed

<=;

<=5%

<=s%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

05%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=s%

<=5K

<=5%

. <=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<-s%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=s%

<=5»

<=5%

<=s%

<=5K

<=5%

<=5%

<=s%

<=s%

<-5%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%
:ciW,

Base ; Proposed

16%

48%

40%

33%

17%

32%

27%

8%

12%

16%

44%

31%
34%

16%

34%

27%

9%

13%

24%

10%

28%

13%
36%

28%

13%
39%

17%

<=5%

33%

17%

14%

8%

17%

6%

35%

16%

17%

7%

Base Proposed
26K 26%

12% 12%
6% 17%

16% \ 15%
23% 24%

14% ' 15%
6% 6%

26%

50%

38%

34%

51% 38%
12% 12%

29% 29%

<=5% <=5%

ASK ! . 45%
37% 36%

11% 12%

38% 39%

45% 46%

47% 44%

Base ; Proposed

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=!

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=:

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=s%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<-5%
<=5%

<=5»

<=5%

<-s%
<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

Base i Proposed
15%

<=5%

<=5%

15%

05%
6%

8%

7%

8%

16%

18%

<=s%

25%

<=5%

21%

21K
9%

18%

18%

10%

<-5K
<=59i

11%

16%

<=5%

25%

<=5%

21%

20%

10%

18%

16%

11% 11%

Base . Proposed
7%

6%
<=5%

<=5%

6%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

7%

6%

6%
<=5%

<=5%

6%

<=5%

<=5%

<=5%

7»

<=5% : <=5%

6% <=5%

<=5% i <=5%

10% ' 10%

<=S% ; <=5%

<=5% ; <=5%

Base

35%

;Proposed

37%

2S»
45%

39%

46%

43%

<=5% 21% 25% <=5% 12% 6%

57%

75%

45%

18K
14%

50%

28%
49%

13%

27%

43%

21%

l»K
25%

34%
41%

38%

43%

41%
57%

73%

33%

24%
28%

50%

27%

47%

13%

23%
40%

21%

17%

27%

36%

l"BFSA°sFa!-.
;AtholtonHS

i Centennial HS

GlenelgHS
HammondHS

Howard HS

Long Reach HS
Marriotts Ridge HS

Mt Hebron HS

Oakland Mills HS

Reservoir HS

River Hill HS

Wilde La keHS

Countywtde Average

American Indian or

Alaska Native
Asian

Black or African

American

NaUvt Hiwallanor OUrr

Pacific lilandir
Hispanic Two or more White

Base Proposed
<=s

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=S%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=S%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=5%

<=5K <=S%

<=5% <=5%

Base Proposed

20% 14%

40% 36%

UK 13%
10% 11%

17% 18%

1W 13%
35% 37%

31% 32%

7%

16%

34%

7%

9%

16%

29X
12%

Base ; Proposed

24%

9%

<=5%

39%

10%

CT5%

42%

21%

35%
10%

42%

23%

29%

10%
15%

46%

32%

7%
45%

13%

41%

34%

11%

40%

Base , Proposed

<=5% . <=5%

<=5% ; <=5%

<=5% ! <=5%

<=5% . <=5%

<=5% '. <=5%

<=5% : <=5%

<=5% -, <=5%

<=5% ; <=5%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=S%

<=5% <=5%

<=5% <=5%

Base 'Proposed
8%

<=5%

<=5%

16%

7%
20%

<-5»

10%

<=5%

16%

CT5K

15%

19%

16%

UK 12%

Base ; Proposed

6%

6%

<=5%

7%
7%
6%

<=5%

<=5%

7%

6%

<=5%

6%

7K
7%

<=s%

<=5%

7X
7%

7%

Base : Proposed

42% ' 28%

40% i 41%

76% 74%

26% I 24%
47% ' 44%
24% 32%
48% ! 45%
42% 41%
20X 25%
28% 27%

48% : 48%

26% ; 28%

<=E 20% 24% <-s% 10% 6% 39%
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MAPS

The following maps contain the proposed plans for the attendance area adjustment
recommendations. This proposal is not Board approved. Any changes to the attendance areas will be
approved by tiie Board in November 2019 would take effect at the beginning the 2020-21 school year.
Plans for future years would also require Board of Education approval in fhe fall of the year before
they are to take effect.
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September 1, 2019

To: Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System

Cc: County Council Members, HoCo County Executive, District 9 State Senator, District 9A State
Delegates

Subject: Onpose Pr Martirano's Redistrictine Proposal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

As a longtime resident of Howard County Maryland (residing in Polygon 176) and a parent of two young
children, I am writing to express my significant concerns about the impact of Or Martirano s Attendance
Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

Consider these facts:

1. Neighborhoods in a 1-mile radius from River Hill High school will have students going to 3
different high schools!

2. Atholton sending 610 students out and receiving 471 students for a total turnover of 1081
students!!

3. Atholton and Oakland Mills High school boundaries gets split In multiple sections and separating
communities.

1. River Hill is an under-capadty school (projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range); the proposal wants to move 478
students out and bring in 741 students in that is a net gain of 229 students. The total turnover of
students will be 1229 students !! That is a rate of over 80% of the school total capacity. This is

the highest turnover school in the county as proposed!!! This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary fo.ra school.

4. The polygons that they propose to move from River Hill to Wilde Lake live about 1. 5-3.5miles
away from River Hill.

5. The proposal will TRIPLE the distance to about 6-9 miles away and increase commute times in
the morning and for after school activities.

6. The overall FARM rate of River Hill will increase from less than 5% to 5%.

7. The Proposal mentions to move 513 students from Atholton to River Hill.
8. The polygons that they propose to move live farther away to River Hill than communities closer

to River Hill High School. Also, the FARM rates of Atholton are less than 10%.

Hero's how my children and family will be impacted:

1. My children from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High School bus and car
traffic, en route to Wilde Lake High School.

2. Their commute would triple (as compared to River Hill High School).
3. Such long commute times would affect their sleep (at least 2 hours of sleep deprivation daily),

family time reduced, and could lead to higher probability of accidents given that high school
students would be new drivers on the road driving longer distances with increased traffic jams.
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4.

5.

6.

7.

Also:

1.

2.

3.

Longer commute also reduces parents' engagement with the schools since they're further away
and this would impact the childrens' education.
Longer transportation times would lead to higher expenses for the Board of Education with zero
return on investment and higher polluting emissions. These are our tax dollars that are being
wasted instead of being spent on appropriate educational resources.
Given the impact on my schedule, I may not be able to pick up my kids in time after their
extracurricular activities so those activities may have to be cut down, affecting their education
and all-round development.
Our family chose to go to these local schools (like River Hill High) when we moved to our current
home. We treat our local schools as part of our community, which is being torn apart. Our
friendships affected (since local children will now be sent to 3 different high schools); so, the
choice taken away from us and all of us are feeling these impacts. This redistricting plan is
disruptive of our community.

Any re-districtine croposal should instead be fpcysedgn_those_fiye High Schools that are

operatine above Tareet Utilization levels (110%).

Transferring students from a school with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio,
only results in better "averages" for the schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS.

Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not improve scores - they
increase stress and hardship for families.

Let us discuss some alternative scenarios includine:

1. River Hill High School could receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton
or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools. There should be a way to
improve capacity utilization and reduce the 7, 396 students being disrupted.

2. Postpone redlstricting until 2022 (for HS13) by using additional temporary classrooms. Allow

time to plan the move in a non-disruptive manner. We owe stability to our kids.
a. Consider this article: "Switching Schools: Reconsidering the Relationship Between

School Mobility and High School Dropout" published by JHU Dept of Sociology (Joseph
Gasper, Stefanie DeLuca, Angela Estacion) - per the abstract- "Youth who switch
schools are more likely to demonstrate a wide array of negative behavioral and
educational outcomes, including dropping out of high school."

3. Do not redistrict at all. Consider creating a system where underperforming students would be
given a choice where to attend school (within a certain radius); motivate such students to
attend local schools with the capacity and capability. Add resources (teachers/specialists) and
therefore improve scores by directly targeting underperforming students, adding resources and
boost test scores. Title 1 schools already offer such resources for economically challenged
students. We should focus on underperforming students fortrue education equity.

Thank you,

Raj Tuliani (Very concerned parent)
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School Redistricting

S9 1 Action Items s

Dear Dr., Martirano,

I hope you are doing well. Thanks to you and your team to constantly working to improve our county
education and environment to benefit our families and kids.

I am writing to you to share my opinion about a recent proposal on school redistricting. It s really
unfortunate to be at the current situation and surprises me that we have to deal this issue in one of the best
county in our nation. I also feel somewhat shame, that we (county officials and parents) end up using kids
education as a bargaining tool.

My concerns is. We are encouraging, and promoting something like second child syndrome. Your proposal is
similar to the syndrome effect, few kids are more prone to receiving privileges , while the others in the
family (county) is more likely to receive indulgences, they no longer has their status as the baby and is left
with no' clear role in the famUy, or a feeling of being "left out". A typical parent wouldn't show unbalanced
love between their children. Your proposal is like stealing peacefulness, opportunity to learn and bright
future from one set of county schools kids and giving it to other set of county school kids. The biggest
concern is that, this a social test which as no facts or background data to prove that the receiving kids will
show progress Let's not show progress by asking kids to scarify their quality time, friends and hard work.
You can't take credit on someone donation's money, you have to spend money from your bank account to
take some credit.

If balancing FARM is primary issue we are trying to resolve, where the end goal is to deliver quality of life
and educadon equally to all kids in our county, then kids should not be part of the solution equation.

Why do I oppose your proposal?
1. Your proposal virtually distributes across county schools, here you are impacting kids across all
families, you are taking away time from parents and make the kids travel longer which will also
increase transportation cost. Instead build low income houses near schools that can share and provide
an opportunity to move family not just moving kids. You are separating kids from their own family.
2. More people on road is more cost for county to maintain and operate, eventually you are going to
disturb all businesses by increasing travel time by adding more traffic on road. This will have a direct
impact on county economy which may force businesses to move out of county.
3. More traffic could cause more pollution and waste of energy which will end up in more health
issues.

4. Families in your county will be frustrated and exhausted every day. Your proposal will have a
direct impact on Kids on a daily basis, kids health -less sleep, more stress. Imagine every day at this
early age they have to wake up at least 45 minutes before than their typical time, which will have a

https^/mgamail .md .gov/owa/prajection. aspx 1/2
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school programs.

5. Evidence is mounting from sociology research that this kind of situation where parents and kids
gets frustrated and exhausted every day will impact happiness and increase divorce rates and impact a
good family across the county.
6. We know we are going to have new school district HS #13 in 2023, let's wait and consider
solution that can serve the county people for long period. Too much of changes in short period is not
healthy.

Your proposal is for Kids and they should not be part of your solution. They should be just at the receiving
end getting benefits. I would strive to use this opportunity by creating awareness on qualities. Support Kids
& parents to promote Volunteering service which could save cost and reduce expenses, where the cost saving
could be spend on the areas to reduce FARM price. Promoting "donation" habits to increase quality of
education across county.

Don't push us to move out of county or state please, this is our home and it is disturbing and takes away
confidence that Howard county officials are not for public and they are more in this role for personnel gain.

Our nation has prides to have "leave no man behind" mantra and we take very step to follow that, our county
is part if this great nation, how come we had a heart to even proposal a solution to impact majority of the
kids to fix one issue. I am pretty sure our county officials are smarter than this proposal.

Thanks

Senthil K Ranganathan.
Parent of Two kids.

Living in Howard county from 2005.
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Dear Members of BOE, Dr. Martirano, Mr. Balt, and Council Members,

We are Hong Zhou and Xiaomin Un, from Polygon 3176. We have lived in Howard County since
1998. We have 2 sons, one is a graduate from Cedar Lane School, and the other an incoming
junior at River Hill HS. The redistricting plan won't affect our boys, but we are still writing to
you to voice our opposition to this plan.

The first stated goal of the redistricting is to balance capacity utilization, alleviate crowding.
Our home school River Hill HS is under capacity, and the distance from our neighborhood to
River Hill HS is 4. 2 miles. Common sense would dictate no base to move our kids to any other
school but to keep them in River Hill HS. But to everyone's surprise, instead of simply_
proposing moving in more students to RHHS, the redistricting plan calls to move out 478 RH^HS
students~(202 RHHS students to Gtenelg HS, 276 RHHS students to Wilde Lake HS), move in 741
students from other schools (96 students from Reservoir HS, 132 students from Wilde Lake,
513 students from Atholton HS) for the mere net increase of 263 students. Instead of
affecting 263 students/families, this nonsensical plan is to disrupt the life of 1219 students/
families, involving total 58 potygons. Anyone can see this plan is not solving the problem of
crowding or under capacity, but creating more problems such as wasting precious resources on
busing, dramatically increasing commute time and stress on students and families of our
neighborhood.

The basic concept for school districting is the close proximity from home to school, and Jt^
should be the guiding principle for redistricting as well. Keeping our kids from Polygon 3176
in River Hill HS is the only sensible solution.

The second stated goal of the redistricting is to advance equity by addressing FARM
distribution. FARM rate indicates students' household financial situation. By averaging out
FARM rates in each school, it only achieves the appearance of equal household financial
situation in each school; it does not help out students who use FARM program in any
meaningful way. Programs like FARM actually help out these students. BOE should try to find
real solutions like FARM program to help these students. For example, creating free after-
school programs for students who uses FARM program, setting up funds for these students to
use .for certain academic enrichment programs, etc. If addressing FARM distribution can
contribute equity, then it only means that HCPSS allocates fewer resources to schools with
higher FARM rate. If that is the case, then we as residents of Howard County would demand
an'investigation of HCPSS budgeting process and financial data, and demand equity in
resources allocation among all HCPSS schools.

Furthermore, using FARM rate as one criterion for achieving equity among schools is
misconstrued at best. We value education because we think good education is the only way
for personal advancement in society. That means one can overcome his/her circumstance by
doing well in school. That means family resources do not determine one's education and
success. Using FARM rate in each school as an indicator for equity basically sends out the
opposite message.

We are for equity, but do not think addressing FARM distribution through redistricting is the
way to go. Using FARM data to allocate school resources might make more sense. Therefore,
we oppose your plan to move our kids based on this.



The 3rd stated goal of this redistricting is to prepare for new high school#13. We ask whether
you foresee another round of redistricting when high school#13 opens. If your answer is yes,
then you should postpone this round of massive redistricting. Instead, you should take the
time to come up with a less disruptive redistricting plan to be implemented at the opening of
high school#13.

We moved from Baltimore County to Howard County in 1 998. One reason was that so our
elder son could attend Cedar Lane School, the old Cedar Lane School in Harper's Choice
Village. Another reason is to reduce Hong's commute time. These are the 2 most common
reasons for families to decide where to live, good schools for kids and less commute time for
parents. We hope you agree families have this right to make this decision and their decisions
should be honored and respected. Your redistricting plan seems to take away this right from
families. We hope you understand you do not have the authority to do so. As school system
officials, your goal should be to improve every school, to provide same opportunity to each
kid, to create an environment that kids from all backgrounds can thrive. We don't see
meaningful gains in your very disruptive redistricting plan. We oppose it strongly.

We encourage you to read all the communications from residents regarding this redistricting
plan, to organize more community gatherings/hearings in every part of Howard County to
hear out families. We hope you will come to a sensible conclusion which is to abandon this
redistricting plan.

Best Regards,

Hong Zhou and Xiaomin Un



My Two Cents

A DEEPER DIVE BY MAHNOOR R.

HeUo, my name is Mahnoor Rao. I'm 13 yrs old, and am going to 8th
grade this year. I hope that you decide to not redistrict, because I am being
torn away from aU of my friends, and my new highschool is 'A an hour
away by car, and by bus even longer. I would have to wake up at 5 am or
even earUer. Additionally, I wanted to foUow in the footsteps of my family
and go to riverhill and join debate, astronomy club, delta scholars, and
Future Doctors of America. I Uve in polygon 176, which is only 3 minutes
away from Riverhm, and WUde Lake is almost 25 minutes away from my
house, many of the clubs I want to join are not available there. I would not
have as many academic opportunities if I were to go to River Hm High
School.

I understand your concerns regarding sodoeconomic and racial
disparities in HCPSS. You state that, "four Howard County PubUc School
System high schools with percentages of students who participate in the
Free and Reduced Meal (FARM) program that are at or above 40 percent,
nearly twice the countywide average of 22 percent" and that 5 other schools
are at 1^ or less than the county average, from what I understand, you
should provide subsidised and cheaper property throughout the whole of
Howard County, rather than shuffling up its students like a deck of cards.

In the RESOLUTION NO. 112 - 2019 you express concerns m

graduation disparities based on race and participation in the FAKMs
program in relation to access and equity in the school system. However, in
Howard County Public School System's report. Equity: Responding to 5
Performance and Opportunity Gaps in HCPSS (June 2019), it
states, "differences in graduation outcomes might be predicted earlier in a
student's career. Specifically, student attendance, acadeinic performance,
access to a well-rounded curriculum, and discipline/behavior data have all
been found to correlate with graduation rates" so it is more likely that
many of these schools with higher populations ofhispanic students, FARMs



students, and african american students or students of african descent

, 'black', (all of these groups which you stated were lagging in graduation
rates) require more and better resources, and fanding.

Before moving students around to different schools, you should work
on bringing aU howard county schools up to the same level and standard.
You will find that without improvement even with the redistricUng, the
students in these schools will continue to have lower graduation rates,
standardized testing scores, and grades, regardless of race or financial
position. As. stated in, "Education Gap between Rich and Poor is Growing
Wider. " New York Times (Online), 22 Sep 2015, policy prescriptions go
beyond improving teachers and curriculums, or investing in bringing
struggling students up to speed. They include helping parents, too: teaching
them best practices in parenting, raising their pay and helping them with
the overlapping demands of work and family", you need to focus on
helping the community that all these children live in.

Many of these neighborhoods can be crime ridden and have
substance abuse which can be a devastating consequence or influence on
students preventing them from academic success. Student success runs
much deeper and farther than just the waUs of a school, but into students'
communities, and families. "Exposure to extremes of violence and neglect,
inconsistent and unreliable care, and unloving adults can be so stressful
for children that their developmental potential is compromised or
distorted. The results of such exposure can range from stunted emotional
and intellectual development to death" (Addressing the African American
Achievement Gap: Three Leading Educators Issue a Call to Action) many
underperf arming students face stress outside of school, it is important that
as a community we work to provide resources and help to every
individual. Academic problems can often be a reflection of stressors from
outside environments, like home life, community, relationships, and media,
as stated in foster edu's 3 Ways Stress Negatively Affects Student
Performance " when a student is stressed and preoccupied, it takes over
their ability to focus during lectures or studying. Stress may even cause
students to drop out of school or drop dasses. The 2010 American CoUege
Health Association National CoUege Health Assessment reported more than



25 percent of students say that stress lowered their grades or ability to
finish a course."

Moreover, after the completion of the new highschool being built, the
county wiU once again have to redistrict, and have to go through this
process once more. Redistricttng places another stress upon students. The
fear of being separated from friends, community, and the chance to no
longer follow in their sibling's footsteps and legacy.

Now be it resolved that Howard County works on providing schools
with more resources (especially those in which graduation rates, test
scores, and grades are lacking), and to bringing all Howard County Schools
onto the same standard. Additionally howard county should focus on
communities and provide parents and students with resources. Crime rate
and substance abuse should be focused on and eliminated, as they can

have negative impacts on youth, not only academically but emotionally



August 29, 2019

To: Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System

Cc: County Council Members, HoCo County Executive, District 9 State Senator, District 9A State

Delegates

Subject: Oppose Pr Martirano's Redistrictine ProDosal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

Asa longtime resident of Howard County Maryland (residing in Polygon 176) and a parent of two young
children, I am writing to express my significant concerns about the proposed impact of Dr Martirano's
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated in
Dr Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts and impacts.

School Attendance Area impacts;

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistricting of Polygon 176 would more than double the distance students travel to get to school.

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 Is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High School (RHHS).
Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is S^.miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS). Using WAZE, the
commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be 3x as long as the commute
to River Hill High School.

In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High
School bus and car traffic, en route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019

proposal.

Such long commute times would affect student's sleep, family time, extracurrlcular activities,
and could lead to higher probability of accidents given these high school students would be new
drivers on the road driving longer distances with Increased traffic jaros.
Longer commute also reduces parents' engagement with the schools since they're further away
and this would impact the child's education.
Longer transportation times would lead to higher expenses for the Board of Education with zero
return on investment and higher polluting emissions.

Our family chose to go to these local schools when we moved to our current home. We treat our
local schools as part of our community, which is being torn apart; choice taken away from us
and all of us are feeling these impacts. This redistricting plan is disruptive of aur community.

Capacity Utilization and Disruotion imoacts:
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Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2)Target
Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program
capacity and (3) Utilization [item T).

The 2019 Feasibility Study (httDS://www. hcDSS. ore/f/schoolDlannine/2019/2019-feasibiIitv-studv. Ddf)
notes the following findings:

1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This
is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization through the
10-year projection period of the study.

3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools and receive
741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school that
is currently operating within each of guidelines [P], [S] and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. The board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students including 478
students from River Hill High School which is currently operating within Board Policy guidelines
about Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.

5. Any re-districting proposal should instead be focused on those five Hieh Schools that are
operating above Target Utilization levels (110%).

6. I believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools
that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and [T]. For instance, since River Hill High
School is operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it should receive students
from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out
to other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education can request a plan that achieves better
capacity utilization with less than 7,396 total students being relocated.

7. Do not redistrict now if you are planning to redistrict anyway in 2 years and then too, do it in a
thoughtful, non-disruptive manner. We owe stability to our children. Consider this article:
"Switching Schools: Reconsidering the Relationship Between School Mobility and High School
Dropout" published by the authors at JHU Dept of Sociology (Joseph Gasper, Stefanie DeLuca,
Angela Estacion) - the abstract states - "Youth who switch schools are more likely to
demonstrate a wide array of negative behavioral and educational outcomes, including dropping
out of high school."

8. Superintendent Martirano indicated he sees no other way to solve the capacity issue other than
this redistricting plan in 20-21. However, temporary classrooms (portables) have been around
for a long time. What prevents us from adding more of these portables for highly utilized
schools to minimize these impacts until HS13 is ready?

Equity:

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of
Howard County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school attendance areas to provide
quality, equitable educational opportunities to all students and to balance tlie capacity utilization of all
schools.
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Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and
supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with
the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BoE's definition of achieving
equitable" educational opportunities. I hereby request the Board of Education identify ways to

provide additional educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school
with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in better "averages" forthe
schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES
DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS,

In conclusion, I recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies regarding both
Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176; I understand there
are many other children who are affected similarly or worse county-wide.
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of
Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student
transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of students being sent and received. Boundary
adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected to be over
capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.

The proposal does not provide additional resources directly and LOCALLY to students in need, it
simply provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent
FARM ratios; they need additional education resources provided directly to their OWN schools.
Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not improve scores - they
increase stress and hardship for families.

Thank you,

Raj Tuliani

Concerned parent
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School Redistricting

I was pleased to see Dr. Martirano's plan for redistricting titled "Equity in Action^" as I am one of the
pla nners for the upcoming Indivisible HoCo Education Conversation "Equity in Redistricting" planned for

September 4th.

I am hoping, as Democrats, you would agree that equity is an essential element to our ideals^and that you
will lend your support to this plan. I'm sure there will be adjustments made as the Board of Education
hears from the community, but the overarching theme of equity must prevail. I would be sorry to hear of
anyone working against this plan or using any other influence to undermine it.

Marijane Monck

ht4is://mgamail. md. gov/owa/projection^spx
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You replied on 9/13/2019 12:56 PM.

Hi,

I hope you are doing well. This email is with regard to the proposal for the school redistricting
in Howard County. I reviewed the materials in detail and I would like to express my concerns that
are very grave in nature in my opinion.
At a broad level, this proposal
1. Leads to longer commutes to kids and again this impacts children's education as
longer commute leads to less sleep and more stress
2. Reduces parent's engagements in the school programs and that is detrimental to the
school, community and more importantly children's education. This is going against
HCPSS BOE's commitment to promoting family's and community's involvement in school
programs
3. Only distributes the FARM rate and not actually reduces it and that means the sodoeconomic
inequalities will be hidden or appear softened rather than truly addressing to
reduce it

4. Significantly different from the original studies and comes after the open comment
period
Now to the details.

Longer commutes lead to more stress, less sleep and unhealthy lifestyle
It is a widely acknowledged and accepted fact that longer commute leads to less sleep,
less exercise and more stress - eventually an unhealthy lifestyle. A simple google search
on this topic will establish this fact (sample
one: https://www. citylab. com/life/2019/05/high-school-commute-drive-sleep-exercisechildren-
teens/588850/)

In our situation, the proposed school is about 8 miles (assuming the shortest route, and
the actual route may be different considering pick-ups from other neighborhoods) from
our house and we are looking at least 45 mins commute (one-way) considering the pickup
stops. Only god knows how long this would take during indement weather conditions
and high traffic days. I am sure many people have this concern. Have you considered this
at all in your plan? Because I do not see any reference to how this plan proposes to handle
this. I sincerely request you to abandon this plan and not to pass the unnecessary burden
and stress to the children and let them focus on their studies.

Reduction of Family Engagement in school activities:
One of the main reasons for the overall success of the Howard County education is the

https://mgamailjnd. gov/owa/projectionASpx 1/3
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Reference: https://www. hcpss. org/parents/involvement/
Adopted by the National PTA Board of Directors
"Countless studies have shown that children who receive consistent, loving
attention from their parents perform better in school and lead happier lives than
those who don't. Parents are children's most important teachers, role models, and
guides. They have a responsibility to stay involved with their children in positive
ways, through school, family activities and daily conversation."
Joan Dykstra, National PTA President, 1996-97 and Howard County Parent
As per the proposal that is put forward, the commute time has almost tripled to the high
school (River Hill to Wild Lake). Like many parents, we uprooted our family to this
beautiful Howard County across the country, changed jobs, and bought a house in a
community that is closer to school so that we can be involved in school activities. This
proposal is literally robbing that opportunity to get involved in their school programs,
volunteering activities, mentoring, PTA, etc from many parents across the Howard county.
In our family, as both of us need to work to meet our ends meet, and given the school is
much farther from our home and job, it severely restricts us from participating in the
school programs if this proposal goes through. Many of many friends share the same
sentiment across the county.

Advance Equity:
I believe all of us wants to achieve equity and personally, love a vision built on equity
but that means the kids and the communities must get the right level of support and
resources needed.

Reference: https://www. hcpss. org/policies/6000/6010-school-attendance-areas/
(Equitable - J.ust or fair access, opportunities, and supports needed to help
students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same
things.)
This proposal only addresses the distribution of the FARM rate rather than truly
addressing the real problem. How do we guarantee thatjust moving kids to different
school will address their needs? As per your comments, all schools are great schools in
Howard County and I certainly believe that. If all schools are great schools, then how do
we really achieve equity just by changing schools? Managing the FARM rate will actually
hide the problem or address the symptoms at best rather than addressing the problem
and in no way, guarantees achieving the equity and in the process, this proposal penalizes
the children by giving them bigger commute time.
I urge to consider scrapping this plan and develop a new plan that provides the right level
of support and resources to the neediest kids rather than doing this experiment at the
children's expense.
Timeline, Strategy and Process:
Ail of us understand that we need to follow the due process and the established strategy.
However, there is a huge glare when we look at the final proposal against the proposed
strategy in the feasibility study published in June'19.
Reference: https://vnA;w. hcpss.org/f/schoolplanning/2019/2019-feasibilitv-studv. Ddf
(Page 32(High School Strategy): Continue to construct the New HS #13 in Jessup
and Hammond HS addition for opening in SY 2023-24. The boundary process to
open HS #13 would occur in Summer 2022, for implementation in SY 2023-24.
Boundary scenarios for SY 2020-21, included in this document, considered utilizing

htEps://mgamul . md .gov/owa/projcction. aspx 2/3



9B3/2019 Concerns regarding the proposed redistricting plan for Howard County

{? Reply all Delete Junk I ^

longer term, after the opening of HS #13. Boundaries will be reevaluated for the
opening of HS #13, but attempts to alleviate crowding and small feeds to Long
Reach HS from Elkridge Landing MS are considered for the interim.)
We are more than happy to welcome additional students to utilize the available capacity
in schools such as River Hill, however, I do not see any rationale to move the kids out of
River Hill. Besides, this strategy nowhere specifies or even hints this large-scale change in
the upcoming proposal. This proposal has come and left with little time for the public to
review and react.

In light of the above concerns, I sincerely request your support in scrapping this plan completely
and build a new plan that addresses equity concerns but also considering the inputs from the
community and without penalizing the children and communities.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Zarkar

A concerned father and a community member
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:31 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. ' Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to_the_communrty. ", not "with or for the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Shyam K Balani
President
BizlT Consultants Inc.
Cell: 1-263-678-4503
Work: 1-443-873-1493
Email: shyam. balani@bizitconsultants. com

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/prajection .aspx 1/2



9/23/2019

f? Reply all

Oppose Rediatricting Plan - Polygon - 176

Delete Junk I ^

Columbia, MD 21046
USA

https://mgamail .md.gov/owa/projecticn .aspx 2/2



9/23/2019

^> Reply all v

Oppose Redistricting Plan - Polygon -176

Delete Junk I v

Oppose Redistricting Plan - Polygon -176

Sunil Komathi <sunilkom@gmail. com>^..^

^rf:> Tue 9/3, 11:02 AM

^ Reply all

mavis_ellis@hcpss.org; kir5ten_coombs@hcpss.org; vicky_cutroneo@hcpss.org; chri+1 more V

School Redistricting

You replied on 9/13/2019 11:32 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.
3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and Bo.E. This proposal was done "to_the^ommunity. ", not "with or for the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thanks
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:32 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

Regarding the proposed redistricting plan, I am opposing this measure due to the below:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.
2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is

.many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.
3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.
4. Adds substaiitially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less'(5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).
5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated for
2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does not fix overcrowding and js an exercise
m spreading ouYan'issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without moving
iion-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent, the
HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "tortie^ommumty. ", not "with or for the community".
I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Smitha Kuppalli

Polygon 176
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:34 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,
The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:
1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive busing / transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (20-30 minutes).
5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new Jessup
HS school slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "tojhacommunity. ", not "with or for
the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:34 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:
1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.
2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.
3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving f7om-three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).
5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13
slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPS8, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "with or for
the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thanks,

Siddeswar

#######################
Siddeswar Ambarkar
Cell: 3012634845
Home : 240 477 7200
#######################
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:39 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,
The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:
1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive busing / transportation program.
2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.
3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (20-30 minutes).
5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new Jessup
HS school slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "with or for
the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.
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You replied on 9/13/2019 11:39 AM.

Forwarded message
From: Baskar Swaminathan <itsbaskar@>gmail. com>
Date: Tue, Sep 3, 2019 at 10:22 AM
Subject: Oppose Redistricting Plan - 183
To: <mavis ellis@)hcpss. org>. <l<irsten coombs@hcoss. Qra>, <yjd<y cutroneo@hc|2ss^rg>,
<christina delmont-small@h£pss^rg>, <jennifei_mall2.@h£|2ss^rg>, <sabinaJaj.@jT£|3SS^rg>,
<chao wu@hcpss.org >

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,
The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:
1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13
slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "tojhecommunity. ", not "with or for
the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thanks
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/13/2019 11:39 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,
The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:
1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive busing / transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (20-30 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new Jessup
HS school slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, -the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to_tt!e_community. ", not "with or for
the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal. .
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/13/2019 11:40 AM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13
slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "with or
for the community".

1 implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and
their communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Best Regards,

Shekhar Gupta
214-476-2856 (Celi)
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Vishnu and Neelima Busireddy
5002 Crape Myrtle Ct
EIlicott City, MD 21042
yishnubuslreddv@email. com

nbusireddv@email.com

410-294-1120

To:
redistl-ictins(5). IlcDss.org

Howard County Board of Education Members
Ms. Mavis Ellis mavis ellis@.hcDSS.ore
Ms. Kirsten Coombs kirsten coombs(S), hcDss.ore

Ms. Vicky Cutroneo vickv cutroneo®.hcDss.ore
Ms. Christina Delmont-Small Christina delmont-smallfai. hcpss.ore
Ms. Jennifer Mallo Jennifer mallo@. hcpss. ors

Ms. Sabina Taj sabina taifaihcoss. org
Mr. Chao Wu chao wii(2>,hccss.ors
student member(S!hcDss. org, and

Superintendent, Howard County Public School System
Dr. Michael J. Martirano,

Dear Board of Education (BOB) Members and Dr. Martirano,

We are parents of a 7th grader going into Folly Quarter Middle School. As longtime residents of
Howard County, our intent is to stay here and raise our son in this wonderful and diverse
community of ours. Based on the current school boundaries, he will be attending Folly Quarter
Middle and River Hill High. We are writing to you about the proposed impact ofDr Martirano's
Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As noted in the
Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed witli three primary goals as
excerpted below:

The driving priorities for this process:

/. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.

2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and
Reduced-price Meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

3. Plan ahead for the High School #13 redistiicting by minimizing double moves as much as
possible.

1| Page



We have also studied and respect the published policies which die BOB utilizes in making
decisions with regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010
(httDS://www. licDSS. ore/ooIicies/6000/6010-school-attendance-areas/):

Unfortunately, recommendations from the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan,
dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve
the three primary goals as stated in Dr Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts.

School Attendance Area:

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The
proposed redistricting ofPolygon 176 (we reside in this area) would more than double the
distance students travel to get to school and does not make any logical sense.

My son and other kids in the neighborhood think of River Hill High as their future high school
from the time we moved to our current neighborhood more than 5 years ago from a different part
ofElIicott City to be closer to our friends, and their families and to have the kids continue their
bonding and brotherhood. The proposed redistricting plan is going to crush their childhood
dreams by forcing upon them this unreasonable, thoughtless, and divisive redistricting plan
which will not only separate kids from their friends, take the communities apart, and introduce
them to the political games that the so called leaders are shoving upon the kids, families, and tlie
community.

My son and his friends dreamt of representing the River Hill and River Hill Hawks in activities,
ranging from sports to educational competitions and other school programs, not only because of
its proximity to our house and go past the school whenever we have to step out of our
neighborhood, but also because of seeing older kids in the neighborhood and cousins
representing the school, participating and contributing in school fundraiser events, which led to
these innocent young brains to create affinity and bonding to the River Hill High and make them
believe and think tliat they will one day be attending the same school which they drive past few
times every day. Our neighborhood kids also got acquainted to the school, as they go there to
play tennis and other sports during summer holidays and on weekends and evenings. It is not fair
to shatter the dreams of my son and other kids in this great neighborhood and across the county,
by saying that "NO YOU CAN'T ATTEND YOUR LOCAL SCHOOL".

Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High
School (RHHS). Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 5^_miles from Wilde Lake High School
(WLHS).
Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be
3x as long as tlie commute to River Hill High School.
In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive past the River
Hill High School and tl-irough River Hill High School bus and car traffic, en-route to
Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019 proposal.
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Capacity Utilization:

Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2)
Target Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of
program capacity and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study (https://vvww. hcDSS. ora/f/schoolDlannine/2019/2019-feasibility;
studv. odf) notes the following findings:

1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization
through the 10-year projection period of the study.

3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools
and receive 741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary for a school that is currently operating within each of guidelines [P], [S]
and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total
students including 478 students from River Hill High School which is currently
operating within Board Policy guidelines with regard to Projections, Target
Utilization and Utilization.

5. We believe any re-districtins prooosal should instead be focused on those five Hieh
Schools that are operatine above Target Utilization levels (110%);

6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less
disruption at schools that are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and [T]. For
instance, since River Hill High School is operating well within the target utilization
range, perhaps it should receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake,
Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools.

We believe it is a wonderful idea to bring students from underperforming schools to
better performing adjacent schools, but moving students the other way with the
specific purpose of adjusting the statistics is misguided and sets a terrible
precedence. We respectfully request that the BOB request a plan that achieves better
capacity utilization with less than 7,396 total students being relocated.

Equity:

The very first sentence of the Policy Statement ot'HCPSS rolicy 6U1U is The Board of
Ediication of Howard County, -with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school
attendance areas to provide aualih'. equitable edvcational opportimities to all shidents and to
balance the capacity utilization of all schools.

Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statementas: Just or fair access, opportunities,
and supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing
barriers to success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same
things.
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The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BOE's
definition of achieving "equitable" educational opportunities. It is quite evident that the
recommendations for redistricting is a case of social engineering and purely based on race and
ethnicity. There is no logic or case studies offered to show this type of social engineering will be
successful. We hereby request the BOE identify ways to provide additional educational
resources, funding for schools in need, raise awareness, create plans to include parent
volunteers and others to contribute their time and effort to enrich kids with activities

ranging from education to recreational, author new programs to have peer to peer learning
and knowledge sharing sessions which will benefit all the kids across the county, rather
than adjusting the statistics to make you feel good. Transferring students from a school with a
low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in adjusting the statistics for
the schools, but DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL
RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS. Socioeconomic
issues such as income equality, better employment opportunities should be addressed by our
elected officials at the County and State levels.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan Recommendations dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious
inconsistencies widi regard to botl-i Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

We recommend the BOE to be considerate and sympathetic to the magnanimous negative
effect this plan will shower on the county residents and their families, to the quality of life that
Howard county has been providing so far, please STOP and NOT ALLOW this dreaded
Number Game to be Played with the county residents!

The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176.
Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board
of Education projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total
student transfer of over 1,000 children inclusive of students being sent and received.
Boundary adjustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or projected
to be over capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students or schools in
need, it simply provides more consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not
need consistent FARM ratios, they need additional education resources and funding
provided directly to their schools.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

AAnu^i/tbK t^' <4jtA»]^
Vishnu and Neelima Busireddy
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Jeannette Balciunas

12449 Watkins Bridge Lane
Clarksville, Maryland 21029
Polygon #3-\76

2 September 2019

To: Howard County, Board of Education

RE: Oppose Martirano's Proposal

I am opposed to the recent redistricting plan proposed by Dr. Martirano. This
proposal is outrageous - uprooting over 7,000 students and disrupting their
routines at school, at home, and within their community.

My family moved to Polygon 3176 in HoCo for several reasons, family, work
and the close proximity of River Hill HS to our home.

Under the new plan my children will be relocated from a high school that Is 2
miles away to one that is 7.3 miles away. That bus ride changes from a 10-15
minute bus commute to over 30-45 minute bus commute and Includes passing

our current districted high school. These times are approximate and potentially
could be even longer with rush hour traffic. My children will also be at risk for
increased sleep deprivation given the earlier times they will need to get ready
for school in the morning in addition to completing their daily chores/activities
at home in the evening. This puts them at risk for decreased academic
performance citing the longer bus routes and times to and from school. Their
extracurricular activities will be impacted as well as their time spent socializing

with family and friends in our comniunity. In turn, these changes will lead to
increased stress on my children and my family and decrease their academic
performance even further.

Please vote against Dr. Martirano's redistricting proposal.

Sincerely,

Jeannette Balciunas

Polygon 3176



September 3, 2019

Re: Opposition to the Superintendent's Redistricting Plan

Dear Board of Education Members,

My name is Priti Bajaj and I am a current resident of Howard County
(Polygon 176). I am writing to express my concerns regarding the
redistricting plan put forth by Dr. Martirano.
As a mother of three, the redistricting of polygon 176 would more
than double the distance my children would have to travel to get to
school. It would also triple their commute time on the bus. This
extended commute would not only be costly to the Howard County
school system, it would also be detrimental to the growth of our
children. As a pediatridan, I know the effects that a longer
commute ride can have on children. There are various studies that
have been published that describe the association between longer
commute rides and less sleep, less exercise, less involvement in
extracurricular activities, worse academic achievement, and
increased stress in children. Children with longer commute rides
are also less likely to be socially integrated in their school
community. Thus, with the drastic increase in commute times, this
redistricting plan would be causing devastating harm to all of the
children of Howard County.

As a pediatrician, I also know the negative effects that switching
schools can have on children. Studies have demonstrated that
youth who switch schools are more likely to demonstrate negative
behavior and educational outcomes. With preparations in place for
High School #13 to be built in 2023, it is important that this massive
relocation of 7, 396 students be postponed in order to limit the
number of switches these Howard County students wilt have to
make in the future.

In regards to River Hill specifically, currently, River Hill High School
is projected to be at 94% projected utilization for the 2019/2020
school year. This is at the tower end of the target utilization range.



Therefore, it seems contradictory that under Dr. Martirano's plan,
River Hill would send 478 of its own students to other schools and
receive 741 students from other schools. This is extremely
disruptive and unnecessary for a school that is currently at the
lower end of the target utilization range. Instead, it would make
more sense for a school like River Hill to receive students from
nearby schools, such as Wilde Lake or Atholton, without sending 478
students out to other schools.

Finally, transferring students from schools with lower FARM ratios to
schools with higher FARM ratios only results in more equal FARM
percentages on paper for the schools. It does not actually help
students in need. It is important that the Howard County Board of
Education focus on providing direct resources and educational
opportunities for schools/children in need, instead of shuffling
students around for better averages on paper. This will not solve
the problem of helping children in need.
After carefully analyzing Dr. Martirano's plan, I reject his proposed
redistricting plan and encourage the Howard County Board of
Education to carefully reevaluate this plan for the benefit of all of
the children of Howard Counfy. The fate and well being of our
children are in your hands. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Priti Kaur Bajaj, MD

Polygon 176



September 3"', 2019

Deor Board of Education Members,

I am writing as a concerned Howard County resident (Polygon 182) and parent about the proposed impact of Dr.
Mar+iranos Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. This latest redis+ric+Eng plan
put forth by br. Marfirano's Proposal Fails to Meet Policy 6010 Standards and does not achieve the three primary goals
as stated in his letter. The arbitrary movement of 7,300 students is just absurd. I could go into all the specifics of
this, but many of my fellow citizens who oppose this latest proposal have done so in a very articulate manner.

Howard county has needed a plan for the last 30 years... When I graduated from Oakland Mills in 1989, Howard High
School was overcrowded and here we are 30 years later and ifs operating at 1357o of capacity. The County Sovernment,
Zoning, and Board of Education have all failed the great citizens of this county. We are in the top 5 of the richest
counties in the country and we can't figure out how to get our children educated with the least amount of stress to them.
The county 9overnmen+ and zoning have failed us in letting communities get built, that do nothing but fill the tax coffers.
There has not been much care put into infras+ructur&, schools and affordable housing over the last 30 years. This has
led us to where we are today. We can't fix the past or the present but must come up with a plan to help everyone to fix
the future.

So, with that said, I am here to offer a solution. One that would let all high school students finish out their career at
their given school if they can get transportation to school. No student should have to switch High Schools once they
have started. All kids should be grandfa+hered in, not just rising Seniors. High School is hard enough let alone moving
students to different schools to satisfy some political number crunching. Let's remember that these high school
students are in their most impressionabie and least stable phase of their precious lives. We are here to nurture +hern to
become the best they possibly can. Not treat them as a Polygon that can moved at whim.

My proposed solution to the overcrowding is not building a new high school and moving thousands of kids around to fit into
the new 13 districts, but ra+her take that money and build additions to the 4 most overcrowded high schools in the
county. This plan involves moving onty 6 polygons and 274 students or 1.5% of high school kids. Howard, Hebron,
Centennial and Hammond would be the schools getting the additions. Howard's addition would increase the size by 600
s+uderrts and the other 3 schools would have their sizes increased by 350 students. The cost of the new school at
$130. 7 million for 287,000 square feet at 1650 students breaks down to the just below the national average (180 sqft)
of 174 square feet per student at a cost of $455 per square foot (well above the na+ional average of $235 per square
foot). So, if we were to use that cast for the additions being built, Howard's addition of 600 students would cost $47.5
million and tha other 3 school additions with 350 students would be $27.7 million each. This equals the cost of the new
school with the additional capacity of 1650 students in the county. Coupled with the 6 polygon moves, puts all schools at
97% or less of capacity. Polygon 133 would move 77 students from Athol+on to Wilde Lake. Polygons 46, 2046 and 3046
would move 92 students frotti Reservoir to Hammond. Polygons 33 and 81 would move 105 students from Long Reach to
Oakland Milles, See the chart below.



School Capacity Students % Full ADD
Athdton 1460 1499 . SfS
Centennial 1360 15G4 Efl^i J 350
GIenelg 1420 1198 84%
Hammond 1220 1342

Howard 1420 1888

. Long Reach 1488 1525
Marriotts Ridge 1615 1421

Mt Hebron 1400 1636

OM 1400 1181

Reservoir 1551 1571

River Hill 1488 1377

Wilde Lake 1424 1268

Cost

$ 27, 724, 242

$ 27,724, 242
$ 47, 527, 273

$ 27,724, 242

NewEnr K Full RD1 RD2 RD3

1422 . 9?X':. -77
1564 * 91% -;
1198 84%

1434 . 91'Ni ' 92

1888 . 93%, i.

1420 95% , -105

1421 ' 88% /
1636 93%-

1286 ;9» ! 105
1479 95% . -92
1377 . 93% '

1345 . 94%- . 77

17246 17470 101% 18896 92% $ 130,700,000 17470 92%

Now if I can do this in a few hours of my time, I think that the Department of Education should be able to come up with
this sort of plan given all the information they gathered in the last Feasibility Study that cost the tax payers $35 million
and we still do not have a solution. It's time for our elected and appointed officials to think outside the box and come up
-ith a plan that works. If schools need more resources, we need to 9et them the resource, not move polygons around to
moke the numbers look better. I don't have the time for middle and elennen+ary schools, so I apologize, but I am sure
that we could come up w'rth similar plans for those as well.

There's only one way to lose u/eight and get in shape, and that's to put the work in. There's no magic pill, just plain old
fashion hard work. That's what this county needs to get back to. If the elected and appointed officials can't get this
done, they need to be removed from off ice and put in some minds that can get it done. There. should be no excuse for
Howard County not to be able to tackle this issue and put it to rest.

So please vote NO to this proposal and spend the time and resources to come up with a viable solution.

Thanks.

Kevin Har+z
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School Redistricting

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family
members is many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple
moving from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13
slated for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an
exercise in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or
redistributed without moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the
Superintendent, the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "wrth_or
for the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all hloward County Public School students and
their communities and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thanks
Jyoti Gupta
2I4-843-5576(Cell)

https://mgamait .md.gov/owa/projcction ,aspx 1/2
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/12/2019 2:26 PM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools-still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding -the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over aggin in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "with or for the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Shyam K Balani
1-2i?-?-y.a.Y!?-l].d-??-r-i?. y^?y

EllicottCity

MD 21042

http5;//mgamail.md.gov/owa/prajection. aspx 1/2
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School Redistricting

You forwarded this message on 9/12/2019 2:38 PM

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the communit/', not "with or for the community".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thank you,
Paul and Jen Funk

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projcction .aspx 1/2



Dear Board of Education Member: 9/3/2019

I am writing to you as a concerned parent and citizen of Howard County. I am truly concerned about
the school redistricting plan that Superintendent Martirano and the County Council have recently
proposed. I have over 10 years of teaching as a college professor and have been on both sides of the
classroom my entire life. As an educator myself, I believe that equity in education is extremely
important. Also, as a minority and a female who has worked primarily in a white, male-dominated
engineering profession, I truly appreciate a racially diverse environment.

Growing up in the US as a child of immigrant parents I had my first job as a newspaper delivery girl
when I was in elementary school and rode my bike around the neighborhood to deliver papers. I did
not have the privilege of attending before and after care programs. I did not participate in summer
camps or many after school activities. This is not because they were not available, rather it was
because there wasn't public transportation; there wasn't ail after school late drop off bus; my parents
were unable to get off work early to pick me up; and honestly, the programs were too expensive for my
family to afford. My elementary, middle and high schools were only a couple of miles from my home,
however, still too far and not safe for me to walk or bike by myself. My parents worked long hours and
most days I only saw my dad at 6am for breakfast and then again in the evening after 7pm. If I did
have the opportunity to participate in any activities, I cannot imagine a scenario where he would have
been able to attend games, performances, or concerts. While these are just some of the issues I had to
deal with growing up, I was lucky enough to attend schools that were closest to my home.

While neither my husband nor I grew up in Howard County, we moved here since we believe in the
power of public education. Both my husband and I went to public schools our entire lives, between us,
we have attended some of the best and worst in this country. We had no family when we moved to
Maryland and could have chosen to live closer to our work. However, we chose Howard County
because it has some of the best public schools in the country while also providing a truly racially
diverse community.

The superintendent has shared his plan on how to make the county more socioeconomically equitable.
However, I do not believe simply shuffling students creates any real equity for any of the students. As
someone who did not grow up in a privileged home, I recognize the true struggles these families face
on a daily basis. His plan does nothing to alleviate the struggles and in my opinion, creates more stress
for all tlie families that he wishes to redistribute. Instead, money needs to be allocated for the schools
and families in need. Zoning laws need to be changed and developers need to be held accountable to
help pay for the schools. Moving thousands of children is irresponsible and creates a negative impact
on those kids and their families. Additionally, the extra stress does not even fix the overcrowding issue
since 21 schools will still be above the 110% capacity. Also, this does not address the new high school
13 which is slated to open in 2023. Will the redistricting happen once again at that time? Moving
children multiple times in just a few years is also extremely irresponsible and disruptive to the kids,
their fainilies, the schools (sports programs, choir, orchestra, band, etc. ), and the community.

As an extra side note, substantially increasing children's commute times and in many cases tripling the
time they will spend on the bus will only take away from their sleep and learning. Not to mention the
extra ttaffic in Howard County and adding to greatly to tlie expense of transportation. Again, this
money can be used to actually help support the students and their families rather than giving it to the
bus companies.



I recognize that redistricting is necessary to alleviate the stress of overcrowded schools but doing it at
the cost of breaking communities apart is absolutely ridiculous. Presently, I live within 2 miles of
River Hill High School in Polygon 3176. We can hear the band and the crowds cheering during
football games from my home. My children were in elementary and preschool when they first cheered
on the River Hill Hawks at a football game. We go to the games not because we know anyone^on the
team nor do any of my children play football, but rather because it is part of our commumty. This is
what makes communities! It is supporting each other and our neighbor's children, even if we don't
know them. Proximity to the school is the only reason we are able to attend the games and support the
team. Additionally, because of proximity, my children have participated in spoils booster camps at
River Hill High School run by the high school coaches. As a family, we have attended the River Hill
High School orchestra concerts, attended plays by their theater students and enjoyed the Hawks talent
shows. Currently, the superintendent's plan has my children getting on a bus, driving directly past their
neighborhood high school to attend a school much further away from home.

I urge you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students, their families,
and the communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

Thank you for your time and attention to this extremely important matter.

Sincerely,
Sarangi Parikh
Polygon3176
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School Redistricting

You forwarded this message on 9/12/2019 2:42 PM

Qian Li (polygon 176)

Today is the first day of new school year and I know if my children are still adjusting from summer vacation I can drive
them to their middle school and high school in the morning if they need more time to rest(especially in the morning).
But what am I going to do for next year? Our current river hill high school is only 2miles away but the proposed
redistricting will be sending one of my child to Wilde Lake high which is 7 miles away from our house and 10 miles
away from our middle schoolffolly quarter). My husband has a lot of business trips as he works hard to provide the
family so I need to handle the children all by myself in the morning most of the time.
Please stop the long commute proposal.
Let students have more sleep time and attend our neighborhood high school.
Regards,
Qian Li

Sent from my IPhone

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projccdon .aspx 1/2
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/12/2019 2:48 PM.

Dear Board of Education Members,

I am writing on behalf of my family resident of Polgyon 176 who are concerned about the proposed
impact of Dr Martirano's Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019. As
noted in the Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with three primary goals as
excerpted below:
The driving priorities for this process:
1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS, cost effectively.
2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating in the Free and Reduced price
meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.
3. Plan ahead for the High School #13 redistricting by minimizing double moves as much as possible.
We have also studied and respect the published policies which the Board of Education utilizes in making
decisions with regard to school attendance areas, specifically Policy 6010
(https://www. hcpss. org/po[icies/6000/6010-school-attendance-areas/):
Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with the guidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three primary goals as stated in Dr
Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts.
School Attendance Area:

School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed
redistricting of Polygon 176 would more than double the distance students travel to get to school.
- Using Google Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High School (RHHS). Walnut
Creek / Polygon 176 is 5.8 miles from Wilde Lake High School (WLHS).
-Using WAZE, the commute time from Polygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would be 3x as long as the
commute to River Hill High School.
- In addition, many of the students from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High School
bus and car traffic, en-route to Wilde Lake High School under the August 20, 2019 proposal.
Capacity Utilization:
Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which are (1) Projections [item P], (2) Target
Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment between 90% and 110% utilization of program capacity
and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study (https://www.hcpss.org/f/schoo]planning/2019/2019-feasibility-study.pdfl notes
the following findings:
1. River Hill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020 school. This is at
the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

https://m gamail.md.gov/owa/projcction.aspx 1/3
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3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 4/B students to other schools and receive 741
students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and unnecessary for a school that is currently
operating within each of guidelines [P], [S] and Pl of Policy 6010.
4. We believe the board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students including
478 students from River Hill High School which is currently operating within Board Policy guidelines with
regard to Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.
5. We believe any re-districting proposal should instead be focused on thos6 five High Schools that are
operating above Target Utilization levels (110%).
6. We believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at schools that
are operating within the guidelines of [P], [S] and m. For instance, since River Hill High School is
operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it should receive students from nearby schools
such as Wilde Lake, Atholton or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools. Certainly, the
Board of Education can request a plan that achieves better capacity utilization with less than 7, 396 total
students being relocated.

Equity:
The very first. sentence of the Policy Statement of HCPSS Policy 6010 is The Board of Education of Howard
County, with the advice of the Superintendent, establishes school attendance areas to provide quality,
equitable educational opportunities to all students and to balance the capacity utilization of all schools.
Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or fair access, opportunities, and
supports needed to help students, families, and staff reach their full potential by removing barriers to
success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or everyone having the same things.
The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 is not consistent with
the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010, nor does it follow the BoE's definition of achieving
"equitable" educational opportunities. We hereby request the Board of Education identify ways to
provide additional educational resources to the students in need. Transferring students from a school with
a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio, only results in better "averages" for the schools. IT
DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO
THE STUDENTS.

In conclusion, we recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of Attendance Area
Adjustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and serious inconsistencies with regard to
both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.
- The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176
- Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Board of Education
projection, utilization and capacity guidelines and would experience a total student transfer of over 1,000
children inclusive of students being sent and received. Boundary adjustments should be focused on
schools operating over capacity or projected to be over capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
- The proposal does not provide additional resources directly to students in need, it simply provides more
consistent FARM ratios across schools. Children do not need consistent FARM ratios, they need additional
education resources provided directly to their schools.

Regards,
Anya.V

htEps://mgamail.md.gov/owa/projecdon.aspx 20



9/23/2019

^ Reply all

Oppose Redistricting Plan - Ploygon 176

Delete Junk |v

Oppose Redistricting Plan - Ploygon 176

Q, Anjali Riya <pnjabi16@gmail. com>
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/12/2019 2:54 PM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Members, I am writing as a concerned Howard_^_
resTdenf(PoiygonT76) and parent about the proposed impact^of D^Martirano's

Presentation of'tfie'Xttendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.
2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual
family members is many more thousands when'considering parents, siblings, etc.
3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110%
capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, pommutestimes,
will triple moving Tromtliree miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 -
minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regardmg the
new HST3'siatedTor"2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few
years?
6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding
and is an exercise in spreading out an issue notjjx[ng it. FARM populations can be
addressed or redistributed witRout moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Cpmmunlty. an.d,, the.
Superintendent the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not
"with or for the community".

Umplore. you to review the facts. implications to all Howard County Public School
stuc^ntsand their communities. ancTreject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived-prQRQsaL

As noted in the Executive Summary on Page 4, this proposal was developed with three
primary goals as excerpted below:

The driving priorities for this process:

1. Balance capacity utilization among schools throughout HCPSS. cost effectively.
2. Advance equity by addressing the distribution of students participating Jn the Jfree
'and'Reduced'pnce meals program (FARMs) across schools to the extent feasible.

https://mgamail. md.gov/awa/projection. aspx
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We have also studied and respect the published policies which the Board of Education
utilizes in making decisions with regard to school'attendance areas, specifically Policy
6010 (https://www.hcpss.org/policies/6000/6010-schoolattendance-areas/):

Unfortunately, the Presentation of Attendance Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20,
2019 is not consistent with the fluidelines of Policy 6010 and does not achieve the three
primary goals as stated in Dr Martirano's letter. Please consider the following facts.

School Attendance Area: School Attendance area and geographic proximity is a
consideration of Policy 6010. The proposed redistricting of Polygon 176 woufd more
than double the distance students travel to get to school.

- Using Gpqgle Maps, Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 2. 1 Miles from River Hill High
School (RHHS). Walnut Creek / Polygon 176 is 5. 8 miles from Wilde Lake High School
(WLHS)'.

- Using WAZE, the commute time from Pqlygon 176 to Wilde Lake High School would
be 3xas long as the commute to River Hill ffigh School.

- In addition, many of the students from Polygonl 76 would have to drive through River
Hill High School bus and car traffic, in-routeto Wilde Lake High School under the
August 20, 2019 proposal. This additional driving distance will be costly for the school
system and potentially dangerous for children.

ity Utilization: Policy 6010 identifies three key aspects to school capacity which
are (1) Projections [item P],- (2) Target Utilization [item S] which is defined as enrollment
between 90% and 110% utilization of program capacity and (3) Utilization [item T].

The 2019 Feasibility Study
(£lttps://www. hcpss. org/f/schoolplanning/2019/2019- feasibility-study. pdf) notes the
following findings:

1. RiverJ-lill High School is projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range.

2. Page 33 of the Feasibility Study indicates that River Hill is within Target Utilization
through the 10-year projection period of the study.

3. Under Dr Martirano's proposal, River Hill would send 478 students to other schools
and receive 741 students from other schools. This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary for a school that is currently operating within eac1i of guidelines [P], [S]
and [T] of Policy 6010.

4. The board should reject a plan which moves approximately 7,400 total students
including 478 students from River Hill High Schoof which is currently operating within
Board Policy guidelines regarding Projections, Target Utilization and Utilization.

5. Any re-districting proposal should instead be focused on those five High Schools that
are operating above Target Utilization levels (110%).

6. 1 believe the Board of Education should support a plan that includes less disruption at
schools that are operating within the guidelines of [P}, [S] and [T]. For instance, since
River Hill High School is operating well within the target utilization range, perhaps it
should receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Athblton or Howard,
without sending 478 students out to other schools. Certainly, the Board of Education
can request a plan that achieves better capacity utilization with less than 7,396 total
students being relocated.

https://mgamai[ jnd.gov/owa/projection .aspx 113
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opportunities to all students and to balance the capacLty_ut!!Jzatjon of all schools.
Furthermore, "equitable" is defined in the policy statement as: Just or tair access^ ^

1'ities, and supports needed to help students, famijies, and staff
pofentialby removing barriers to success that individuals face. It does not mean ec
or everyone having fte same things.

The Presentation of the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan_dated August 20, 2019 is not
consistent with'the Board of Education Policy Statement 6010,^nordoes it follow
BoFs'definitionof achieving ̂ equitable" educational opportunities. We hereby request
the'Board of Education identify ways to provide additional educatjonal resources to
students'in'need. 'transferring'students trom a school with a low FARM ratio^to^
with a 'high FARM ratio76nlyTesuHs jnJ3ettej-/'averages"^or e^hools;mEQ^
PRbviD^ANY'INCRE'ME^tAL'EDUCAtlONAL RpS OURCES OR OPPORTUNITES
DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS.

In conclusion, I recommend the Board of Education reject the Presentation of
Attendance Area'Ad'iustment Plan dated August 20, 2019 due to the numerous and
serious'inconsrstencles'regarding both Policy 6010 and the stated goals of the proposal.

- The proposal would triple the commuting time of students in Polygon 176
- Many affected schools including River Hill High School are operating within the Boai^d^
of Education proiection, utilization and capacity guidelines and^would experience a
studenttransfer of over 1, 000 children inclusive of students being sent and received.
Boundarv'adiustments should be focused on schools operating over capacity or
projected to 6e over capacity based on the 2019 Feasibility study.
- The aspect of this proposal intended to create "equity" does not provide^ add^io^nal^
resources'directTvto'students in need. Children do not needconsistent FARM ratios;
they~need'addit?onai education resources provided directlyjfijhejr schools and
classrooms.

Thank you,

Anjali Lal

5021 Lindera Ct., EIIicott City, MD, 20142

Howard County Resident

https://mgamail. md.gov/owa/projecdon. aspx 3/3
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School Redistricting

You replied on 9/12/2019 2:56 PM.

Dear HCPSS Board of Education Member,

The Superintendent's redistricting proposal:

1. Puts in place a complex, over-engineered, expensive transportation program.

2. Moves thousands of children irresponsibly. The negative impact on individual family members is
many more thousands when considering parents, siblings, etc.

3. Does not fundamentally fix overcrowding with 21 schools still above the 110% capacity.

4. Adds substantially to children's commute times. In many cases, commutes times will triple moving
from three miles or less (5-15 minutes) to seven miles or more (30 - 45 minutes).

5. Does not address or incorporate student population management regarding the new HS 13 slated
for 2023. Is the county planning to do this all over again in a few years?

6. Introduces a redistribution of FARMS rates. Why? This does nor fix overcrowding and is an exercise
in spreading out an issue not fixing it. FARM populations can be addressed or redistributed without
moving non-FARM children.

7. Leads to a permanent divide between a substantial part of the Community and the Superintendent,
the HCPSS, and BoE. This proposal was done "to the community", not "with or for the community. ".

I implore you to review the facts, implications to all Howard County Public School students and their
communities, and reject Dr. Martirano's ill-conceived proposal.

https;//mgamail.md.gov/owa/projection^ispx 1/2



Julie Kim, M. D.

5910 Perfect Calm Court

Clarksville, MD 21029

To Whom It May Concern,

Septembers, 2019

It was a pleasure seeing Superintendent Martirano at the River Hill Protest 8/27/19 and watch him
engage with the crowd. Thank you for the opportunity to respond to his Superintendent's
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan (see attached).

I am a concerned Clarksville Elementary School parent, resident of polygon 187, and prospective
homebuyer. As a transplanted New Yorker, I was delighted to see the value placed on sodoeconomic
diversity. We can learn so much from people different from ourselves and there is a tendency in the
suburbs to live in a homogenous bubble. I am also a child of immigrants who emphasized education
and hard work to live the good life. My conception of the good life is to raise my children in a safe,
healthy. diverse environment in which to grow and maximize their potential. It is why I moved to
Howard County, despite the cost, commute, and my own cosmopolitan tendencies.

I represent a multi-ethnic coalition of public school parents opposing redistricting, as it is currently
proposed. As a clinical trial reviewer, I see the following concerns generated by the report:

a. The report indicates (page 10/34) that Clarksville Elementary (with a maximum capacity of
543) will receive 161 students, more than tripling the proportion of Free and Reduced-Priced
Meats Program (FARM) recipients from <5% to 17%. However, it will not send any out. Since
this school is using all available classrooms, it appears class size and student:teacher ratios
will have to increase to accommodate the proposed change. The physical plant is already
strained; the cafeteria doubles as an auditorium and different grades take shifts for lunch
because its capacity is limited.

I am concerned that Clarksville Elementary is being overly burdened if the goat is
desegregation and equally distributing the FARM burden across the county. Other less
ethnically diverse elementary schools (f. e., Lisbon, Bushy Park, Dayton) have larger or similar
capacity but are receiving 0-47 students with minimal increase in FARM percentage (either
staying at <5% or maxing at 12%). It is unclear why more FARM students aren't being
transferred to those particular schools to better equalize the FARM and racial proportion
across the county.

To distribute ethnic diversity and FARM students more evenly across the county and
mtntmfze undue stress on Clarksvflle Elementary, please consider sending more students
to other elementary schools and decrease the number of students received in Clarksville
Elementary.

b. The report indicates (page 21,34) that test scores will decline from base-to-proposed at
Clarksville Elementary by approximately 10% in PARCC-Read (from 83%-74%) and PARCC-Math
(from 89%-79%). However, we are preparing our children to enter global hyper competition in

1



the future. It appears as though the unfortunate by-product of the plan is reduced academic
excellence and rigor.

I am concerned with mediocrity and teaching to the test. We must maintain a challenging
academic environment. With a large influx of low-scoring students (averaging an alarming
50% below the current norm), it seems most of them may be a grade level or more behind
their peers. I am concerned that advanced learners will be ignored and left to stagnate,
while'others are struggling to remediate the bare minimum of skills needed to pass
standardized tests.

To ensure the highest levels of academic engagement, please provide recommended
strategies on how slow and advanced learners would be integrated in the same school.
For instance, will there be intensive remediation efforts prior to redistricting to ensure a
smooth transition for those behind grade level? As a former SAT and TOEFL instructor, can I
and other Howard County residents volunteer for Saturday tutoring of students with failing
test scores? Since the upgrade in academic peers constitute a de facto scholarship for those
who might not be able to'afford to live in Clarksvilte, can the students selected to go be FARM
students within 1 standard deviation of the current PARCC average to permit more effective
skills transfer? Will we be able to reinstate our technology teacher full-time (whose position
was reduced to half-time) next year? Will classes be tracked?

As a graduate of one of the top magnet schools in the country (e. g., Hunter College High
School), I would also like to recommend designating one of the centrally located high
schools into a magnet once the new high school (HS 13) is in place. Unlike traditional
exam schools, if there were a quota system (i. e., top 10% from every feeder school and
historically marginalized population, such as FARMS), advanced learners of alt backgrounds
across the county would have an opportunity to interact meaningfully. We already see a
successful version of this each summer at the Howard County Gifted and Talented Summer
Institute, when children all over the county congregate at Wilde Lake Middle School. In the
DMV region, Fairfax and Montgomery counties have enjoyed reputable magnet high schools
(i. e., Thomas Jefferson High School) that feed into top colleges and universities for some
time. 1,2

c. It is of concern, as a prospective homebuyer, that many neighbors in Clarksville have dashed
expectations for desirable middle and high schools after signing on mortgages for expensive
homes. I am reluctant to invest more time and money in a community that does hot value my
contribution or respect prior commitments.

Moreover, it stinks that some board members might stand to gain from redistricting by
transferring their children into the desired schools and possibly increasing their property values.
Such blatant conflicts of interest and apparent abuse of public office should not be tolerated. To
minimize corruption, please request that such board members be recused.

Finally, I am concerned with the tenor of the debate. Councilmembers Rigby, Jones and Jung
recently publicly stated:

' https://www. niche. com/k12/search/best-magnet-hiah-schools/s/vir^'nia/

2https://www. niche. com/k12/search/best-maanet-hfeh-5chools/s/maryland/



This socioeconomic and racial segregation in the school system is contributing to increasing
achievement gaps and decreasing graduation rates for low-income students and students of
color. Historic systems have created these achievements gaps [SIC] and it is incumbent on the
County to introduce new systems that foster necessary change.3

It is important to acknowledge that de facto segregation is a stubborn stain that persists in our
country due to the legacy of slavery since 1619. However, it appears that Councilmembers Rigby,
Jones and Jung are defining segregation too narrowly. There seems to be a flawed working
assumption that Asian Americans do not count as students of color or experience setbacks due to
exclusion and underestimation. Please note that the report indicates (pages 26-27/34) Clarksville
Elementary and Clarksville Middle are already ethnically diverse schools with over 50% students
of color (e. g., Asian American, African American, Latino). I am also aware that Ctarksville
Elementary serves a disproportionate population of disabled students. Unfortunately, the proposed
plan penalizes many students of color (i.e., Asian Americans, African Americans, Latinos) and Whites
in Clarksville with relocation to less desirable schools to remedy a wrong they did not commit.

While diversifying socioeconomfcally is a worthy goal, disruption and anguish for those currently in
Clarksville should be minimized because we are in this together. As you may already be aware,
Howard County leads the state of Maryland in public school quality.^ Currently, it is uniquely poised
to lead our nation in achieving intelligent integration, equal opportunity and academic excellence,
which I believe are values consistent with Columbia's founders and unite us.

Let's not squander this historic opportunity and expand the pie for all. Our community can do better
than fight over scraps, be divided, and repeat mistakes of the past.

Thank you for your time and attention. Feel free to contact me for any questions or comment.

All the best to you,

Julie

P. S. Please see the attached photo of my son with his friends; multi-ethnic students on their first day
of school at Clarksville Elementary. With the proposed plan, they would be zoned to separate middle
schools.

CC: ShawnaFrazier, M. B. A.

Christian Cao

Maria Gutierrez, M. D. Ctaudia Palmer, R. N.

Yinqi Zhang, Ph. D. Rang Guo, Ph. D.

3httDS://cc.howardcountvmd.Bov/Portals/0/Documents/CoundlMain/Press%20Releases/2Q19/

CMR OJ DJ%20Deseereeation%20Press%20Release.pdf

.' httDS://www. niche. com/k12/d/howard-countv-Dubl1c-schools-md/



Maria J. Gutierrez, M. D., M. H. S.
5896 Indian Summer Drive
Clarksville, MD, 21029

September 3, 2019

Dear Dr. Martirano,

Thank you for your constant efforts to improve our children's education in Howard County. I
am a resident of the River Hill community. Our family would be redistricted under the proposed
Attendance Area Adjustment Plan and I share the concerns of other parents in our
neighborhood (outlined in Mrs. Yinqi Zhang and Mrs. Julie Kim's letters). I also wanted to
mention a few additional points that I hope are considered during upcoming discussions.

First, as families at Clarksville Elementary School (CES) and neighbors of River Hill, we build
friendships and community ties due in large part to interactions at our elementary school where
we are a diverse and engaged community. As a result, our kids benefit from this environment
inside and outside the classroom. Dividing CES graduates between Clarksville and Harper's
Choice Middle Schools would disturb our neighborhood dynamics. I invite you to please find
solutions that do not disrupt the healthy social dynamics of naturally-established communities.

Second, please consider that uprooting students from their childhood friends and community
during pre-adolescence exposes them to adolescent health problems. The middle school years
(puberty and early adolescence) are a period of special vulnerability to mental health issues
(e. g. depression, suicide), substance abuse and other dysfunctional behaviors Riskfactors for
these problems include low neighborhood attachment, transitions and mobility and low
commitment to school. On the other hand, protective factors include strong attachments to
school, community and positive peers. Therefore, is it really necessary to disjoint well-
functioning pre-teens at CES from many of their neighbors and childhood friends during this
vulnerable time? ........

Having, fun and spending the adolescence years in their community and with
friends "vaccinates" our kids against these problems and yields many other positive outcomes.
Please take into account the special developmental characteristics of our children's growing
minds when redrawing school boundaries.

There is also a risk of decline in parental involvement and community disengagement if our
students are forced to attend schools away from their community and friends. In an era of strong
advocacy to decrease funding and find alternatives to public education, the fragmentation of
parental support and disengagement from our schools may debilitate our public schooj system
for years to'come. Please consider this potential unintended outcome of your plan before
implementing changes that lack community support.

Finally, while trying to foster integration among our students is commendable, redistributing
the demographics of our schools as proposed would disjoint communities like ours where
minority children (like my family) and students from very different backgrounds have established
friendships and feel that they flt-in. Preserving bounds and community attachment is a very
effective way to foster the development of your minority and disadvantaged students. Please do
not dislodge them from communities where they have been successfully assimilated.

In summary, unfortunately, I cannot support your plan in its current form as it divides my
community and it is unnecessarily burdensome for children in my neighborhood and my family.
Nonetheless, am confident that meaningful alternatives exist. Consider enlisting us, your



September 13, 2019

To: Howard County BOE, Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent, Howard County Public School System

Cc: County Council Members, HoCo County Executive, District 9 State Senator, District 9A State
Delegates

Subject: Oppose Pr Martirano's Redistrictine Prooosal

Dear Board of Education (BOE) Members and Dr. Martirano,

As a longtime resident of Howard County Maryland (residing in Polygon 176)and a parent of two young
children, I am writing to express my significant concerns about the impact of Dr Martirano s Attendance
Area Adjustment Plan, dated August 20, 2019.

Consider these facts:

1. Neighborhoods in a 1-mile radius from River Hill High school will have students going to 3
different high schools!

2. Atholton sending 610 students out and receiving 471 students for a total turnover of 1081
students!!

3. Atholton and Oakland Mills High school boundaries gets split in multiple sections and separating
communities.

River Hill is an under-capacity school (projected to be at 94% Projected Utilization for 2019/2020
school. This is at the lower end of the Target Utilization range); the proposal wants to move 478
students out and bring in 741 students in that is a net gain of 229 students. The total turnover of
students will be 1229 students!! That is a rate of over 80% of the school total capacity. This is

the highest turnover school in the county as proposed!!! This is extremely disruptive and
unnecessary for a school.

4. The polygons that they propose to move from River Hill to Wilde Lake live about 1.5-3. 5miles
away from River Hill.

5. The proposal will TRIPLE the distance to about 6-9 miles away and increase commute times in
the morning and for after school activities.

6. The overall FARM rate of River Hill will increase from less than 5% to 5%.

7. The Proposal mentions to move 513 students from Atholton to River Hill.
8. The polygons that they propose to move live farther away to River Hill than communities closer

to River Hill High School. Also, the FARM rates of Atholton are less than 10%.

Here's how my children and family will be impacted:

1. My children from Polygon 176 would have to drive through River Hill High School bus and car
traffic, en route to Wilde Lake High School.

2. Their commute would triple (as compared to River Hill High School).
3. Such long commute times would affect their sleep (at least 2 hours of sleep deprivation daily),

family time reduced, and could lead to higher probability of accidents given that high school
students would be new drivers on the road driving longer distances with increased traffic jams.
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4.

5.

6.

7.

Longer commute also reduces parents' engagement with the schools since they're funher away
and this would impact the childrens' education.
Longertransportation times would lead to higher expenses for the Board of Education with zero
return on investment and higher polluting emissions. These are our tax dollars that are being
wasted Instead of being spent on appropriate educational resources.
Given the impact on my schedule, I may not be able to pick up my kids in time aftertheir
extracurricular acth/ities so those activities may have to be cut down, affecting their education
and all-round development.

Our family chose to go to these local schools (like River Hill High) when we moved to our current
home. We treat our local schools as part of our community, which is being torn apart. Our
friendships affected (since local children will now be sent to 3 different high schools); so, the
choice taken away from us and all of us are feeling these impacts. This redistricting plan is
disruptive of our community.

Also:

1. Any re-districtine proposal should instead be focused on those five Hteh Schools that are

operating above Tareet Utilization levels (110%).

2. Transferring students from a school with a low FARM ratio to a school with a high FARM ratio,
only results in better "averages" for the schools. IT DOES NOT PROVIDE ANY INCREMENTAL
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OR OPPORTUNITES DIRECTLY TO THE STUDENTS.

3. Shuffling students across schools with longer commute times do not improve scores - they
increase stress and hardship for families.

Let us discuss some alternative scenarios includine:

1. River Hill High School could receive students from nearby schools such as Wilde Lake, Atholton
or Howard, without sending 478 students out to other schools. There should be a way to
improve capacity utilization and reduce the 7, 396 students being disrupted.

2. Postpone redistricting until 2022 (for HS13) by using additional temporary classrooms. Allow
time to plan the move In a non-disruptive manner. We owe stability to our kids.

a. Consider this article: "Switching Schools: Reconsidering the Relationship Between
School Mobility and High School Dropout" published by JHU Dept of Sociology (Joseph
Gasper, Stefanie DeLuca, Angela Estacion) - per the abstract- "Youth who sw'itch
schools are more likely to demonstrate a wide array of negative behavioral and
educational outcomes, including dropping out of high school.

3. Do not redistrict at all. Consider creating a system where underperforming students would be
given a choice where to attend school (within a certain radius); motivate such students to
attend local schools with the capacity and capability. Add resources (teachers/specialists) and
therefore improve scores by directly targeting underperforming students, adding resources and
boost test scores. Title 1 schools already offer such resources for economically challenged
students. We should focus on underperforming students for true education equity.

Thank you,

Reena Tuliani (Very concerned parent)
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September 18, 2019

Dear Council Members,

1 commend CoUndlmembersRigby, Jones and Jung for starting the conversation on improving
public schools. It is important to acknowledge that de facto segregation is a stubborn stain
that persists in our country due to the legacy of slavery since 1619. Thanks to the efforts of
courageous Americans before us, we no longer have de jure segregation since 1954. What the
Council resolution should also acknowledge is increased immigration from Asia since 1965.1

I am part of a community of multi-ethnic parents in Clarksville. I have served as Chair of Cub
Scout Pack 737 and I currently volunteer at a megachurch in Fulton to minister to children of
single parents from all over the county. I regret to inform you that Resolution CR112-2019
ignores Asian Americans. At last count, Howard County was comprised of 19% Asian
Americans. ^ Clarksvilte Elementary School 1s 56% Asian and 27% White. However, your
resolution (page 1) defines school segregation when schools are <40% White. Does Clarksvilte
Elementary need to import more Whites? It is absurd when its test scores are the highest in
the county, and possibly state. Middle-class white students described in the resolution (page
3) are the minority here.

With all due respect, it appears that segregation and diversity is being defined too narrowly.
There seems to be a flawed working assumption that Asian Americans do not count as students
of color or experience setbacks due to exclusion and underestimation.

I ask the Council to carefully consider the effect of forcing high-performing Asian American
students to lower performing schools. Opportunities to excel should be available to all and
we should beware of closing the achievement gap by bringing the top end of the curve down.
These are the future inventors and innovators that will propel our economy in the 21st century
when American dominance is not what it used to be and artificial intelligence threatens to

disrupt human employment.

At the current time, it is clear the Superintendent is not ready with a plan suitable for all.
Under his proposal, Clarksville Elementary School would be cut in half for middle school and
high school. Right when our kids enter adolescence, the public school system would kick out
our cub scout chief, den leaders, room parents, PTA moms, and even a board of education
member. It appears that most of my son's ethnically diverse friends (i.e., African Americans,
Latinos, Vietnamese, Chinese and Indians) would be forced to attend lower opportunity
schools. If it takes a village to raise a child, our village is being broken up, which does not
make sense.

httDS://en. wikiDedia. ore/wiki/lmmisration and Nationality Act of 1965

2httDS://www. baltimoresun. com/marvland/howard/howard-maeazine/bs-mB-ho-diyersity;
data-20190109-storv. html



Even more puzzling is hearing politicians preach diversity and equity to the middle class,
when we see party leadership choosing to live in upper class enclaves that are >90% white and
sending its children to wealthy private schootswhere Asians are scarce. 3,4

What I love about Clarksville though, is that it is not provincial and stuck in the past. Parents
here are incredibly solution- and future- oriented. I request that the Council resolution be
revised to partner with parents and speak out against coercive redlstrictins. I would like to
ask the Council to consider alternatives to the superintendent's proposal:

If they wish to go, how about sending FARM students to the less ethnically diverse
Western county schools?

Where is the intensive remediation urgently needed for students who do not appear to
be performing at grade level?

. If they wish to go, can top-scoring FARM students be tracked to higher scoring schools
for more efficient skills transfer, integration and upward mobility?

. Finally, to stay competitive academically, I recommend a county-wide magnet high
school in District 4 which feeds from the top 10% of each middle school and
historically marginalized population (i.e., FARM).

As you may already be aware, Howard County leads the state of Maryland in public school
quality, s Can Clarksville parents count on you to keep it that way, hear our voices and revise
CR112-2019?

Thank you for your time and attention.

Alt the best to you,

Julie Kim, M. D.

3 http://www.usa.com/school-district-2507380-DODulation-and-races.htm

.i httD://www. usaschoolinfo. com/school/sidwell-friends-school-washinBton-distrfct-of-columbia.
114701/enrollment

5httDS://www. niche. com/k12/d/howard-countv-Dublic-schools-md/
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School Redistricting

Dear Elected Official,

I am writing today as a constituent that is very concerned with the current redistricting
draft plan that divides the tight knit Maple Lawn community in Fulton. The suggested
movement of students from Polygon 1256 is an anomaly within the current plan. After
looking at the images and context below, I have to believeyou'll understand and agree
why the Maple Lawn community believes that the current recommendation is an
oversight.

1) The below image is a map highlighting the Maple Lawn Community on a Howard
County website. Maple Lawn is a thoughtfully planned community that the county
participated in and documented. Also, Fulton Elementary, Lime Kiln Middle and
Reservoir High are all located within the boundaries of the community. One
community. One school.

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/4
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2) The below image is a map highlighting the three proposed "islands" within the county
in the current draft plan. Only one polygon within the Maple Lawn community has been
isolated; Polygon 1256. The other Polygons within Maple Lawn will continue to attend
Fulton Elementary school based off the current draft plan. The "Polygon 1256 island" is
represented by the LONGEST arrow at the bottom of the map; an egregious anomaly
within the plan. This long arrow highlights where the Maple Lawn students from
Polygon 1256 would be sent under the current draft plan. To further highlight this
anomaly; there are (8) Elementary Schools closer in driving time than Laurel Woods
Elementary; where the current draft pian has students from Polygon 1256 being sent...
with Fulton Elementary being the closest in terms of driving time.

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projection^spx 2/4
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3) Another concern with this proposal is the impact on our representation for county
council, and in future elections for board of education representatives, since they will be
selected by district in the future. Our current home district is District 4; however, under
the Superintendent's plan our children would be attending a school in District 3. This
scenario creates an obvious disconnect between those we elect for District 4 to
represent our community and who is elected for District 3, who may not consider the
concerns of those who live outside District 3, but attend one of its schools.

I believe it's obvious to see why the Maple Lawn community believes that our
community has been overlooked in the current draft plan. Whether you are a BOE
member or an elected official in the community; you have the ability to right this wrong
by voting or influencing this process.

Please do not divide the Maple Lawn community.

#onecommunityoneschool

Josh Mathieu
https://mgamail. md.gov/owa/projection. aspx 3/4
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Priority

You replied on 9/12/2019 2:22 PM.

Dear Lawmakers....

I live in Clarksville, MD in the Twelve Trees Neighborhood. I'm sure you've heard we are among many
now proposed to be redistricted from River Hill HS to Wilde Lake HS. Unfortunately, when the
Superintendent made his recommendations, he apparently thought our neighborhood had an access road
to either Folly Quarter Road or Sheppard Lane (we do not.) To get to Wilde Lake from my house, you
have to travel 10. 1 miles and it usually takes about 20-25 minutes (with no bus stops and making all 13
lights. ) A bus trip with student pickup stops during the early morning hourswill be at least an hour to
1.5. I've written to the school board about this and was told by a member that they were not aware that
our area, Polygon 1200, had no access out other than going down Route 32 to Route 108.
Wilde Lake HS is the 7th furthest high school from our neighborhood. I think you would agree that this
amount of bus time for any student is unreasonable... aside from the other arguments that there will be
absolutely no community for these students since this school is so far away.
I hope you can talk to the Superintendent and school board on our behalf and ask. that they stop this plan
from going through.
Thank you for your help.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Johnson
443-799-4668

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projecdonAspx 1/2
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£l Action Items &

Good evening,

As the congressional delegation representing Maryland and Howard County, I am confident that you have
heard from numerous Howard County residents about redistricting. I do not want to take much of your
time, but please, regardless of equity concerns (which I do not intend to debate) I implore you to use
whatever influence you have on the Howard County Board of Education to ensure that Maple Lawn does.
not become a divided community. The move of Maple Lawn's Polygon 1256 - only one of four polygons
in Maple Lawn - is truly an anomaly. Polygon 1256 is one of only a few "islands" in the redistricting plan
that literally splits the Maple Lawn neighborhood into 2 separate school districts (see below). But, also
importantly, it splits the Laurel Woods ES community into 2 separated geographic districts In that regard,
the children of Polygon 1 256 will not only be isolated from their neighborhood, but they will be isolated
from the Laurel Woods community as well. Moreover, moving the Polygon 1256 children from Fulton ES,
which is currently at 120% capacity, to Laurel Woods ES will simply move them from one
overcapacity school to another, as Laurel Woods would go from being under capacity to 1 15%
overcapacity. Please, regardless of equity considerations, the proposal as to Polygon1256 is simply too
illogical and does a disservice to both the Polygon 1256 children as well as the Laurel Woods community.
I do not know what, if any, influence you have over the Howard County Board of Education, but I ask only
that you do whatever you can to address this anomaly. My community is also happy to meet with you at
any time to discuss our proposed alternatives. Thank you for your time.

Respectfully,
Kelly Hayes

https://mgainail. md. gov/owa/projection. aspx
1/2
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Rene Carter <rcarter1000@comcast. net> ^ Reply all ]^
t'-;'^ni Wed 9/11, 12:54 PM

Hester, Katie Fry Senator »

School Redistricting

You forwarded this message on 9/12/2019 1:52 PM

I do NOT support this and hope thatyou will vote NO. Redistricting will fracture communities and
children will suffer from the commute times.

Thank you,

Rene Carter

Region 1

https://mgamail. md. gov/owa/prqjection. aspx
1/2
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Sent Items

Dear Ms. Zatkowski,

Thank you for contacting my office about the Howard County Public School System's boundary review process.
Over the past few weeks, I have received many emails on this topic.

The school redistricting process has generated a lot of uncertainty and tension for families and communities
within'ouVdistrict. As a'mother myself, I know how disruptive changes to schools and our children's routines can
be. ^

In response to your concerns, my staff and I are actively compiling your correspondence and reac:hin9_out^to
members of the Board of Education to communicate these concerns directly to them. I will be encouraging the
Board to'take these'concerns seriously, to examine all of the data they have available, and to minimize the
dismption'and'impact'that boundary changes willhave on our students. While I cannot vote on or amend school
boundaries, my role in this process is to be an advocate for you.

I'd like to reassure you that school redistricting is a process that begins with the Superintendent but eventuaHy
concludes with the Board of Education. The Superintendent's proposal is a recommendation and it is ultimately
up to the Board to make and approve any boundary change decisions. Now that a proposal has been put forward
by the Superintendent, the Board can begin the important task of convening public hearings.

Because this proposal is likely to be amended before any fina[vote of the Board of Education, your voices will be
important as the Board begins its public hearings next week. These hearings will be held on:

Tuesday, September 17, 7 P.M. . _...... .. __.. ,.."
. Families currently zoned for Centennial HS, Howard HS, Mt. Hebron HS, Oakland

. Tuesday, September 24, 7 P. M.
. Families currently zoned forAtholton HS, Hammond HS, Long Reach HS, Wilde Lake HS

Thursday, September 26, 7 P. M.
. Families currently zoned for Glenelg HS, Marriotts Ridge HS, Reservoir HS, River Hill HS

In addition, the school board will be receiving written testimony from August 21st through 4:30pm on November
19th. You can visit the HCPSS Boundary Review Process website to find any additional information on the Board
of Education's public work sessions, documents, and a more detailed timeline of this process.

I appreciate your willingness to reach out to my office, and I assure you that will continue to serve as an
advocate for our students, schools, and community.

Sincerely,

Senator Katie Fry Hester
District 9
Howard and Carroll Counties
410-841-3671

https://mgamail .md .gov/owa/projectionaspx
1/3
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From: Zatkowski, Jennifer <Jennifer. Zatkowski@fnf. com>

Sent: Monday, September 9, 2019 4:04:26 PM
To: Hester, Katie Fry Senator
Subject: Subject: Urgent Help Needed, Howard County School Redistricting: Polygon 1200

Katie Fry Hester (D) MD State Senate District 9: katiefry. hester@senate. state. md. us
Warren Miller (R) MD State House District 9a: warren. miller@hous8. state. md. us
Trent Kittleman (R) MD State House Distric 9a: trent. kittleman@house. state. md. us
David Yungmann (R) Council District 5: dy^Qgmann®howardcountyjnd,gQy
Calvin Ball (D) County Executive: cball@howardcountymd, gey

Dear Senator Master:
I am reaching out to you as our representative with respect to an urgent matter affecting our entire

neighborhood. The Howard County Public School System is planning to split our neighborhood, sending
portions of it to different high schools. The proposed redistricting is nothing more than a Forced Busing
Program, shown to be unsuccessful in multiple communities across the country in the 1970's, and doubtful
to be any more successful in our community today. Our School District Polygon, Polygon 1200, will be the
only polygon within our immediate community being sent to Wilde Lake High School. All the other Polygons
in our neighborhood are slated to be sent to other high schools.
Our entire neighborhood is deeply concerned about this issue. Most of us specifically relocated into our

community so that our children could be brought up in a more relaxed, quiet, rural environment. The
proposed Forced Busing Program is counter to the desires of our families, sending our children across
county and back into the densely populated environment we actively strove to leave.

There are also fundamental logistical issues associated with the proposed plan:
1) Due to road access, those of us in Polygon 1200 will be isolated from all the rest of the

neighborhoods being sent to Wilde Lake High School. Polygon DOES NOT connect to Sheppard
Lane. The street dead-ends to Howard County Property - specifically, the Waste Water Treatment
Facility.

2) Those of us in Polygon 1200 will occur a significant unnecessary increase in time spent on bus
transportation by being sent across Columbia to Wilde Lake High School.

3) A large portion of our community identity will be lost because all neighborhoods directly connected
to ours will be sent to other high schools.

We feel under represented. We are a small community and fear our voice will not be heard. Polygon
1200 has been meeting weekly (after work) and organizing to try to prevent this change from happening. I
invite you to come to our next meeting, hear our concern, see how it is affecting our neighborhood, and
provide any type of help you can (POC: James Reuster, jamesreuster@gmail. com; 661.492.4170). Time
is of the essence as final redistricting plans will be approved in November. As our representative, we ask
for help from you and your office.
Thank-you,

Jennifer Zatkowski '
12707 Chapel Chase Drive
Clarksville, MD 21029
Phone: 410-531-2494 (home)/202-277-8938 (cell)

Jennifer Zatkowski, Esq.
Commercial Counsel
Chicago Title Insurance Company
Fidelity National Title Insurance Company
Commonwealth Land Title Insurance Company
9891 Broken Land Parkway
Suite 300
Columbia, Maryland 21046

https://mgamul.md.gov/owa/projection.aspx 20
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This information is given for the purpose of issuing title insurance and is not legal advice for any
purpose.

NOTICE: The information contained in this message is proprietary and/or confidential and may be
privileged. 11 you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are hereby notified to: (i)
delete the message and all copies; (ii) do not disclose, distribute or use the message in any manner; and
(iii) notify the sender immediately.

https://mgamailjnd. gov/owa/projection. aspx 3/3
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Polygon1200a-splitting... ^
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^ Show all 1 attachments (26 KB) Download

Dear Katie Fry Hester:

I am reaching out to you, as our representative, with respect to an urgent matter affecting our entire
neighborhood. The Howard County Public School System is planning to split our neighborhood, sending
portions of it to different high schools located much further away compared to the current schools. Our
School District Polygon, Polygon 1200, is the furthest from the proposed school and will be the only polygon
within our immediate community being sent to Wilde Lake High School. All the other community connected
Polygons to ours areslated to be sent to Glenelg High School.

1) Those of us in Polygon 1200 will see our children experience significant unnecessary stress with
Increased time spent on the bus.by being sent to Wilde Lake High School instead of two high
schools that are much closer to us (River Hill and Glenelg High school). There are a number of
unique features of our Polygon 1200 that should be considered.

a. There are no common roads or direct routes for us in Polygon 1200 connecting our
neighborhood to the rest of the neighborhoods slated to attend Wilde Lake High School. In
order to reach Wild Lake HS, our kids will be busssd immediately pass their current River Hill
High School entrance (or very near Glenelg High School) and then continue on for another
15 minutes (time without any traffic). This in effect could double our kid's current school
commute tims.
b. Because of the longer commute our high school kids will have to catch the school bus
much earlier than the current 6:30am with a 45 minute current travel time. Busing kids to a
school further away wiN increase travel time to well over one hour each-way and force them
to have to catch the bus much sarlier than the current 6:30am. This will make our teenagers
loose precious sleep time which numerous studies have shown is very important for
teenagers. In fact, one study found that each additional minute of commuting correlates to a

1.3 minute loss of sleep. ~" To put this in perspective, redistricting Polygon 1200 students to
[2]

WLHS can cause a loss of sleep of 14.3 to 39 minutes. '" This loss of sleep is exacerbated
by the fact that general sleep trends show inadequate sleep begins as young as age 6 and

increases as children age without the additional stressor of significant commute times. 'T
c. Increased traffic congestion will also be a serious problem because our Polygon 1200 is
isolated from other communities and the shortest way to get to Wilde Lake HS would be
along Route 108, which is a single lane road that is already very heavily congested. This
longer school bus route to a high school much further away will only serve to further increase
the traffic congestion along Route 108.
d. Both of our high school kids are involved afterschool activities (sports, high school band,
student government, etc. ) and we have to commute to their school multiple times after
school, to drop them off and pick them up. Accordingly, the current Redistricting Plan, which

hltps://mgamai[jnd. gov/owa/prqjection. aspx 1/3
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able'to participate in extracurricular activities and it is well proven that participation in

extracurricular activities has a positive impact on high school academic achievement""; It
[6]

prevents dropping out of high school"' and increases the incidence of college admission'
and success.1''' Increasing our students' school commute times to up to over two hours per
day effectively limits, at belt, and cuts off, at worst, their ability to participate in these
important, enriching activities. .. ,,
e. Some of our teenagers are now starting to get their drivers licenses and sometimes drive
themselves to school. Increasing commuting distances and reducing sleep exacerbates the
risks associated with teenage driving. According to the CDC, driving accidents are the
leading cause of death among teenagers. The fatal crash rate per mile driven is nearly twice
as high for 16 and 17 year olds (i.e., new drivers in high school) compared with 18 and 19

[8]
year olds.'" ......
f. The proposed redistricting plan will significantly increase school
students'such as ours, since kids will now'need to be bused much further away than their
current school. This in turn could significantly increase school transportation costs. In June
2019, Howard County Public School System had a nearly $38 million dollar shortfall in its

Fiscal Year 2020 Operating Budget. "" Such a shortfall resulted in, among other things, the
loss of certain teaching and paraprofessional positions, as well as transfers of funds, freezing
of salaries, holding open unfilled positions, and delaying technology and instructional
materials investments. A more balanced school redistricting approach could minimize bus
route changes leading to lower transportation costs, so that school funding and budget
shortfall would not continue to adversely impact the quality of education for all our Howard
County students. ...... . .
g. Money should be spent directly on under-performing schools to raise student academic
achievement in the affected communities. Busing kids to schools further away to hopefully
"even out" the school test scores without addressing the true needs of under-performing
students only serves to mask and hide the actual causes of the problem and does not help
these individual students who need the academic help. Howard County should be investing
money into schools that need the help and not into transporting kids to schools that are much
further away.

2) A large portion of the community identity within Polygon 1200 will be lost.

a. The Redistricting Plan also fails under another BOE's Policy 6010(IV)(B)(2)(c) sub-factor
[10]

for Community Stability - frequency with which any one student is reassigned. '"" The
Redistricting Plan does not clearly identify how many double moves will be necessary with
the opening" of High School #13, but surely at least some will be needed.
b. Our sense of "community will be split apart as Polygon 1200 students would attend
different schools than our nearest neighbors, causing our children's existing relationships
with our neighbors to become strained from significantly reduced interactions. Friendships
our kids formed with other high school students will be torn apart as some kids are forced to
attend a school much further'away while their friends remain in their current school.

Teenagers don't handle stress very well and whsn our 15 year-old daughter Natalia was to[d that she will
have to change high schools next year because of redistricting she broke down and cried. She did not
understand w~hy this was happening and neither do we. Our younger daughter Paula just started River Hill
high school this month as a 9th grader. She was very anxious about making new friends and when she
found out that she would have to change high schools next year she reacted with disbelief and fear. She felt
that this was veryunfair for her to have to change schools and loose many of her school friends that she
would no longer see or be with.

https://mgamail .md.gov/owa/projection .aspx m
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grandfathering current juniors and seniors at River Hill High School. Districting our Polygon 1200 to feed
into Glenelg HS instead of Wilde Lake HS largely eliminates the land island effect. The'approximate
distance and travel times from our Polygon 1200 to Polygons 208, 203, 202 and 200 (all districted to
Glenelg) are approximately 2.2 miles and 5 minutes, 1. 1 milss and 3 minutes, 0.6 miles and 2 minutes, and
0.4 miles and 1 minute, respectively. Allowing our students to remain in their current school would be ideal,
but these are also much better alternatives to the currently proposed redistricting plan.

Our entire neighborhood is deeply concerned about this issue. We feel unrepresented. We are a small
community; therefore, we fear that our voice will not be heard. As our representative, we need your help
and of your office to ensure that the Howard County Board of Education carefully consider the proposed
school redistricting plan while taking into account the significant stress and uncertainty this places on our
children having to change schools and spend much more time on the school bus. We have been meeting
weekly (after work) and organizing to try to prevent this change from happsning. As our representah've, we
need help from you and your office. I invite you to come to our next meeting, hear our concern, see how it
is affecting our neighborhood, and provide any type of help you can (POC: James Reuster,
jamesreuster@gmail. com; 661. 492.4170). Time is of the essence as final redistricting plans will be
approved in November. Any type of assistance would be greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your patience and kind consideration,

Andrew and Blandyna Hlasko
13010 Red Maple Way
Clarksville, MD 21029
Phone: 301-317-4135
Polygon 1200

[1]
[2]
0]
[4]

https://www.citvlab.com/life/2019/05/hieh-schooi-commute-drive-sleeD-exercise-children-teens/588850/

Extrapolated by using additional time range of 39 and 58 over the current 28 minute commute and multiplying by 1. 3.

https:/Avww.ncbi.nlm.nih.eov/pmc/articles/PMC50I2907/
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Budgets," June 10, 2019, https://ncws.hcpss.orE/news-posls/

~J Policy 6010(lV)(B)(2)(c).
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You replied on 9/12/2019 2:19 PM.

Thank you so much for attending the Equity in Redistricting session last night. The Education Action Team
of Indivisible HoCo works to inform Howard County residents about education-related topics in the hopes
that actions will be taken by the community to support and strengthen our public school system. We also
hope to enlighten the population about ongoing issues surrounding readiness for school on local, state
and national levels.

The attendance at last night's presentation, along with those at home who followed via livestream, speaks
volumes about the importance to our community of considering equity and diversity in education
dedsion-making.

Please feel free to reach out to any of us with further questions. We look forward to seeing you at future
events;

Michele Shrum

Laurie Chin

Marijane Monck

https://mgamail. md. gov/owa/prqjection. aspx
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Matthew Fhares Grey

Polygon 28

Martirano's Proposal Fails to Meet Policy 6010 Standards

Martirano's proposal suggests moving 7,396 students to relieve overcrowded schools an_db""9^uity to
Howard County. The improvements, in both of these areas are negligible, in_particular, when weiShed_with, the
thousands of students moved in drastic ways across the county, lurge the BOE to compare Martirano's plan

: the standards of Policy 6010 to determine whether this proposal should even be considered.
'As"huma-n"b"e1ngs we'all have personal feelings regarding the redistricting process, overCTowdedschools,

and the'inequitable distribution of housing in Howard'County. As an elected Board of Education_memtlenwe,
implore you to leave your personal feelings out of this process. Instead, we £lsk thaty°u !'ePresel^tl1,e^Ple.
Howard County who elected you. Listen to our feedback on Martirano's proposal the Feasibility Study Options
a'nd'yourownsuggestions'in the coming months at your Board meetings. We additionally urge you to use Policy
6010 to weigh the positives and negatives for all options.

Policy 6010 Section IV. B outlines the three main areas of consideration that the BOE;
address in the redistncSng'process. The first is facility utilization. Policy 6010 states: "Where reasonable, school^
attendance area utilization should stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time as possible through
the considerationof: the efficient use of space, long range enrollment factors, minimizing capital and operating
costs~and waiters and bus riders". Martir'ano's plan fails on all counts when looking at Policy 6010 standards
related to Facility Utilization. It increases transportation costs, it moves walkers to bus riders on long commutes,
aridTt does not bring'a significant amount of school attendance areas to target utilization. The proposal reduces
the'num'ber of etemintary schools that exceed 110% capacity from 21 to 16 while leaving 5 elementary schools
beiow 90%, which is unimpressive. In fact, according to the forecasts in Martirano's proposal more schools v/ill
be above target utilization within a few short years than we have currently. At the elementary school level, the
p]an'will'move'3, T94 students resulting in a less than 5% reduction in schods that are °ver caPaatyjn. 1_year- At
the middle school level, 1,351 student! are proposed to move achieving a 0% change in the number of over
capacity schools in'1 year. Martirano's proposal moves 7,396 students in an effort that fails to bring schools any
meaningful change in target utilization! The moves in Martirano's proposal are not reasonable!

Second, Policy 6010 directs the board to consider community stability. Policy 6010 Section IV.C:
Community Stability states: "Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote a sense of community
in both the geographic place (e.g., neighborhood or place in which a student lives) and the promotion of a
student from each school level through the consideration of: keeping strong feeds from one school level to the
next (less than a 15% feed is unacceptable), keeping contiguous communities pr neighborhoods together, and
minimizing the frequency with which any one student is reassigned. " Martirano's plan fails on^all^ counts when
looking'at'Policy 6010 standards related to Community Stability. "Community", as defined by Policy 601 O^s^'a
geographic place, specifically the neighborhood or place in which a student lives". Martirano's proposal tears
apart communities all over Howard County, negatively affecting families across every socioeconomic level We
cannot allow this to happen! In addition, many of these moves significantly weaken the feeds from one school to
the next, and in three years these same students and many of their peers will again be at risk of disruptive school
changes during the next redistricting.

https://mgamail . md .gov/awa/projection . aspx
1/2



9/23/2019 Martirano's Proposal Fails to Meet Policy 6010 Standards

S? Reply all I ̂  m Delete Junk |v - X
^t. L't!.lulc ult? ̂ leauu11 ul a uivcioc caiiu iiiLfiuoivc oiuueiii uuuy cii uuui uic ociiuiiiy aiiu icLfCiviiiy &oiiuui&.
Martjrano's proposal fails to adequately balance FARM data across Howard County when compared to the
number of students moved. There are schools where the plan moves hundreds of students and achieves less
than a 5% change in students who receive FARMS. There are overcapaclty schools with low FARMS numbers
that have no proposed moves of polygons to adjacent underutllized schools with high FARMS numbers. There
are significant island moves that require transportation past multiple closer. schools with capacity, and in some
cases, unreasonable routes because of geographical barriers. Some examples include a West Friendship
neighborhood being sent to Bushy Park Elementary, a Swansfield community neighborhood being ssnt to
Clarksville Elementary, a Pointers Run community neighborhood sent to Swansfleld Elementary, a Fulton
Elementary community neighborhood sent to Laurel Woods Elementary, a Stevens Forest Elementary
community neighborhood sent to Bryant Woods, a Clarksville Middle community neighborhood sen; to Harpers
Choice Middle, a Harper's Choice community neighborhood sent to Clarksville Middle, a River Hill High School
community neighborhood sent to'Wilde Lake High School, and pretty much all of the gerrymandered Atholton
High School attendance area, which also impacts the Hammond and Oakland Mills neighborhoods.

When making moves like these, Policy 6010 IV.D specifically states that consideration should be given to
the number of students moved, taking into account the correlation between the number of students moved, the

outcomes of other standards achieved in Section IV.B. (Facility Utilization) and the length of time those results
are expected to be maintained." When we weigh the demographic changes in this proposal against the number
of students moved, the negligible impact on facility utilization, and the short length of time these changes are
expected to be maintained, Martirano's proposal fails! Only 10 out of 74 elementary, middle, and high'schools
see more than a 10% change in FARMS rates in Martirano's proposal. Applying an even lower criteria of 5% or
greater change in FARMS rates, only 14 out of 74 schools in Howard County are affected. Negligible changes in
facility utilization and negligible changes in FARMS rates at the cost of the redistricting 7,396 students does not
meet the Standards for redistricting students as outlined in Policy 6010!

The bottom line is Martirano's proposal fails to meet Policy 6010 standards, and therefore the BOE
should not consider the proposal during this redistricting process! The BOE must consider whether redistricting is
even necessary at this time or if waiting 3 years is acceptable. If redistrlcting is necessary as deemed by the
standards of Policy 6010, the BOE must only consider options that achieve the standards set forth in Polic
6010!

Thank you for your time,
Matt

hUps://mgamMl. md.gov/owa/prqjection. aspx 2/2
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Dear Senator,

I am reaching out to you as our representative with respect to an urgent matter affecting our entire
neighborhood. The Howard County Public School System is planning to split our neighborhood, sending
portions of it to different high schools. The proposed redistricting is nothing more than a Forced Busing
Program, shown to be unsuccessful in multiple communities across the country in the 1970's, and
doubtful to be any more successful in our community today. Our School District Polygon, Polygon 1200,
will be the only polygon within our immediate community being sent to Wilde Lake High School. All the
other Polygons are slated to be sent to other high schools.

Our entire neighborhood is deeply concerned about this issue. Most of us specifically relocated into our
community so that our children could be brought up in a more relaxed, quiet, rural environment. The
proposed Forced Busing Program is counter to the desires of our families, sending our children across
county and back into the densely populated environment we actively strove to leave.

There are also fundamental logistical issues associated with the proposed plan:

1) Due to road access, those of us in Polygon 1200 will be isolated from all the rest of the
neighborhoods being sent to Wilde Lake High School.

2) Those of us in Polygon 1200 will occur a significant unnecessary increase in time spent on bus
transportation by being sent across Columbia to Wilde Lake High School.

3) A large portion of our community identity will be lost because all neighborhoods directly connected
to ours will be sent to other high schools.

We feel under represented. We are a small community and fear our voice will not be heard. Polygon
1200 has been meeting weekly (after work) and organizing to try to prevent this change from happening.
!-ij?y.Lt-e. j(f?-yj?-come to our next meetin9' hear o"r concern, see how it is affecting our neighborhood, and
provide'anytype of help you can (POC: James Reuster, jamesreuster@gmail. com; 661. 492. 4170). Time is
of the essence as final redistricting plans will be approved in November. As our representative, we ask for
help from you and your office.

Thank-you,

Vivica Williams and Sylvain Roy

13080 Greenberry Lane
Clarksville, MD21029
(443)710-5700

https://mgamail .md.gov/owa/projection ASpx 1/2
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Subject: Vote against the proposed school redistricting plan - Polygon 1200

Dear Sir or Madam:

My name is Andrew Hlasko and have two daughter that currently anena tne River Hill
High School, one in 9th grade and the other in 11th grade. My kids love their school and we love
the sense of community and togetherness that I have experienced in our neighborhood. This
sense of community was what James Rouse envisioned when he built Columbia and started the
surrounding neighborhoods. Now my sense of stability and community has been broken with
our neighborhood split in half with one part redistricted to Wilde Lake (Polygon 1200) and the
other to Glenelg (Polygon 200). This despite both polygons being one neighborhood with a
single shared access road to Rt. 32, both assigned to the same Elementary and Middle school
except now each is being redistricted two different further away high schools!
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Currently both Polygons 200 and 1200 are sent to River Hill
HS and both are assigned to Dayton Oaks Elementaiy.
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Under proposed redistricting plan our neighborhood is split in
two, with Polygbn 1200 to Wilde Lake and Polygon 200 to
Glenelg HS, but both still sent to Dayton Oaks Elementary.

Any school redistricting that result in splitting of neighborhoods is a violation of the BOE policy
6010 Section B.2 - Standards on Community Stability that calls for the promotion of
contiguous communities and community stability when assigning school districts
through the consideration of:

a) School feeds that encourage keeping students together from one school to the next -
Kids in our neighborhood will still have the same Elementary and Middle schools.

b) Keeping areas together that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods -
Our neighborhood is a single community with single access road but made up of
two polygons that would be split into two separate high schools.



c) Frequency with which any one student is reassigned -
Because my family has moved, our kids have changed schools twice within the
last two years and would change for a third time under this proposed plan.

Our Polygon 1200 is located the furthest away from .Wilde Lake of any of the neighborhoods
being relocated to Wilde Lake his which is the eighth furthest away high school from Polygon
1200. Driving distances from our neighborhood to:

1. River Hill: 4. 3 miles, 14 minute drive by car with no trafRc - Current High School

2. Glenelg: 5 miles, 8 minute drive by car

3. Atholton: 7. 8 miles, 16 minute drive by car

4. Reservoir: 8.7 miles, 20 minute drive by car

5. Centennial: 9 miles, 26 minute drive by car

6. Marriotts Ridge: 9. 3 miles, 18 minute drive by car

7. Hammond: 9. 7 miles, 16 minute drive by car

8. Wilde Lake: 10 miles, 22 minute drive by car - We have been redistricted to Wilde Lake!

Why is our neighborhood being split in half and part of our neighborhood assigned to one of the
closest high schools to Glenelg in polygon 200 and the other part sent to the furthest away to
Wilde Lake.HS in polygon 1200? Today both polygons go to the same Elementary, Middle and
River Hill high school. Why not let our neighborhood kids to continue going to River Hill or if
redistricting must happen then both Polygons should go to the same Glenelg HS which is much
closer and both high schools are considered under capacity?

Today my kids I get up around 5:50am to catch a 6:30am school bus. Their morning commute
to River Hill takes around 45 minutes and if they have to go to Wilde Lake HS they would be
driven past their current River Hill HS and then continue for another 15 to 20 minutes. This one-
way commute could turn into an hour or more and that means time lost for studying or sleeping.

If Board of Education wants to integrate schools then allow this through a choice based program
like JumpStart that integrates schools and communities through choices given to students, and
not by forcing kids to change schools, miss school friends, and loose a sense oftogetherness
and community. Greater school integration programs like JumpStart would be ideal.

The best thing that could happen is for is for our kids to remain in a school that is closest to us.
Next simplest solution is to move our Polygon 1200 to Glenelg HS which also the school for the
other half of our neighborhood (Polygon 200). Getenelg is much closer and is also considered
underutilized. Since there are seven high schools much closer to us compared to Wilde Lake,
why make our kids travel so far away? Allowing us to remain in our current schools would be
idea], but there are also other alternatives to the currently proposed redistricting plan.

I sincerely ask you and urge you to please vote against this redistricting plan.

Best Regards,



Andrew Hlasko

13010 Red Maple Way
Clarksville, MD 21029
Polygon 1200



Dear Board of Education Members:

I am writing in opposition to the Superintendent's current redistricting plan and specifically it's
eflfects on our neighborhood located within polygon 1200. As you are aware, the
Superintendent's plan calls for some of our students to be redistricted from River Hill High
School (RHHS) to Wilde Lake High School (WLHS), and others to Glenelg High School (GHS.)
This plan, if approved, would essentially divide our community in half. A community with only
one common road in and out.. .what many have referred to as a land island.

There are many reasons to reconsider this plan. The first in my mind and most importantly is the
fragmenting of a community. Many of the students in our polygon are close friends and
neighbors. They play on the same sports teams, enroll in the same academic and extra-cumcular
activities, and are building lifelong relationships. To divide them in schools so far apart will
create a strain on those relationships. Those students won't be able to enroll in the same after
school activities, and it's likely tliey will have trouble building lasting relationships with children
from Wilde Lake's neighborhoods because of the distance. A student's life is extremely busy
these days and spending extra time on a bus, getting up early to catch the same bus, will limit
their ability to be involved in many enriching after school activities. The additional commute
time could be over an hour each day. In addition, having a student at WLHS will limit a parent's
involvement in their education. It will be harder for a parent to schedule conferences or attend
meetings at the school because they will have to take additional time off work. The biggest
impact of this will be the fact the Board would be going in direct violation ofBOE's policy
6010 calling for contiguous communities and promotion of community stability...

"Community Stability. Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote a sense
of community in both the geographic place (e. g., neighborhood or place in which a student
lives) and the promotion of a student from each school level through the consideration of:

a. Feeds that encourage keeping students together from one school to the next. For
example, avoiding feeds of less than 15% at the receiving school.

b. Areas that are made up of contiguous communities or neighborhoods.

All of my above comments would be supported by this line of thinking.

The next reason for reconsideration would be environmental and financial impacts on the county.
Multiple buses would need to run near identical routes increasing fuel costs and emissions. This
would lead to increased maintenance costs as well. More drivers will also be required because
again the routes are nearly duplicate.

Furthermore, it is my understanding a lot of this redistricting is driven by the Superintendent s
desire to balance the ratio of FARM students across the county. It doesn't make sense to
adversely afEect some students to achieve this. Take some of that transportation money Aat
would be spent on additional busing and apply it to the schools in need of more FARM support.
Alternatively, bus any children that need that support to another school to balance the numbers,
but don't penalize other children to do it.



The Board of Education has a responsibility to provide a safe and nurturing educational
environment to the best of their ability. You have a responsibility to promote well being and
equity among students. Students should absolutely have the right to a quality education, and if it
means they need to attend a different school then so be it. However, offering support to one
group of students at the expense of another's is contradictory to this effort. Let's look at how to
help the students in need of a better learning environment or help with getting a healthy meal
without splitting up other communities.

In closing, I'd like to reiterate that Superintendent Michael Martirano's should be reconsidered
for many reasons. The impact of his proposed redistricting will have detrimental effects on our
students, community, and environment while not providing many benefits to those intended to
receive them. The best option would be to leave our neighborhood and polygon 1200 at RHHS.
The second best option would be to move all of our students to GHS rather than dividing them.
At least bus routes would be shared, commute times would be lessened compared to WLHS, and
students could thrive with their neighbors. Botli RlfflS and GHS are currently under-utilized so
send students from over capacity schools there, but don't send our students away. I urge you to
vote NO on the Superintendent's current plan.

Sincerely,

Glenn C. Bowman

Polygon 1200 resident

13060 Twelve Hills Road

Clarksville, MD 21029

09/19/19



Dear Howard County School System Board of Education:

The proposed Howard County Public School System redistricting plan violates Policy 6010 Standards
on Community Stability - "school attendance areas should promote a sense of community and represent
contiguous communities or neighborhoods."

Our neighborhood is bound by a single entry, Linden Church Road, accessible only from Ten Oaks Road
which crosses over Rt. 32 or from Rt. 32 directly. There are no other through roads through our
neighborhood. HCPSS establishes our neighborhood to consist of two Polygons: Polygon 1200 (North of
Linden Church Rd: Greenbeny, Twelve Hills, Chapel Chase) and Polygon 200 (South ofLinden Church:
Broadwater Ln, Chamblis Dr).

With the Superintendents current proposal, Polygon 1200 would be sent to Wilde Lake High School,
while proposmg Polygon 200 be sent to Glenelg High School. All other Polygons connecting to our
access road are proposed to be sent to Olenelg High School or River Hill High School. Isolating Polygon
1200 clearly violates BOB policy 6010.

In addition to this violation:

1) Polygon 1200 would be isolated from other neighborhoods sent to Wilde Lake High School.

a. No common roads or direct routes connect our neighborhood to those neighborhoods
proposed to attend Wilde Lake High School.

2) Polygon 1200 would incur a significant, unnecessary increase in time spent on bus transportation
by being sent to Wide Lake High School.

a. There are no direct routes to Wilde Lake High School from Polygons 1200 & 200.

b. Currently, Pplygon 1200 & 200 spend 40 minutes riding 4 miles to River Hill High

c. Wilde Lake is an additional 7 miles with a conservative estimate of a 90 min. ride

3) There are 7 High Schools closer to Polygon 1200 than Wilde Lake High School

a. River Hill High and Glenelg High remain under capacity and are closer

4) A large portion of the community identity widiin Polygon 1200 will be lost.

a. Our sense of community will be split apart as Polygon 1200 students would attend
different schools than our nearest neighbors.

b. No other polygon from Polygon 1200's elementary would feed to WLH.

c. Our children's existing relationships would become strained from significantly reduced
interactions.

Logically, adjustments to the redistricting proposal need to reflect that students in Polygon 1200 stay at
River Hill High School (an under-capacity school) in tandem with Polygon 200. Alternatively, Polygon
1200 could join Polygon 200 by attending Glenelg High School while grandfathering current High School



students at River Hill High School. Otherwise, all redistricting should be delayed until High School 13 is
open and a new feasibility study is consulted along with plausible bus routes.

Thank-you,

Michelle Reuster

Polygon 1200
Clarksville, MD 21029
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Hello everyone,
My family and I have been proud Howard County residents for over 6 years. We moved to the area for the
great schools and community feel of the county. Our kids have made wonderful friends in elementary
school who are now with them in middle school.

While we have not been impacted by this redistricting plan, we are very concerned about this experiment
in socialism and the strain it will cause on children who will have to endure longer commutes, will be
separated from their long time friends as well as the impact it will on communities.

Martirano's Proposal Fails to Meet Policy 6010 Standards

Martirano's proposal suggests moving 7,396 students to relieve overcrowded schools and bring equity to
Howard County. The improvements in both of these areas are negligible, in particular, when weighed with
the thousands of students moved in drastic ways across the county. I urge the BOE to compare Martirano's
plan against the standards of Policy 6010 to determine whether this proposal should even be considered.

As human beings we all have personal feelings regarding the redistricting process, overcrowded schools,
and the inequitable distribution of housing in Howard County. As an elected Board of Education member,
we implore you to leave your personal feelings out of this process. Instead, we ask that you represent the
people of Howard County who elected you. Listen to our feedback on Martirano's proposal, the Feasibility
Study Options, and your own suggestions in the coming months at your Board meetings. We additionally
urge you to use Policy 6010 to weigh the positives and negatives for all options.

Policy 6010 Section IV.B outlines the three main areas of consideration that the BOE should work to
address in the redistricting process. The first is facility utilization. Policy 6010 states: "Where reasonable,
school attendance area utilization should stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time as
possible through the consideration of: the efficient use of space, long range enrollment factors,
minimizing capital and operating costs, and walkers and bus riders". Martirano's plan fails on all counts
when looking at Policy 6010 standards related to Facility Utilization. It increases transportation costs, it
moves walkers to bus riders on long commutes, and it does not bring a significant amount of school
attendance areas to target utilization. The proposal reduces the number of elementary schools that
exceed 110% capacity from 21 to 16 while leaving 5 elementary schools below 90%, which is
unimpressive. In fact, according to the forecasts in Martirano's proposal more schools will be above target

https://mgamai[.md.gov/owa/prqjection.aspx 1/3
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the middle school level, 1,351 students are proposed to move achieving a 0% change in the number of
over capacity schools in 1 year. Martirano's proposal moves 7, 396 students in an effort that fails to bring
schools any meaningful change in target utilization! The moves in Martirano's proposal are not
reasonable!

Second, Policy 6010 directs the board to consider community stability. Policy 6010 Section IV.C:
Community Stability states: "Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote a sense of
community in both the geographic place (e.g., neighborhood or place in which a student lives) and the
promotion of a student from each school level through the consideration of: keeping strong feeds from
one school level to the next (less than a 15% feed is unacceptable), keeping contiguous communities or
neighborhoods together, and minimizing the frequency with which any one student is reassigned."
Martirano's plan fails on all counts when looking at Policy 6010 standards related to Community Stability.
"Community", as defined by Policy 6010, is "a geographic place, specifically the neighborhood or place in
which a student lives". Martirano's proposal tears apart communities all over Howard County, negatively
affecting families across every sodoeconomic level. We cannot allow this to happen! In addition, many of
these moves significantly weaken the feeds from one school to the next, and in three years these same
students and many of their peers will again be at risk of disruptive school changes during the next
redistricting.

Third, Policy 6010 directs the board to consider demographic characteristics. Policy 6010 Section IV.D.
Demographic Characteristics of Student Population states:"Where reasonable, school attendance areas
should promote the creation of a diverse and inclusive student body at both the sending and receiving
schools." Martirano's proposal fails to adequately balance FARM data across Howard County when
compared to the number of students moved. There are schools where the plan moves hundreds of
students and achieves less than a 5% change in students who receive FARMS. There are overcapacity
schools with low FARMS numbers that have no proposed moves of polygons to adjacent underutilized
schools with high FARMs numbers. There are significant island moves that require transportation past
multiple closer schools with capacity, and in some cases, unreasonable routes because of geographical
barriers. Some examples include a West Friendship neighborhood being sent to Bushy Park Elementary, a
Swansfield community neighborhood being sent to Clarksville Elementary, a Pointers Run community
neighborhood sent to Swansfield Elementary, a Fulton Elementary community neighborhood sent to
Laurel Woods Elementary, a Stevens Forest Elementary community neighborhood sent to Bryant Woods, a
Clarksville Middle community neighborhood sent to Harpers Choice Middle, a Harper's Choice community
neighborhood sent to Clarksville Middle, a River Hill HighSchool community neighborhood sent to Wilde
LakeHigh School, and pretty much all of the gerrymandered Atholton High School attendance area, which
also impacts the Hammond and Oakland Mills neighborhoods.

When making moves like these, Policy 6010 IV.D specifically states that consideration should be given to
"the number of students moved, taking into account the correlation between. the number of students
moved, the outcomes of other standards achieved in Section IV.B. (Facility Utilization) and the length of
time those results are expected to be maintained. " When we weigh the demographic changes in this
proposal againstthe number of students. moved, the negligible impact on facility utilization, and the short
iength of time these changes are expected to be maintained, Martirano's proposal fails! Only 1 0 out of 74
elementary, middle, and high schools see more than a 10% change in FARMs rates in Martirano's
proposal. Applying an even lower criteria of 5% or greater change in FARMs rates, only 14 out of 74
schools in Howard County are affected. Negligible changes in facility utilization and negligible changes in
FARMs rates at the cost of the redistricting 7, 396 students does not meet the Standards for redistricting

https://mgamail. md.gov/owa/prqjectionASpx
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The bottom line is Martirano's proposal fails to meet Policy 6010 standards, and therefore the BOE should
not consider the proposal during this redistricting process! The BOE must consider whether redistricting is
even necessary at this time or if waiting 3 years is acceptable. If redistricting is necessary as deemed by
the standards of Policy 6010, the BOE must only consider options that achieve the standards set forth in
Policy 6010!

Sincerely
Shikha Khosla

Sent from my iPhone

https;//mgamail jnd.gov/owa/projection .aspx 3/3
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Dear Howard County Board of Education,

I am writing in opposition of HCPSS Superintendent's proposed redistricting plan for Polygon 1200 because it does not
align with the guidelines set in HCPSS Policy6010.

In order to find solutions for students faced with socio-economic challenges, it would require not just the engagement
of theschool'system^ but other agencies that have influence over housing, healthcare, food security; trareP°rtatl°n'
economic development, and so forth. Integrated solutions will likely yield to a better chance °fmeasurat>te
improvement, as opposed to busing a child away or busing new peers in to a school, as per this proposal.
There are many issues and possible solutions highlighted in the June 2019 Equity Report, which may cantor
alternatives in achieving improvements to challenges, where the redistricting proposalhas 9aPS^AItt1°u.9nma'/eP.°n

''also'include analytical gaps, I would urge you to review it once again '"order to evaluate whether it may c
some'more"viabie''options~towards improving outcomes for our county's children, and specifically those receiving
FARM support.

Solutions with a full commitment to improving would require being resourced appropriately, possibly through more
investment in teachers, support staff, programming, or infrastructure. What will those resources be?

The exponential increase in commute times as a result of the proposed redistricting Planare"either>;ealth^f01.
ch ennOT'their"famitos. lt'is important for parents or caregivers to engage with their children, in order tobest^^
support them in their academic and social health. If this plan were implemented, tor,workin9 Parents^hat.1
w'ith''com'mutes'that"w7llbe-taking 1.5 to 2 hours per day, 'like for mine in Polygon 1200, one of the costs would be a
reduction in thisvaluable time for family support.' I would have less time to ensure that I have a good underst!
my children's academic and social stability with the limitations that the proposed plan would have on my family, and I
suspect that I would not be alone in this upset to family.

High school can be a vulnerable time for children in their development, so it is critical for Pare"te^care91ve^s to be
closely engaged daily, and where possible, to monitor and shape a healthy environment- Bein9 delibel;ate_and.
ihoughtfui about the potential impact of lengthy commute times would be critical to the success of any future plan.
Physical and mental health wellness should be factored into children's well-being and int° theimPllcati°ns°fJhis Plan-
I am unable to understand whether there was consideration given to these factors because there appear to be
iignificant gaps in logic and reason. Wellness is important factor in order to cultivate an enyir°nment for aj)hild_to.
hlve"acad^micrigor, ''be'ab1e to manage stress, and should be a shared responsibility for all of us towai-ds developing
our young people Was the trade-off in planning meant to expect that our chiurenw°uld havet° cut'nt?tl", 'esfor
meals or sleep? I wonder how our school system that has until now had acumen in this regard, seemed to have
missed this in its analysis, which affects my children and those of the Polygon in which we live.

Extra-cumcular after-school enrichment activities would not be as equitably accessible to all students, and especially
doubtfuTformy children if redistricted. For those children not on anafter-school-hours bus route, with access tojmblic
transportation, or on a walkable route, parents must arrange for transportation for their children fl'°m Pl'actices and
other enrichment activities Often, those rides are shared with parents from the same or neighboring neighborhoods -
their community. The impact of this proposal would not only limit school-sponsored activities, but tutoring and other
lessons/activities for which time is needed after school. For those living in Polygon 1200, there will be loss of
community, significant obstacles to ride-sharing, as well as  
interfere with the time needed for academic assignments. Under the proposed plan, the neighboring Polygons are
either'assigned to different schools, or do not have shared roads, further compNcating transportation. There were
options in the 2019 Feasibility Study that were more favorable for Polygon 1200 children, and would not have
introduced several of the challenges to isolate half of our neighborhood.

https://mgamail. md. gov/owa/projection. aspx
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I understand the challenges that the proposed plan is trying address and have during high school personally
experienced an attempted solution to bring equitable socio-economic distribution and manage ove'r-crowding, by
attending a magnet school in Maryland.

As an alternative to forced busing, there must be more dignified and civil approaches to providing opportunity for
students, cause less disruption to children and their families, and allow for choice opportunities for enrichment and
academic excellence in the Howard County Schools. None of us should be satisfied in setting any goals for our
children that may only strive for mediocrity or worse, nor for the sole reason that there have been past failed attempts
to redistrict.

would like to recommend that those who helped develop the Superintendent's current proposed plan, be redeployed
for their time and expertise to more thoroughly evaluate the opportunities or weaknesses in magnet programming or
Immersion, amongst other models, to come up with innovative solutions that would provide flexibility to applicants from
areas with a higher share of FARM-eligible children, or in those areas which are overcrowded. It may be helpful to look
to neighboring counties and others across the country, where similar programs may exist and have achieved positive
results, in order to learn from and subsequently develop the best possible options for Howard County.

Today's children receiving FARMs are not forced into segregated areas by HCPSS, as some of the undertones of the
redistricting proposal and CR112, proposed by some of our County Councilmembers, suggest. FARM recipients
typically reside in concentrated areas because there are other factors of daily living that are more accessible in some
areas versus others, such as affordable housing, public transportation, and more opportunity for employment versus
those that can be found in rural areas. So, students with or without FARMs have typically been assigned to the school
that is in optimal proximity to their residence/polygon. The recent press release from Councilpersons Rigby, Jung &
Jones, was disturbing to me. It reinforced the adversarial and political undertones of the issue - and solidified for me
that neither the redistricting plan nor CR112 would bring value to children receiving FARMs or to those who do not

As you listen to live testimonies and participate in work sessions, I ask that you all envision and only endorse well-
informed solutions that include the goal to further enrich all children and families, and appropriately align with guidance
policies. Include with that the vision of exceeding the current status of state-wide and national school rankings for
which so many of you, our children, and residents of Howard County are proud. I believe that implementing the current
proposal would be reckless and only capable ofths opposite.

Please take time to closely examine the policy guidance of Policy6010 alongside the proposed redistricting plan, and
how misaligned they are for Polygon 1200. Please do not vote in favor of the proposed redistricting plan as it is
written.

Sincerely,

Tishna Dhaliwal

ht4)S://mgamaiE jnd-gov/owa/projecdon .aspx 2/2
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Oppose Dr. Martirano's Redistricting Proposal

J Pat <jpfrcimmaryland@gmail. com>
;'-:;.;~>, Mon 9/16, 10:19 PM

redistricting@hcpss.org; Hester, Katie Fry Senator V
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School Redistricting

Greetings BOE,

We are residents of Polygon 1200 which is being redistricted to Wilde Lake. We are against tt

1. Wilde Lake is the eighth furthest away high school from Polygon 1200.

We are 2.5 miles fi-om River Hill (our current school).
We are 3.2 miles from Glenelg.
We are 5. 5 miles from Centennial.
We are 5. 9 miles from Atholton.
We are 6.6 miles from Reservoir.
We are 7.3 miles from Oakland Mills.
We are 7.5 miles from Hammond.
We are 8.3 miles from Wilde Lake.

2. The significant increase in travel time will negatively impact the students as well as the
3. This redistricting plan violates BOE's own Policy 6010 Standards on Communit
and represent contiguous communities or neighborhoods.Our neighborhood with its
Linden Church; Greenbery, 12 Hills, Linden Chapel) sent to Wilde Lake and South o
one neighborhood with a single access road that is being split in two in clear violatio
community stability

4. Both River Hill and Glenelg are under capacity and located much closer to us.

Jigish Patel

Nayantara Patel

https://mgamail jnd .gov/owa/projecdon aspx
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LETTER FROM A CONCERNED HOWARD COUNTY PARENT ON HOWARD
COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOL REDISTRICTING

Q Maryann Santolaja Samonte <samontem@gmail. com>
t'".-"®; Sun 9/15, 6:19 PM

Contact@maryland. gov; redistricting@hcpss. org; superintendentlgihcpss. org; dyun

^> Reply all

School Redistricting

Flag for follow up. Start by Monday, September 16, 2019. Due by Monday, September 16, 2019.

There are some in the Howard County community (most notably the Superintendent, several County Council
members, and the County Executive) that subscribe to the notion that the^ounty is segregated, and that clearly
this is having an adverse effect on the education of the county's children. Their solution is to further divide
communities and play musical chairs with 1 in every 7 county school children.

From the other side of the Howard County management's collective mouths, we are told at every opportunity
(particularly campaign stops) that EVERY school in Howard County is a great school.

So which is it?

The only thing blatantly clear is that we, the taxpayers that all of these officials supposedly represent, are
collectively confused by their mixed messaging.

If the collective political body is truly interested in equity, then the FAIR and EQUITABLE course of action is to
determine what the actual situation of education in the county is. If Howard County management wants to
mitigate any inequities in the system, they must first understand what level of equity they are starting from.
There is only one way to do that, and it has nothing to do with FARM percentages.

Before any redistricting is enacted, the baseline must be understood by all; particularly the_population that
Howard County management works for and is ultimately accountable to. This includes EVERYONE, not just
select segments of the population. After all, that is the basis for equity, fairness, diversity and inclusion..... isn't
It?

It's time for the Howard County Public School System budget to be independently audited. The audit firm
must be selected .by an independent (preferably the Governor), and should be tasked to deliver a full report on
the Howard County school system. Most importantly, the full report with supporting detail must be made
available to the public. Among other things, there are two key pieces of data that must be reported:

https^/mgamail jnd-gov/owa/projection .aspx 1/3
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where the dollars are coming from, and who is providing them. Any demographic discriminators that will be
used to determine potential changes must also be represented as discrim'inators in this accounting.

An accounting of the distribution of those funds across the school system, BY SCHOOL. It should be visible to
all where and how these (OUR) dollars are getting spent. The budget summary that is currently made public to
the taxpayers is woefully inadequate in this regard. Any demographic discriminators that will be used to
determine potential changes must also be represented as discriminators in this accounting.

Along with this information, we need answers to some key questions:

Is the curriculum in high % FARM schools different than low % FARM schools?

Are the teachers In high % FARM schools less qualified?

Are the staff in high % FARM schools working off a different pay scale?

Are the opportunities In high % FARM schools somehow less?

Do extra-curricular opportunities vary across the county?

Is the grading structure different? Does a 4.0 at one high school not equal another?

Are SAT and ACT scores from certain county high schools somehow de-rated on college applications?

Do high % FARM schools have an asterisk next to them somewhere with a caveat that reads "this is not really a
Howard County school"

If the answer to all of these questions is "NO", then I ask our elected officials to explicity detail how we currently
deviate from the professed HCPSS Definition of Equity:

Providing the access, opportunities and supports needed to help students, families and staff reach their full
potential by removing barriers to success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or giving everyone the
same thing."

If the answer to any of those questions was "YES", then that would lead me to believe that there is Indeed
inequity in our school system. Since Howard County taxpayers are all treated equally, (ie: percentage of
property taxes we pay) then this inequity can only be created by the operators of the school system themselves.
If this is the case, then we should be addressing this as our collective problem, and require our elected officials
to do their jobs as opposed to obfuscating the issue by gerrymandering the school districts of the constituents
they are supposed to serve.

For starters, one could imagine a useful portion of the $43M transportation budget required to bus our children
past the schools in their neighborhoods could instead be utilized to directly support the teachers and the
schools that demonstrate a need for it.

https://mgamail jnd.gov/owa/projection .aspx 2/3
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live in polygon 195. My family is not directly affected by the redistricting proposal by the SUPennterldent but
manyofour':friends and their children are. As I read thru the proposal, there are just many red flags that went up
and sounded the alarm.

Mary Ann Clapper
Polygon 195

hUps://mgamailj nd.gov/owa/projection. aspx
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To whom It may concern,

I am writing this letter to oppose Dr. Martirano's school redistricting proposal. The proposal is based on
spending more money on busing students to farther schools. My family has been in Clarksville for more
than 10 years. My older daughter graduated from Clarksville Elementary and Clarksville. MiddIe. We
have been always proud to be part of the river hill community.

We live in polygon 1085 (Chapel Woods neighborhood), 0.7 mile away from CES and Riverhill
Highschool. The current proposal will move us from CMS to Harpers Choice Middle School, and from
Riverhill High to Wilde Lade Highschool. I think the proposal Is insane.

1. ) Proximity - we are 0. 7 miles to River Hill HS, and 4. 6 miles to Wilde Lake High. Our neighborhood
is the closest to river hill high among all affected polygons. our neighboring Polygon S185
(Meadow Vista neighborhood) is still zoned for River Hill. Not all Affected polygons can say that
they neighbor a Polygon that is zoned for RHHS. I would be willing to bet that the number of kids
being affected in Chapel Woods is a fairly small portion of that 478 number. It does not make
any sense to redistrictour neighborhood who goes to CES which is right next door to RHHS, to a
much farther away Wilde Lake High. Instead of attending the school less than one mile away,
our kids will have to take school bus to a much farther school. Right now, with 0. 7 mile, my
daughter has to take the school bus at 6:50 am to catch school time at 7:25 am. With FIVE times

of longer distance, I cannot imagine how early she needs to get up to take school bus, and how
long she will spend on the bus.

a. For highschoolers, sleeping is very important. Now with longer bus time, they will have
to sacrifice precious sleeping time. I doubt our kids will perform well with lack of sleep.

b. Longer bus time will Increase chance of traffic accidents and make traffic on 108 worse.

c. More practically, the proposal will make our afternoon pick up more difficult. Like other
high schoolers, my daughter has a few after school activities. As working parents, we
cannot leave work early to pick her up from her activities every day. My daughter has
been asking her friends to give her a ride, or parents arrange carpools, or she walks
home on 108. With the only neighborhood being taken out of RHHS, it will be really hard
for us to find carpools. We do not have the luxury to quit job and stay home taking care
of kids. We need our paychecks for our mortgage and to raise kids.

d. The county will spend a much higher budget on transportation. Two years ago, some
concerned parents were complaining their kids get up too early and not get enough
sleep. The school start time survey the county did never took effect because we do NOT
have enough budget for more school buses. With Dr. Martirano's school redistricting
proposal, where will the extra transportation money come from? Instead of using this
extra money to delay high school starting time to make sure students have enough
sleep. Dr. Martlrano's school redistricting proposal will force students to get up early
and take longer bus ride.

2. ) Student performance - the Proposal has 478 kids moving from River Hill to other schools (Wilde
Lake and Glenelg), this represents nearly 35% of the total current enrollment at the high school
a truly staggering number. High school students already spent a lot of efforts on their school
activities, clubs, athletic teams. My daughter is in River hill marching band. And she put a lot of
efforts on her club which she will elect to be president. With the new proposal, my daughter will
have to give up what she built at RHHS and start from scratch at a new school. My daughter is



just one out of the 478 who will be taken out of RHHS. With lack of sleep, adjusting to a new
environment, they will not perform well. This is not fair for high school students who will apply
college soon.

3. ) Student numbers - The reason for redistricting is to solve the overcrowd of some schools. River
hill high is under capacity. Moving students out of river hill is notmaking any sense.

4. ) Factor -Dr. Martirano's school redistricting proposal is aiming for equity. With the proposal,
FARM rate for river hill high school will be from less than 5% to 5%. The proposal with all this
insane upheaval that will devastate the community does not even achieve the "equity" goal, It is
not making sense to move students out of river hill.

5. ) Temporay nature -with the new high school ready in 2023, there will be another major
redistricting of high schools in 2 years. Stability is very important for high school students.

6. ) Community - with the proposal, the entire pheasant ridge community will be divided into
Clarksville middle and Harpers Choice middle. My neighborhood (polygon 1185) will be the only
neighborhood that will not go to RH among the CES students. Our kids will no longer go to the
same schools together with their friends one block away. We will be isolated from river hill
community. Community cohesion and parental involvement have a much bigger impact on a
school's performance than money redistribution and attempts for social reforms.

Back in July this year, I attended the neighborhood meeting for feasibility study. The top most important
factors that the vast majority of the community believes are "transportation considerations", "keeping
feeds of students together from one school to the next", "maintaining contiguous communities or
neighborhoods" and "frequency with which any one student is reassigned". Dr. Martirano's school
redistricting proposal did NOT consider any of these factors.

We should have the right to go to school next to our neighborhood! That is why we are here, living less
than one mile away from RHHS.

Thank you!

Rong Guo

Polygon 1185



Yinqi Zhang, Ph. D.

6133 Rippling Water Walk

Clarksville, MD21029

Dear Dr. Martirano,

September 3, 2019

Thank you for reading this letter. It was my pleasure seeing you at RHHS on Aug 27. Thank you
for getting out of the car and talking to the crowd.

I am a resident of Riverhill community and our family resides in polygon 188. Although my
family is not redistricted under the proposal, I am writing this short letter to second all of
Mrs. Julie's points in her letter to you. In addition, I hope you will consider the impact on
commute time for those students who are redfstricted to a school further away from home
(and higher transportation cost) as well as the emotional impact on many young children who
are going to be separated from their friends as a result of the current redistricting plan. My
son is very sad that nearly all his friends will attend a different middle school under the
proposal.

Thank you for your time!

Yinqi
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My name is Matt Slatkin. I reside in Polygon 1259, and am speaking on
polygon 1256, my neighbors who live across the street from me. I teach at
a Title 1 school in Montgomery County. If the County offered to bus 120
affluent students to our school causing overcrowding me and the
community where I teach would say thanks but no thanks.

. I'm sorry, but bussing polygon 1256 to the 8th closest school to Maple
Lawn and removing children from the school in their own
neighborhood is an example of extreme ideology. This is not an
example of equity. I would be remiss not to point out a clear
example where HOPS is not meeting its obligation to equity. MCPS
provides students an opportunity to participate on 4 competitive
Sports teams and compete against other schools in Middle School at
no cost. Howard County Middle Schools only offer 1 competitive
Middles School Sports basketball team. The problem is the teams are
run through the Howard County Youth Program!! The cost is a
staggering $400. Middle School Sports should be run through the
Howard County Public Schools Athletic Department and not by a
money making outside organization and the cost should be 0!! This is
a clear example of inequality in Howard County's school system that
should have been addressed years ago, certainly should not exist in
2019, and can easily be implemented next year.

. October is mental health awareness month. The nervousness and
anxiety the children in polygon 1256 are going through is real and
should be taken seriously and not scoffed at.

. As a member of my schools leadership team I can tell you that
bullying is a huge problem on busses and drastically increasing bus
rides will exacerbate the problem.

The following is in an email shared by a member of the AAC committee to
the Maple Lawn Community. "We were asked to review the Study and



provide feedback on the scenarios included. Of note there is no mention of
Fulton ES in the study, so the move was developed between the end of
AAC meetings and the submission of the superintendent's plan."

Board Members, please be practical and reasonable in your decision
making process.

Superintendent Dr. Martirano, I have gone through your twitter feed and I
admire your passion, energy, and commitment to education. It is
reassuring to see that you take time to get out to the schools and connect
with the students, teachers, and parents that you serve. Respectfully, I
believe if you were more familiar with Howard County you would have
realized that Maple Lawn is intertwined and not included 1 256 in your
proposal.

It's not best educational practices to break up Maple Lawn and redistrict

polygon 1256. We are one community that go to the schools that are
inside of our Community.

1300 homes fill the Maple Lawn community in sort of a D shape. At the
tips of the D there is literally a walking path connecting both ends of the
community to the School Campuses. The School campuses are in the
Middle of the planned Maple Lawn Community.

Here is the beautiful thing about the children attending Fulton Elementary
and Laurel Woods Elementary. Students from both schools will go to one
of the most diverse High Schools anywhere together at Reservoir High
School.

. I strongly urge the school board to swiftly and unanimously remove
polygon 1256 from the proposal at tomorrow's work session and stick
to practical proposals that cause as little impact as possible to the
students.
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Polygon 2176

Cynthia Vaillancourt
Katie Bennett
11777 Farside Road
EllicottCity, MD. 21042

About 17 years ago I watched my first Howard County redistricting process. We had
only lived here a few years at that point.

And I heard the Superintendent at the time, John O'Rourke make a statement that
made me feel positively ill.

That was that "no one should assume attendance at a particular school, even if you can
see it from your front door".

I had seen this show before. We had lived in Wake County North Carolina for 8 years
and they were operating under the theory that they could continually "balance"
demographics within their schools through an elaborate scheme of magnets, and home
schools located far from neighborhoods. You could not choose your school or program
by moving to a certain address - and you had no real right of self determination for
your childrens' school assignments other than private school.

The idea was that it would be possible to achieve racial and economic balance
notwithstanding housing patterns or self selection. Student assignments were through
an application process that could be weighted differently each year in order to account
for changing demographics.

It was an extremely expensive plan, with transportation costs taking an enormous
percentage of the budget, along with a enormous student assignment office. I suppose
it might have been arguably worth the expense if it had actually worked.

But in reality, it was not only a misery to live with, but it led to largely forseeable
"unintended consequences". While schools had base attendance area populations, the
magnet programs also housed in those buildings were highly segregated. There was
significant collusion with the application process giving folks with connections
opportunities that others were denied. Most of the schools were running two distinctly
different schools under the same roof - but were still able to claim balance and diversity.

Over time it became clear that it was an expensive experiment that did not deliver on its
promise. Several years ago there was a sea change in the tolerance the community
had for being perpetually jerked around via their children, and a new board of education
eventually replaced the Superintendent and ended much of the existing program.

That took about 20 years from start to finish, with an entire generation of students and
families significantly divided by whether they had been able to secure a fitting
assignment for their children, or not.



Self determination is an extremely important component for the health and well being of
individuals and families - not only in employment, and housing, but in their children's
educational environments.

My family chose to exert its right of self determination by moving out of that county.

I would dare say most of the families in Howard County live or moved here in order to
exert their own self determination over their childrens' education. In almost all cases, it
would be possible to live elsewhere less expensively, in a bigger or nicer home, or more
conveniently in some way. But folks have chosen to live here because they have
prioritized the quality of life, and largely the high quality schools.

To HCPSS great credit, most people love their schools. No matter what other folks
might consider the reputation or relative prestige of their school, they don't want to leave
it - certainly not as a result of ill-considered or capricious government action.

In the multiple episodes of redistricting I have lived through as a citizen, and the 3 I
participated in as a member of the Board of Education, there are several things that
were clear, and continue to be true.

People love their own schools
- People value community

People value stability
- People understand that attendance areas must change when new schools open
- People advocate for what they believe is best for their own families - but understand
and accept reasonable and logical decisions, even when it is not what they would have
preferred
People in HoCo are supportive of the school system, and want it to be successful
whether they have students in it or not

I have grave concerns about the Superintendent's recommended plan.

I am in full support of the Board considering demographics, including the distribution of
FARM qualified students among schools, when developing attendance areas. Certainly
the Board should strive to balance populations as much as reasonably possible while
still being respectful of the communities and citizens of the county.

I am very concerned that 7500 students are being proposed to move, while only about
10% of them impact FARM ratios.
-that in most cases at the high school level there is minimal impact along with significant
disruption
-that there are numerous examples of nonFARM populations simply being swapped with
other nonFARM populations without impacting capacities or ratios

4't



But mostly I am very concerned about the opportunity lost is the board rushes into
actions that are basically temporary in nature when there must be a significant and
unavoidably large and disruptive redistricting in just a couple of years.

I am very concerned that the Board not lose the opportunity to leverage the interest in
the community, and instead of increasing support for the school system, undermine it at
a time when it is critical that the community support the increases in funding the system
needs to even maintain current programming and levels of service.

I am aware of the threats that there will be legislation or litigation around disparities or
capacity utilization, or attendance areas. I am hopeful the Board will proceed based on
fact and data, and reason and logic.

I would like to see the Board reevaluate past decisions to not use the state rated
capacities.

I would like the Board to keep in mind that any dollars diverted to buses will likely come
at the expense of additional cuts to programs and staffing.

I would like the Board to consider that the needs of students impacted by poverty will
follow them to their new schools, which will necessitate adding specialized staff to the
receiving schools while maintaining the staff at the sending schools as well.

I asked the County Council whether they wanted to actually do something about
achievement gaps and disparities, or if they just wanted to look like they were.

I am asking you all the same question.

If just moving populations around closed achievement gaps, then it would have worked
in all the places that have already tried it.

The places that are making strides are doing all the things we already know will actually
work, including

birth -k high quality childcare and parent education
wrap around service including mental health, and guidance counselors
health and wellness access

consistent and long term supports in and out of the classroom

I think it is pretty clear the community does not support the recommendation on the
table, but it is also clear the community is interested in making plans to address all
disparities.

However, If busing to achieve true balance of FARM ratios is what this Board chooses
to do, then I have developed a scenario that puts all of the High schools between
19-30% Farms (except Marriots Ridge and Glenelg), and puts everyone between 95
and 112% capacity.



But that is not the system I want in my community, and don't think it is what the rest of
the community wants either.

Wake County, and other jurisdictions that have tried various busing and relocation
schemes are not a blue print for how to close achievement gaps - they are a cautionary
tale.

I have a lot of confidence in this Board's ability to develop reasonable and logical
attendance areas that relieve the current overcrowding issues, while being sensitive to
the other criteria in policy 6010, including improving - and not worsening - FARM
qualified student distribution ratios, and respectful to the communities that have
invested in Howard County and entrusted their children to us.

Thank you,
Cindy Vaillancourt



Oral Testimony - October 15, 2019

Good Evening,

My name is Dr. Marianne Engel. I live in polygon 12-56. 1 have already submitted a written testimony, dated
September 15, 2019 that you can find at the end of this document.

I understand that the redistricting plan was triggered due to overcrowding. The focus changed after the AAC
meeting in July when the AAC suddenly decided that the focus should be on socioeconomic diversity and equity
instead of overcrowding. So I would like to address both overcrowding and socioeconomic diversity/equity.

OvercrowdinR:

(1) Dr. Tanisha Burks, the Principal of Fulton Elementary School, gave a presentation on the State of Fulton
Elementary School (FES) at the Parent-Teacher Association meeting on September 25, 2019. During her
talk, she mentioned that the school was overcapacity. However, she explained that:

a. FES is a school with a high motility-rate school, meaning students enroll and withdraw often
during the academic year. While there were over 1,000 students at the beginning of the
academic year, she mentioned that 47 students had since left the school.

b. The overcrowding does not take into account the multiple trailers, available on site.
c. Dr. Burks also mentioned how creative the school has been in finding solutions to accommodate

the influx of students. For example, they freed a computer room to make a new classroom by
distributing the computers in the classrooms instead.

d. Dr. Burks also mentioned that there were still other rooms available if the need arises.

(2) The way that Maple Lawn was developed needs to be mentioned. Back in 1996, according to an article
by the Baltimore Sun, Greenebaum Enterprises, who eventually developed Maple Lawn (polygons 115,
259, 1256, 1259), was already making a case that schools needed to be built for the upcoming
residential development in the area. Fulton Elementary was built in 1997. Shortly after. Lime Kiln Middle
School and Reservoir High School were built (1999 and 2002, respectively). Maple Lawn was then
developed and the first house was built in the 2004-2005 timeframe. The very community that the
current proposal is about to break was very thoughtfully developed. I am not saying that Maple Lawn is
a better community than any others but I will say that this community should serve as an example to
address overcrowding for upcoming residential development in Howard County. This is how it should be
done: build the schools first and the community second.

(3) lam attaching two maps: current map and proposed map. Hopefully, it will be obvious that the
proposed plan breaks a perfect feed and in fact, creates a new feed that does not exist anywhere else in
the county.

Socloeconomlc diversity and egultv:

(1) During the same PTA meeting mentioned earlier. Dr. Burks showed that:

a. FARMS students scored at about 50% while non-FARMS students score at about 70% in ELA and

b. FARMS students scored at about 40% while non-FARMS students score at about 70% in Math.

These statistics show that the FARMS students perform at a lower score, regardless if they belong to a high

or low performing school. This also shows that other factors need to take into account. I urge the Board of

Education and the Superintendent to reach out to FARM families to ask what the real needs are. Trying to fix

a problem without understanding what the needs are is not setting the plan for success.

(2) My personal story shows that mixing wealthier families with underprivileged families does not fix

socioeconomic diversity. It might even exacerbate it. understand this is a sample of N=1 but again,



without the Board of Education and the Superintendent reaching out to FARM families, it is difficult to

have more data points.

was born and grew up in France. My mother never graduated high school. Her partner, who also raised me,

was taken out of school and put to work when he was only 12 years old. When was growing up, most often

than not, we lived paycheckto paycheck.

I benefited from the free public-school system in a small town, located far away from Paris. I was always at

the top of my class until I joined students in the French capital. Students of much wealthier families.

Students who had been well prepared for the new academic year. When we started the year, they had

already covered most of the program. I had not. They received the best grades in class. I was at the bottom. I

can tell you from experience, it does not feel great to feel like you are never going to succeed. At the time, I

was resentful. Two classmates of the same socioeconomic background and I never mingled with the

wealthier families. We felt inadequate. Back then, I also naively thought that their success was only based

on their parents' finances. I did not want to mingle with them. After a dreadful year, I switched schools in

Paris and received a support system that allowed me to succeed. My grades went back up as my confidence

grew and I eventually earned a Physics Ph. D.

I command the superintendent's goal to address overcrowding, socioeconomic differences, and lack of

equity. But the current plan actually upsets me. While the numbers might look better on paper, in reality

disparities will persist and might even become exacerbated. I know, I have been there. Families in need will

still not have the resources they should receive. Use the money that would otherwise be spent on all the

extra transportation proposed in the current plan to provide books, school supplies, free tutoring,

mentoring, extracurricular activities, resources and a support system to families, and extra help to teachers
and Title 1 schools.

This is not the first redistricting. It's been done in the past at a much lower scale. If it had been proven

successful, why have we not heard from any underprivileged families come to testify how the influx of

wealthier families has been beneficial for the school? Their silence is deafening.

I have just come back from Grace Hopper Celebration, an annual conference that celebrates women in tech.

This event celebrates underrepresentation, diversity and equity. Every year, I see one common theme:

regardless of how anyone starts - and you do hear extremely sad stories, success happens through a role

model, a support system, and/or through empowerment. Don't shuffle students. Instead, offer tools to

create these opportunities. That is the key to success.

(3) Grace Hopper Celebration is a very good resource to address socioeconomic diversity and equity. I

would recommend the Board of Education and the Superintendent to reach out to AnitaB. org and many
resources are available.

I hope that the testimonies from Maple Lawn have shown the diversity of our community and that we are all to

address the Superintendent's goals. We have tried our best to provide solutions. We hope that we can all work

together in the future and find an alternative.
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Dr. Marianne Engel

7816 Tilghman Street

Fulton, Maryland 20759

Polygon #1256

do. not. redistrict. polvgon. l256@gmail. com

410-929-3736

September 15, 2019

Howard County Board of Education
10910 Clarksville Pike

Ellicott City, Maryland 21042

redistrictinR@hcpss. ore

Dear Board Members:

My family resides in the Hillside district of Maple Lawn in Fulton (Polygon ffl256) and I am writing to express my
strong opposition to Superintendent Martirano's proposed redistricting plan.

The current proposal offers to redistrict Polygon 1256 from Fulton Elementary School (FES) to Laurel Woods
Elementary School (LWES). I am sure that you have, by now, heard hundreds of times from other residents of
Maple Lawn, how the proposal:

. completely disregards the results of the community surveys,

. splitsour Maple Lawn community,

violates several elements of the Board of Education's policy (Policy 6010 B. l. d, B. 2. a, and B. 2. b),
. increases the students' transportation time,

. prevents participation of the students in before and after-school programs,

. prevents participation of the parents in after-school activities, PTA meetings, volunteering at the school.

Maple Lawn is composed of five districts (Garden, Midtown West, Midtown, Hillside, and Westside). These few
pictures show what the proposal would do.

' - .a&.r
£^

r

Figure 1. Hillside district cut from Maple Lawn Figure 2. Hillside District of Maple Lawn sent

four school districts away



Figure 3: Zoomed area in the Hillside district.

Please note that:

. 27 Howard County community surveys, which off kept Hillside at FES, were rejected in favor to an Ohio
consulting firm proposal;

. Many other polygons that are currently districted to FES and much closer to LWES will continue to go to
FES (Figure 1);

. Polygon #1256 will still attend Lime Kiln Middle School while other polygons closed to LWES will attend
the same middle school (namely Murray Hill Middle School) as the children attending LWES;

. The proposed plan is in complete disregard of the all children involved and their mental health;

. In the surveys presented by Superintendent Martirano himself, the most important factors for parents
and children are walkable distances to the school and boundary continuity. The proposed plan creates

an island (Figure 2) and offers to send children who are currently only 1.1 mile away from the school
(i. e., barely above the walking distance criterion) to 5 mites away (Figures 4 and 5). Accepting the Ohio
consulting firm proposal that goes against the results from the surveys sent to the HoCo residents is not
listening to the constituents who elected you.

FuttoBEIt

'*.»£:

Figure 4. Distance to FES Figure 5. Distance to LWES

Most importantly, would like to bring to your attention on how the proposed plan by Superintendent
Martirano will do a big disservice to LWES.



(1) LWES will become over capacity (from 91% to 122%), while FES will remain overcrowded (from 122% to
105%). It violates Policy 6010 B. l. a. The transfer of the 140 students from polygon 1256 will therefore
create two problems instead of one. It will also force LWES to quickly hire new teachers, add spaces
(e. g., trailers) to accommodate the massive influx of the transferred students. This transition will happen
in just a few months, contrary to FES who has become overcrowded gradually.

(2) Teachers will have more students per class (since now LWES will be over capacity) and will to balance
students from a wide spectrum of educational background, which will certainly be time-consuming and
challenging. This will also create problems in the classroom since the time will have to be split to address
each level independently while the rest of the class will be disengaged.

(3) The proposal artificially inflates numbers on oaoer and on Daoer only instead of proposing resources
and solutions to help FARM families. This is probably the part what saddens me the most. If the goal of
the proposal is really to bring equity to the county, this is by far the worst solution that could be offered.
My mother never graduated high school and her partner of 27 years was put to work when he was only
12 years. The Physics Ph. D. I earned is the result of a successful school system (despite its low test
scores) combined with the hard work from my parents and myself. When I joined a class that was
composed of much wealthier and much more highly-educated peers, inequality hit me like a brick. I felt
inadequate. I thought I was not at the level of my peers and will never be. I also despised them because
as a child, I thought that the only reason they were doing well in school was because of their parents'
finances. Instead of being in that situation, I wish the school had provided tools (such as a computer,
free textbooks, free tutoring) for me to succeed and build confidence. Seeing that the proposed solution
is to add children to only change metrics on paper without concretely offering solutions to the students
and their families upsets me deeply.

(4) The money that would go towards the increased cost of transportation for the Maple Lawn students
could instead be used to help families in need.

(5) On September 6, 2019, the Baltimore Sun published quotes from Linda Leslie, PTA president of Wilde
Lake High School. "The more affluent families would bring new resources and support to the school"
because "they aren't working two and three jobs. They have stay-at-home parents. " And they "can
volunteer more and provide more cash to fund everything from sports activities to after-school
programs. " I know these unfunded assumptions were not aimed towards my community specifically but
lean attest that most families in Maple Lawn have two full-time working parents, most who commute to
Washington, DC, everyday. The families who can volunteer at the school typically work nearby and can
do so during their lunch breaks. Adding 30 minutes of travel to these families will simply prevent them
from volunteering at the school. I would even argue that what might happen instead is that families will
move out of Howard County to simply find better opportunities elsewhere.

I sincerely hope you will reconsider redistricting polygon 1256 and oppose it. It pains me that Superintendent
failed to hear, understand, and address the needs of all the families and particularly to those who might become
victims of his plan. Our community looks forward to presenting several alternatives that achieve more goals with
less violations of Policy 6010 at our public hearing.

Sincerely,

Marianne Engel, Ph.D.

ec: Dr. Michael J. Martirano, Superintendent



Elizabeth Puchek
Polygon 1256

15 October 2019

Dr. Martirano, Board Members, you have my sympathy. You are in an extremely difficult
position. You've been asked to solve a problem that you did not cause... one that you
are not equipped to solve. You have not been given the resources to increase capacity,
the right data to make decisions, the authority to address the root cause of inequity.

I express my sympathy because I know what it's like to be in your shoes. I have spent
10 years in the immigration sector... it's emotionally-charged and polarizing... just like
this redistricting plan. I know what it's like when the public wants to be involved. Like
you, I understand the complexities and have appreciation and concern for those I serve.
We have a lot in common. I understand the desire to find a silver bullet that solves it all.
However, we know that redistricting CANNOT solve a problem as complex and
sensitive as equity. We know that the solution to easing overcapacity and improving
equity has to be a layered approach... implemented in phases and resourced
appropriately. One that uses many, diverse ideas. One that is informed by research and
involves the community. One that uplifts everyone and does not force anyone to suffer.

Maple Lawn has analyzed data and developed alternatives. PLEASE, partner with us
and others in the County. Collaborate with us to find the right, layered approach. This
starts with changes to zoning and development. It layers in MORE support for students
below grade-level proficiency, like tutoring and summer school programs. More layers
address the needs of families through tailored solutions.

As leaders, you know the first rule of change management, "create a sense of
urgency. " This proposal creates urgency! For some of us, an emergency! We are
paying attention and we are speaking up. You have heard from parents, physicians,
researchers, data scientists, and ecfucatora that oppose this plan not just because it
inefficiently uses resources... not just because it massages statistics to create the
illusion of equity, but because it will harm our children by removing them from their
communities.

Now, sympathize with me and everyone who has expressed concern with this plan. Like
us, you are parents. You would move heaven and earth to protect your children and
give them every available opportunity. Like us, you acknowledge that community is
critical for our children. Like us, you know that moving polygons like 1256 is illogical.
Over these five hearings, you will have heard from 31 of my Maple Lawn neighbors
speaking up for only 140 affected students. That is how important our community is to
us. That is how important Fulton Elementary School is to the Maple Lawn community.

Please do not approve this version of the plan; it will alienate us. You need us to make
equity a reality in our schools and we need you to make the right decision for ALL of our
children.



Testimony
Sumeet Singh

Resident ofPolygon 3176

I'm attaching an alternative to the Superintendent's Plan.

I started preparing this to see if there is a less disruptive option to achieve the same objectives.

Here is the outcome:

. The plan actually delivers the guideline 90-111% utilization for all schools in the county. This compared to the
75-121% in the Superintendent's Plan

* It does so by moving 4,900 students which is much less than the Superintendent's plan
And the best part is that the plan delivers lower FARM rates as compared to the Super's Plan. The maximum
FARM rate at any school in this plan is 50% which is 4% lower than the Supers. I must emph::::: . :';:. ':
Superintendent's plan is not even the best equity plan.

Bottom-line is that the plan achieves more with less disruption. had given myself higher targets and was able to achieve
that with lessor moves.

If I were to match the targets of the Superintendent's plan, I can say with confidence that it will require even lesser
moves.

In the interest of time I have kept my testimony short but I have attached details on the moves and the impact.

The numbers speak for themselves.

I urge the board to re-examine the merits of the superintendent's plan and look at alternatives that can address the
issues in a much more efficient manner.

Obviously this was prepared with my limited resources. There is certainly some work to be done. But I can say with
confidence that the Superintendent's current plan is not a good solution to the problem it is trying to solve.

Thank you

P.S. I have intentionally kept 4 high schools with a slightly a higher i.e. 113-115% utilization. These are Long Reach,
Hammond, Reservoir and Oakland Mills. This my way of planning ahead, to retain some excess populations around
! 1513, otherwise the Superintendent's plan that puts these schools in the 100-108% range will find it challenging to find
:':.-:--'::-: ,::,:'-!:t!ons to fulfill the upcoming 1,658 capacity at HS13.



Alternative Plan

Summary

Prepared by Sumeet Singh
Resident of Polygon 3176

Superintendent's Plan Alternative Plan

\-
Max Utitiiation

Min Utilization

Max FARMS

Total Moves

121%

75%

54%

111%

90%

50%

7, 396 4,927

-^

ES MS HS ES MS HS

Max Utilization 121% 121% 119% 111% 111% 111%

Min Utilization 75% 91% 96% 90% 95% 90%

Max FARMS 54% 45% 42% 50% 42% 41%

Total Moves 3, 194 1,351 2,851 3,229 762 936

Notes:

Replaced redacted <10 student populations with 5
Replaced <5% FARMS percentages with 3%
The plan was sensitive to Walker Zone polygons. To my knowledge no HS & MS Walker Zone polygons were
moved. And no new small HS feeders were created. I was less careful with the Elementary planning, so there
could be some exceptions there



Elementary Schools

Elementary Schools
Holllfield

Size] aGOlMoveU. mima SAAAPlAltPian
Utilization

2020
FARMS

SAAAP|,.. "Pi;'
FARMS

Polreons

IHollifleld Station E5
IVeterans ES

jWorthington ES
IIIchesterES

IWaterloo ES

IThunder Hill ES

IPhelpsLuckES

Ueffers Hill ES
|Talbott Springs ES

IStevens Forest ES

[Cradlerock ES

lAtholton ES

IHammond ES

Bollman Bridge ES
Gullford ES
St Johns lane

732
799
515
584
KB
509

597

421
377i

380|
3981
424]
653|

666|
465]

Veterans ES

Thunder Hill ES
126%|
l03%|
89X]

102%|
91%|ThunderHII[ES

l(X)%|PhelpsLudiES
fTalbott Springs ES

95%|Jeffers Hill ES
I Waterloo ES

&8%|Stevens Forest ES

123%|Guilfonl ES
IStevens Forest ES

109%|Atholton ES
116%|Atholton ES
109%|Hammond ES

95%|Sullfoid ES
I Bollman Bridge ES

103%|
79%1

117
U3

153
241
61
59

156
94
74
34

136
70

196
62
w

110%
112%
102%.
1D2%|
105%|
lll%|

1(B%|

98%|
U1X|

1U%|
96%|

114%|
95%]

37%[

11D%
UBX

amt\
IfE%|
92%|
95K|

99%|

90% I
110%]

106X1
99% I

in ..I
UB%|

110%|
108X1

24%
21K
5K

<5%|
24%|
21%|

63% I

36%|
50%|

68%]
55%|
15%|
25%|

51%[
46%1

24%
22%

6%
<5%
44%
37%

36%|

34%|
46%|

54»|
51%|
25X1
25%|

51%|
<e%l

24%
21K
ex,
5%

43%
11%

43%

49%|
50%|

so .1

50% I
36% I
22%|

47%|
45%1

IDS, 110S, 1308
103, 1102

100, 1098, 1100
67, 311, ID67
151, 2151
70, 2&»
69, 1069, 2069, 4069
60, 1060
52
1059, 2059
96^113
54, 2054
14, 15, 1014
im.7
Ui, 273, 2011

IStJohnslaneES 612
INorthfield ES 700
ICentennial Lane ES 647

IRunningBrookES 515

IBryant Woods ES 361

'Longfellow ES 512

Clemens Crossing ES 521

Swansfield ES 694

Pointers Run ES 7441

Clarksville ES 5431
Fulton ES 8261

Gorman Crossing

119%
108X
111%
91%

125%
86%

1D5%

79%|

I24%|

70%|
U2%1

INorthfieldES 61

|Running8rookES 68

Clemens Crossing ES 5
Longfellow ES 92

Bryant Woods ES 17
Swansfield ES 197
Clarksvllle ES 96
Longfellow ES 14
Clarksville ES 91
Clemens Crossing ES 128

German Crossing ES 109

99%
1B8%
111%
75»

UK%:
104%i

85%|

95%|

99%|

98K|
105%1

109%
U17K
1U%
104%
ID4'X!
lll%|
a»i|

91%|

93%|

105%|
UB%1

9%

11%
6%

52%
50%
51%
13%:

61»|

<5%|

<5%1
5%1

U)%
u%
6%

51%
48%
52%i
10»|

44%|

<5%|

17%|
5%1

u%
13%
6%

48%
50%
50%
10»|

50% I

5%|

12%|
7% I

15^3034
MS, 276

2136
268, 1268

3131

 , 
130, 134, WB6, 1134, 2134

135, 1135, 2135
uw
64. 2U9
127

7. 1C07

German Crossing ES

Forest RidgeES

Laurel Woods ES

Bkrldge

735;

713|
6091

112%

95%
91%

Forest Ridge ES

Laurel Woods ES
German Orossing ES

186
140
44

112%
95%

115%

108%
wax
VJJ%

last
34%
61%

1S»
34%
49%

22%
32%
48%

UU6, 2005
AS, 267, 272, 1047, 1272
1012

Elkridge ES
Ducketts Lane ES

Hanover Hills ES
iellows Spring ES
Deep Run ES

Rockbum ES

Mount View

760|
650]
8t0|
726|
750|
5841

U8X
88%
89%

106%
91%

102%

Ducketts lane ES

Deep Run ES

76

114

83%
90%

103%
88%

106%
ID2%;

109%
99%
90%
90%

106%
MZ%i

33%
55%
33%
17%
55K

6%

32%
49%
37%
u%
53%

33%
37%
35%
17»
49%

43, 1043

82, 1298

Manor Woods ES

Waverly ES

West Friendship ES

lushy Park ES

Usbon ES
nrladelphia Ridge ES
3ayton Oaks ES

6811
7881
414|

725]
527|
606|
7001

West Friendship ES
Bushy Park ES

Longfellow ES

92%|
U2%|
103%|

82%]
92%|
89%|
95%|Triadelphia Ridge ES

Total Moves

ss
86
19

12

3,229

99K
105%
79%

117%|
92%|

I11%1
91%1

9SX
106K
90%

93%|
SOKl
90K|
s%\

8%
.Stt

6%

<5%
12%^
<5»|
<5%1

8»
<5%

6%

<5%.
12%;
<5%|

5%1

10%
3»
8%

5%
13%
5%i
6%1

IGf^USS, 2166k 4169
231, 232, 1231
171, 178, 1178

200



Middle Schools

Middle Schools
Patapsco

Size 2B20 Move to. inZBO SAAAP|AltPI i
UtiilzaUon

2020
FARMS

SAAAP|;ii. rlan
FARMS

PolTO^ns

IPatapsco MS

IDunloggin MS
Burleigh Manor MS

Wilde Lake MS
Harpers Choice MS

Clarksville MS

Ume Kiln MS
Hammond MS

lake Elkhorn MS
ElllCUtt Mills
IBIicott Mills MS

IQakland Mills MS
;Mayfield Woods MS
Bonnie Branch MS

El kridge Landing MS
Thomas Viaduct MS

Mount View

6W|
565|
779]
721|
506|
643|
721|
604|
643]

121%
115%
1IB%
91%
97%

109%
94%,

116%!
86%1

Dunloggin MS
Wilde lake MS

Harpers Choice MS

Clarksville MS
UmeMlnMS

Lake Bkhom MS

Hammond MS

58
82

55
49
72

72
46

111%
111%
102%

93%
108%
95X
94%

108%:

ID! i
lu

101 >
lit .

98%
ins»
101%
uo%
97%

17%
19K
11%
47%
52%;
<5X|
<5%|
19%|
53%1

u%
19%
u%
4S»>
34%
13%
<5%
30X
41%

22%
22%
12%
..*.;'''.>

42%
8»
4%

K%\
43%1

158, 1034, 3034
US, 276, 1M8, 2148

66, 134, 1DG6, U34, 2134
135, 1135, 2135
lg9U892189

13, 57, 1057, 2057
51, 1D50, 1051, 2050, 2051, 2054

701|

506|
7981
701]
779|
7011

130%

99%
lfl6%

99%
96%

107%

Oakland Mills MS
Bonnie Branch MS

Lake Elkhom MS
Bonnie Branch MS

73
94
44

5

121%

108%
104%,
lll%!
1D1%|

96%1

107%

103%
104%
Ul%
96%

106%

11%

48%
44%
32%
21K
45%

UK

45%
44%
30%
27%
42%

11%

40%
41%
26%
23%i
39%1

67, 311
74, 98, 1098, 2074
56, 1056, 2056, 3056
277

Mount View MS

ilenwood MS

Folly Quarter MS

Murray Kill

7981

545|
6621

106%

U2%

Glenwood MS 42 107%
106%
102%

101%
103%
98%

<5%

<5%

<5%
7%

<5K

6%
9%
4%

231, 232, 1231

Murray Hill MS
Patuxent Valley MS

662|
7601

121%

94%
Patuxent Valley MS 70 121K

91%
Ul»l
102%

38%
38%

38%
37%

38%
39%

2, 2002

TtrtalMtives 7f2

High Schools

 

'gli Schools Size | acn ]Mo«eto.
Reduce Ouercnwding Hebron

In 2020 SAAAP [Alt Plan
Utilization

2020
FARMS

SAAAP |AS I
FARMS

Polygons

Mt Hebron HS
Marriotts Ridge HS

Glenelg HS

1,4001
1, 6151
1,4201

117%
95%
82%

Centennial HS

GlenelgHS
U7
134

104%
110»
102%;

lfl9%
un%

16%
5»

<5%

14%
8%

<5%

15%
10%
6%

308, 1308, 2308
231, 232, 1231, 223, 1223. 2223, 3223

Reduce Overcrowding in Centennial & Ustrtbule FARMS
Centennial HS

Wilde Lake HS
River Hill HS
Atholton HS

1,3601

1, 4241
1,4881
1,4601

120%

S5%
98%

102%

Marriotts Ridge HS

Wilde lake HS
River Hill HS

246
23
64

111%

110%
109%
96K.

109%

S2%\
vax\
imKl

11%

46%
<5%
UBt

12%

38%
5%

25%

wa

41%
6%:

11%1

97, 154, 214, 1U4, 2154
233, 4150
135, 2135, 1135

Reduce Ovenmwding in Howard & retain some excesses around planned HS13
Howard HS

Oakland Mills HS
Reservoir HS

Long Reach HS

Ham man d HS

1,4201

I.40«
1,551|
1.4881

1, 2201

136%

lum
114%

116%

I Oakland Mills HS
I Long Reach HS

IHammondHS

Oakland Mills HS

Reservoii HS

Total

186
1S6
80

1G3

96

119%

96%
104%
107%

ID8X

U5»
U5%i
U3K|

114%|

14%

45»
26»
47%;

40KI

15%

41%
28%
42»i

39%1

14%

4'^i)

27K
40K

41%|

67, 3U, 1067
S6, 1D86, 87, U187, 2087, 3087, 4087
49, 51, 2051, 2054

71, 77, 78, 79, 269, 1071, m77, 1079, 1269,
2071, 2075, 3071, 3075
3023, 4047

1.275 (of these 399 in grey can be avoided because of planned HS13)

Oakland Mills HS

ReservoirHS

Long Reach H5

Hammond HS

1,100/1
1,5511
1,4881
1, 2W|

110%
114%
116%

IHammondHS

[Oakland Mills HS
IReservoirHS

Total Nkwes

96%
104%
lfl7%
1B8K

109%
109K
124%
USK

45%
2e%
47%
flOK

41%
28%
42%
39X

1SX
27%
38%
40K

936

Q. E. D.
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am Sunia Lessing, polygon 1181.

Have you ever wondered from the hundreds of testimonies you heard these past few weeks why immigrants
mention "two suitcases?". Let me explain... that is the maximum suitcases allowed on an international flight
without having to pay for it. The average salaries overseas, and more specifically where I come from, is
$600/month. To put it in perspective, we cannot afford to pay for luggage. My parents came here with two
suitcases, escaping a communist regime.

The anniversary of the day is 3 days from now. It had branded my memories as the day we escaped to
freedom. Now, staring at this proposal and trying to make sense of it, while people are calling me racist and
telling me to chill out", I have never felt so insignificant, where my choice is being taken away from me, my
parenting is criticized... all in the land of the free.

I emigrated here in high school. My English was minimal. My parents lived in a HUD subsidized housing and
the school I attended is an inner city Chicago public school via public transportation. They worked 16 hr days,
but their message was clear! My job was to STUDY! So, I did. I finished as a Salutatorian, with many AP
classes, and finished in a Top 10 US School, and moved on to graduate school.

This is great, right? Here is the part that you did not hear:

The large community of Romanians in school helped me in my classes, including a Romanian teacher who was
my guiding light through those trying years. I did not want to talk to other nationalities in the fear of looking
stupid, and I have gotten plenty of up and down looks from everyone due to my accent.

In college, my support system was gone. I had a horrible time adjusting, and I did poorly in my classes. I
finished that school in 3 years. No, it wasn't because of resiliency. It was hard and I did not want to be there
any longer. My parents supported me, and I went on to grad school.

Your plan is doing that to our kids. Taking their support away. There are way too many challenges facing our
children than to throw made up scenarios at them and see how they fare. Give kids and parents the right to
choose. Your lawyer recommended that also.

You swapping children is a tyrannical way of making the numbers "match" for the sake of funding, and to
look good". You are applying communist values to one of the most diverse communities in Maryland for the

sake of social justice. As a product of the "poverty" environment, I can tell you that wasn't poor. We may
have been broke, but not poor.

Meanwhile, most of the immigrants present here, are wondering where the promised freedom from tyranny
has gone. And you are pushing your agenda on the shoulders of our children.

As Abraham Lincoln said, "I'm a success today because I had a friend who believed in me and I didn't have the
heart to let him down."

Those of you who ardently promote this proposal, ladies and gentlemen, are no friends of mine.



Alternative Plan
Updated with 2020 Polygon Data

Superintendent's Attendance Area Adjustment Plan (SAAAP) was prepared with three guiding principles: 1) To
balance capacities; 2) To advance equity by distribution students participating in FARMs; and 3)To do so by planning
ahead thereby minimizing double moves. While SAAAP has started a countywide ideological debate, however before we
get too caught up in the tail claims it is important to pause and look at the actual numbers:

Is this hype or is the plan actually delivering on these priorities?
Is average 3.2% reduction in FARMS (from 40.8% to 37. 6%) in 5 high FARMS schools viewed as sufficient success?
Is the plan being able to deliver close to uniform capacity utilizations across the county?
Is there actual advance planning so the proposed moves don't need to be undone in 2024?

Is this a minimum disruption plan, reassigning 7, 396 students today and possibly the same number again in 4
years when additional capacities are added in Talbott Spring ES, ES43, Dunloggin MS, Hammond HS and HS13?
Are there any other plans that can deliver the same or better results with lesser disruption?
What if there is a plan with half the numbers of reassignments that delivers much better results?

High School numbers is a good place to start, because they offer a summary view of what is happening:

High Schools

SAAAP will end up reassienine around 6.000 hieh school students over 4 years (2,851 now + a similar number in 4 years
with 1,858 new capacities in HS13 & Hammond), and bring down max FARMS in high schools from 47% to 42%.

The Alternative Plan can potentially deliver much better results by reassienine only 3.150 hieh school students over
the same 4 year period (1, 200 now + 1,950 after HS13). Uniformly balancing the overcrowding across all high schools to
a 97%-106% range, and reducing the max FARMs across high schools from 47% to 40%.

This table summarizes the plan for High Schools: column (A) with only sos moves in 2020 addresses the
immediate overcrowding at Howard, Hebron & Centennial and fixes some of the FARMS balance; Column (B) with 1.499
moves in 2024, brings high schools to a max 117% utilization; and Column (C) shows better distribution of FARMs with
max down to 41%, instead of 42% with SAAAP. - Polygon details at the end of this report

High Schools Size 20Z3 2020 2(K4

Move 1 - Reduce Overcrowding Hebron

2ffM|lVlpve to,, in 20M zaziBt
IA)

Move to. m 2 4i

(+ Growth in 2020 Polys) |
21ES4K

J°L
FARMS SAAAP FARMS FAKMs

in A In B

AltPlan

-la.
|Mt Hebron 1,400 1,644 117% 1,791 128%1 to Marriott 135
IMarrlottsR 1, 615 1, 530 95X 1,661 103%!
Glenelg 1,420 1, 164 82% 1, 202 85%|
Move 11 - Reduce Overcrowding in Centennial & Distribute FARMS

10SX
106%
82%

to Marriott 44 115%
114%
85%

16X
5%
2%

14%
8K
St

17%
5%
2%

ICentennial 1, 360 1, 634 120% 1. 698 125%

'Wilde Lake 1.424 1, 349 95K 1, 347 95X
River Hill 1,488 1,462 98% 1,358 91%

Atholton 1,460 1,482 102% 1.537 105%!

to Wilde L
to Rive rH

108X
lOOX
104%
VSOt

to Wilde L 114 113%

100X
°n%

105%

11% 12% 5
46% 38K 39

3% IX
10% 25%

Move III - Utilize HS13/Hammond Additional Capacity & Reduce Overcrowding in Howard

12%
41%

6%
10%

'Howard

Oakland M

Long Reach

Hammond

2023 HS13
Resen/oir

1,420 1.921 136% 2,028 143%

1,400 1,341 96%
1,488 1, 691 114%
1,420 1,414 116%
1, 658
1,551 1,638 110%

1, 326 95%
2, 108 142%
1,621 114%

1, 908 123%

to Oakland 141

to Long R 94

119%

106K
114X
100X

109%.

to Long R

to Long R

toHsia
toHSU

toHsia

134

41
852
112

202

117%

102%
96%i

lfl6%|
73X1

llDStl

14% 15%

45% 4IK
47X 42%
40% 39%

26% 28X

13
6

35

1

325
20

91

14%

41%
41%
40%
36%
26%

19, 104 18,330 96K 19,585 U3X Total Moves 508 Total Moves 1,499



So why is the Alternative Plan so much more effective than SAAAP?

This picture will help understand what is causing the difference:

2023WltSi<i«^\ s^ _ <
Capacity 10.167 \, ^^^

Projected 10, 541
SAAAP extra 502

Utiliaation 109%

2023 Ealt Side
Capacity 8,937
Projactad 8, 891
SAAW Less SOB
Urilitatton 943(

SAAAP is moving 2, 851 high school students in a

westward direction, a lot of these moves are quite
unnecessary, and will need to be undone in 2024 when

Hammond & HS13 create 1, 858 new capacities in the east-

side (represented by the big white circle).

Particularly harmful is the 502 students being moved from
schools adjacent to HS13:

. (+) 192 from Hammond to Atholton

. (+) 256 from Oakland Mills to Atholton

(+) 96 from Reservoir to River Hill

. (-) 65 from Wilde Lake to Oakland Mills

Move I

HS13 is well positioned to absorb all overcrowding from neighboring east-side schools of Long Reach, Oakland Mills,
Hammond, Reservoir and Howard, and still have capacity for more. Moving 502 students away from HS13 will bring the
average utilization of east-side schools down to 94% and the west-side to an overcrowding of average 109X.

The Alternative Plan directs these moves more

carefully, addressing the entire east-side overcrowding in
Long Reach, Oakland Mills, Hammond, Reservoir and

Howard, by absorption into HS13, without any moves out-

west from any of these schools. Since the only

overcrowding really needing to be addressed is in

Centennial and Hebron (represented by the red circle)

with no new capacity is being created there, the

Alternative Plan directs this overcrowding toward the

little available capacity in Glenelg, Marriott's Ridge, River
Hill & Wilde Lake, and also balances FARMs numbers

along the way.

2023 Wast Side
Capacity 10,167

Projected 10, 541
Utilization 104%

^
ftflovell 2023EaUSid«

Capacity 8,937
Projected 8,891
Utiliiation 99%



Middle Schools

SAAAP was supposed to be guided by 3 things - overcrowding,
FARMS & planning ahead. It is clear the SAAAP for middle schools

completely ignored overcrowding and planning ahead, and
followed only one objective - 'do whatever it takes to balance the
FARMS'.

Interestingly SAAAP didn't even do a good job for FARMs.
Bringing max FARMs down from 53% to 45% while this

ljp Alternative Plan brings down to 53% to 42%.
r'

Let's take a closer look at what SAAP did at the 4 most crowded

middle schools:

Most Crowded

IPatapsco

I Murray H

IHammond

IMountV

She
643
G62
6041
7981

aao and
775 U1X|
799 I21KI
702 116%|
842 106%1

2024 20M
885
847
762
940

138%
128%
126%
118%!

Extra
242
185
158
142

SAAAP
-62

SSM
128%
128%|
131%|
125%|

SAAAP did ABSOLUTELY NOTHING to reduce the overcrowding in these schools. It reassigned 62 of the potentially 242
excess students in Patapsco. It left all the potentially 185 excess students in Murray and it actually moved additional
students into Hammond and Mount View. So overcrowding was certainly not a criterion.

And looking at these swaps and moves away from underutilized schools to crowded schools it is apparent there was no
planning ahead.

The Alternative Plan once again directs moves more
carefully, not doing a dingle swap and moving students away from
overcrowded to underutjlized schools, fixing the FARMS

populations along the way.

Data for Middle Schools Alternative Plan is on the next page.



The table below summarizes the entire plan for Middle Schools: column (A) with only 195 moves in
2020 addresses the immediate overcrowding at Patapsco & Murray and fixes some of the FARMS balance; Column (B)
with 1,550 moves in 2024, brings all schools within a 95%-116% utilization range; and Column (C) shows that this results
in much better distribution of FARMS with max down to 42%, instead of 45% with SAAAP.

- Polygon details at the end of this report

Middle Schools Sizet 2020 2020 2024 ZOMtMove to..

Move I - Reduce Overcrowding in Potapsco
ln2B20 anox

(A)
Move to.. In 2024 2024%

(B)
FARMS SAAAPjUtPlan

(C)
Patapsco

Dunloggin

643

662

775 121K

652 98%

885 138%

676 102%

to Burleigh 117

Oakland Mills 5061 500 99X 516 102K

Move II - ReduceJ3vercrowding in Murray Hill

119%
98%

99X

to Dun 100

to OM 100

to EM 50

to EM 100

104%
95%

102%

17% 18%

19% 19%

48X 45%

19%
19%

42%

Murray Hill

Patuxent

662

760

799 121X
715 94X

847 128X
682 90%

to Patuxent 78 109X
104X

116%
114%

38%

38%

38%
37%

35%
41%

Move III - Reduce Overcrowding In Mount View
Mount View 798| 842 106X 940 118X

Burleigh Manor 779

Harpers Choice

Wilde Lake

Glenwood

Folly Quarter

506
760

545

662;

806 103% 784 101%

490 97% 453 90%
655 86X 730 96%
532 98X 499 92%

674 102% 649 98X1

106X

103X

97%
86%
98%

102%

to Burl 100

to Glen 50

to Harp ISO

toWL 110

99%

95%

111%
96%i

ioi%|

98% I

3%

11%

3%
52X
47%
8%
3%

11%

34%
45%

7%

3%

9%

41X
42%
8X
3%

Move IV - Reduce Overcrowding in Hammond
Clarksville 643| 704 109X 701 109X1
LimeKiln 701| 676 96% 743 106%]

Hammond 604! 702 116% 762 126%!

Lake Elkhorn 6431 555 86X 501 78%1

Move V - Reduce Overcrowding in Elkrtdge & Thomas Vjaduct

109X
96X

116%

UmeKiln 50

to Hamm 100

to Lake E 220

101%
99%

106%

112%

3%
3%

19%
53X

13%

30%
41K

3%
3%

16%
42%

Elkridge 779

Thomas Viaduct 701

Ellicott Mills 857

Bonnie Branch 701

Mayfield 798

747 96% 867 111%

748 107% 773 110%

910 106% 878 102%

691 99% 693 99%
842 106% 850 107%

96%
107X

106%

as%
106%

to Thorn 100

to Patux 60

to Bonn 100

to Mayf 110
to Patux 50

98%
116%
108%
97%

114%1

21%

45%
11%
32%
44%

27%
42%
11%
30%
44%

21%
42%
25%
31%
42%

13, 710 14, 015 102% 14, 429 105% Total Moves 195 Total Moves 1,550



Elementary Schools

The table below summarizes the entire plan for Elementary Schools: column (A) with only 392
moves in 2020; Column (B) with 2,075 moves in 2024, brings all schools a max 119% utilization; and Column (C) shows

much betterdistributionof FARMS with max 49%, instead of 54% with SAAAP. -Po/ygondetoffa at the end o/the report

Elementary Schools S'ze| 2020 2026
Move I - Reduce Overcrowding In Pointers Run

2024 ZB24 iMove to.. in 2Q3EO 202fl%{Wove to. - in 2(S4;

(A) JBL
FARMS SAAAP AltPlm

1C)
Pointers Run 744| 925 U4X 1,060 M2%
SwansfieldES 6941 547 79% 535 77%

Move II-Kstribute Student Polulations in West Schools

to Swans 86 1UX

79X
to Swans 100 117%

104%
3%

61% 44%
3%

46%

IDayton Oaks 675|

Triadelphla Ridge 581|

Clarksuille 543|
Bushy Park 744|

Lisbon 527|
Move 111" Populate ES43

667 99K
542 93X
381 70X
597 80%
484 92%

789
552
364
530
523

117%
95%
67%
71%
99%

99%
93%
79X
80%
92%

117%
104K
76K
71%
99%

3%
3X
3%
3%

12%

5X

17S<

12%

3%
3%
3%
3%

12%

Hammond

Bollman Bridge
Fulton

2026 ES43

653|
666|
8261

6001

618 95%
683 IBM

1, 009 122%

696
765

1,070

U)7%
115%
130% to Cl arks 50

35X
103X
116%

ox

to Bollman 50

to ES43 200
to ES43 115

99%
lfl0%
110%
53%

25%
51%

5%
3%

25%
SIX
5X

25X
49%

5%
34%

Move IV - Distribute FARMs populations in Laurel

German Crossing

Forest Ridge
Laurel Woods

735,
713!
6401

826 112%
678 95%
556 87X

861
740
550

117K
104%

1U%
95%
87%

to Laurel 200

to Laurel

to Boil man 50

9C»t
104K
109X

34%
61%

18K
34X
49X

34%
49%

Move V - Reduce Overcrowding in Waveriy

Wave riy

Manor Woods

West Friendship

Centennial Lane

Running Brook

Longfellow

Bryant Woods

Clemens Crossing

Atholton

Cradierock

Guilford

7881

6811

414|
647|
515|
512|
361]
521|

424|

398|
4651

886 112%
624 92%
426 103K
715 111K
468 91%
438 86%
451 125%
548 105K

461 UB%

460
367

U6%
79X

918
607
532
741
583
474
489
620

444

473
364

116%
89%

129%
115%
113%

93%
135%
119%

105%

119%
78%

to Athol 53

112X
92X

103X
1UX
91K
86%

110'X
105X

121%

11£%
79%

to Long
to Run

to Long

to Bryant

toCIemens

toSteven

to Grade I

to Steve n

to Cradel

to Gilford

60
50
50
50

100
50
50

100
10

170

116%
89%

114X
107K
113X
104»
108K
1D5S6
119X
loms,

91%
115X

6K
6»

52%
51%
50%
13%

15%

55%
46%

8X
St
6X

51%
52%
48%
1DX

2SK

51%
43X

3%
8%
6%
6*

48%
46%
49%
19%

31%

47X
Move VI - Reduce Overcrowding In Johns Southwards
St Johns Lane

Northfield

ThunderHill
Talbott Springs

Steve ns Forest

612
700;

509|
5401

3991

726
759
508
465

414

119%
loax
100%

86%
law

787 12S%
824 118%
466 92%
409 76%
435 109% to Athol 63

119%
108X
100K
8GX
88X

to Northf

toThun

to Ta! hot

toAtholton

60
50
10

100

119X
119%
99%
78*.

106X

9%
11%
21%
50%
68%

10X
11X
37%
46%
54X

11%
20%
49%
4SX

Move VII - Reduce Overcrowding in Hollifleld

iHollifieldStation

Veterans

Waterloo

Phel ps Luck
Jeffers Hill
11 Chester

Worthington

732|
799|
663|
597|
4211

5S4|

5151

923 126% 870 1U*
822 UB% 801 100X
548 83X 508 77%
566 35% 584 98%
413 98K 389 92%
598 102% 641 110%

to Vetrans

toJeffers

70

70

458 89% 492 96%

117%
112X
83%
83K

115%
102X
89%

109%
109X
84K
74K

ID9K
110X
96%

24%
21%
24%
63%
36%

3%
5%

24'K
22K
44%
36X
34K

6X

24%
21%
26%
48%
39%
3X

Move VIII-Distribute Student Population Between North East Schools

Rockburn

Elkridge

Ducketts Lane

Hanover Hills

609;
760|
6941
8101

593
893
569
723

97X
118%
82%
89%

638 105%
926 122%
600 86%
697 86%

97%
118%
82X
89K

to Ducket

to Hanover

200
so

105K
96%

108%
92St

6%
33%
55%
33%

ea
32%
49%
37X

6%
33%
49%
34%

Move IX - Mstribute Student Population Between North East Schools

Bellows Spring

Deep Run

751
750

767
682

102%
91%

867
786

115%
105%

last
91%

to Deep R

to Waterloo

150
50

95*
118)6

17%
55%

18K
S3X

17%
49%

26,512 25, 784 97% 27,000 102% Total Moves 392 Total Moves ?,075



Polygon Data

Updating this plan with polygon aata has further reduced the number of moves required to achieve the Utilization &
FARMS objectives, as can be seen in the HS, MS and ES tables above. This is because polygons have been selectively
targeted that offer the most impact to FARMS. (Provided they are adjoining to receiving schools)

Just like SAAAP, this Alternative Plan is driven entirely by Utilization & FARMs numbers. Meanwhile there is feedback on
social media that such data driven plans sometimes overlook the ground realities like communities getting split;
separation by the highway; poor road connectivity; distance etc. While numbers are important, these community
considerations might also be important. The good news is that since the Alternative Plan delivers results very
efficiently with minimum moves, it therefore has room to add redundant moves, or pick alternative polygons to fix
things on the ground. Even by doing so it will remain much more efficient than SAAAP.

The polygons proposed to be moved by the Alternative Plan in 2020 are:

Sending Receiving <fof Students Polygons Proposed for Reassignment
Mt Hebron HS Marriotfs Ridge HS 135 162, 1162, 2161
Centennial HS Wilde Lake HS 52 147

Wilde Lake HS River Hill HS 86 135, 1174, 2135, 2174
Howard HS Oakland Mills HS 142 65, 1065, 2065, 67, 311
Howard HS Long Reach HS 94 78, 86, 2087, 3087

Patapsco MS Burleigh Manor MS 117 159, 1159, 1034, 2034, 34

Murray Hill MS Burleigh Manor MS 78 121, 1121

Pointers ES Stansfield ES 103 64, 1129

Fulton ES Clarksville ES 50 112, 2112

Bryant Woods ES Atholton ES 53 1133, 4133, 5133
Steve ns Forest ES Atholton ES 60 2062

Hollifield Station ES Veterans ES 70 105, 1105

Phelps Luck ES Jeffers Hill ES 30 70

The Alternative Plan is proposing 35 Polygons be moved in 2020 (HS+MS+ES) with 1,095 students, while

SAAAP is proposing 287 Polygons be moved in 2020 (HS+MS+ES) moving 7,170 students

The difference between the two numbers nothing short of shocking

2024 Polygons:

SAAAP offers no visibility into the moves it has planned for 2024. It only shows 2020 moves.

The Alternative plan has been fully built out to a polygon level through 2024 for High Schools. It will take 39
additional polygon moves in 2024 mostly to populate HS13 which will complete the HS Plan. That plan can be
provided on request however this Alternative Plan already includes summary school level data that is
indicative of the 2024 polygon data. MS and ES have not yet been built out to a polygon level, but this
Alternative Plan already includes ES and MS school level data indicative of 2024 polygons, thereby already
offering more insight into the 2024 plan than has been shared by SAAAP



Conclusion

There is no easier way to say it "SAAAP just misses the mark". The alternate proposal clearly shows that much better
outcomes can be achieved with far less disruption. There is no justification for the Board of Education to accept SAAAP.

SAAAP had 3 guiding principles: 1) Reduce Overcrowding; 2) Balance FARMs and 3) Plan ahead. This document shows
that SAAAP has failed to deliver on all three. SAAAP completely ignored overcrowding, leaving that problem for another
day and as a result did not even carefully plan ahead. That will mean undoing a number of the proposed moves in a 2024
when additional capacity comes available. And when it comes to FARMS...

The big debate on Social Media is that SAAAP is pro-integration, pro-equity because FARMS balancing is

really what SAAAP is all about. The facts are quite the opposite. It is the Alternative Plan that outshines

SAAAP in integration with 49% max FARMS down from 68%, while SAAAP bring down FARMS only to 54%.
Public testimonies are creating divisions in the community, while there's absolutely no case for SAAAP.

SAAAP Alternative Plan
Moves 16,000 . 6, 219

2020 Polygon Moves 287 35
Max Utilization 138%

Max FARMS 54%
119%
49%

HS MS ES HS MS ES
2020 Moves 2,815 1,351 3, 194 508 195 392
2024 Moves 3,000+ 1, 500+ 3, 100+ 1, 499 1,550 2,075

Double Moves 502 To East * 1, 015 Swaps Unknown 0 0 0

Max 2020 Utilization 136% 130% 121% 119% 119% 119%
Max 2024 Utilization 138% 128% 121% 117% 112% 119%

Max FARMS 42% 45% 54% 41% 42% 49

* Estimated since actual data is not available

SAAAP utilized consultants and took months of effort to put together. While this Alternative Plan is a quick back of the

envelop calculation compiled over a few days, and then a few more for Polygon data. This quickly put together

Alternative Plan does not claim to be the only right way to do it, but it has exposed serious weaknesses in SAAAP making

the case for a different, much better approach. In light of this SAAAP should be paused by the BOE while

alternative plans are evaluated.

SumeetSingh

Resident of Polygon 3176



Dear Board Members,

Here is the proposed plan for our polygon. We represent 100% of the HS kids affected next
year. Following this proposed plan, you will fmd the policies against which the current plan
goes, and therefore would not only completely ignore the problems it tnes to solve, but also goes
against the many policies of the board.

Proposed plan for polygon 1181:

We represent 100% of the polygon whose kids will be affected by the current proposal at this
time. Our kids will be the only ones that will attend high school next year. The other (2) kids
are still in elementary and middle school for next year.

1. Keep us at River Hill
a. With a rising junior and a freshman sibling, both of our kids will enjoy the same

social circle that has been established. In addition, our oldest daughter has social
anxiety, with a difiGcult time to adjust to changes. Given the high rate of suicides
in HoCo, we are constantly watching out for the mental health of all our children.
Would this plan take effect, it will introduce a lot of unnecessary stress to all of
us, not just the kids.

b. The distance to River Hill is 3. 9 miles, with one stoplight. The distance to WLHS
is 5.6 miles, 10 stoplights. The avg. time for a stoplight is 2. 5-3.0imns. There is a
70% increase in the time spent on the bus by the sheer miles alone. This will take
us to 53 minutes on a bus. Add a minimum of 25 mins due to stoplights, we are
looking at Ih: 18m on the bus. This is unaccqitable, especially for one of my kids
with ADHD.

2. Table the redistricting for our polygon until HS 1 3
a. Our closest HS is Glenelg High, which is more difficult to access due to the

construction going on on the bridge ofFQ. This affects the return home for our
kids

b. After the new high school opens, we'll be potentially open for redistrictmg again
resulting in another period of intense stress

3. Redistrict us to GHHS

a. It is the closest HS to us, with the least amount of stoplights as well
*** This presents a problem currently due to the construction on FQ on the
bridge, providing only a one way access. However, the estimated time to
complete it is a year.

Our polygon borders a MRHS polygon, a GHS polygon and our sister polygons of 181, 183 and
1183. Polygon 1181 consists mainly of farmland, and it is along the Folly Quarter RD and
wrapping around the circle (extra traffic tune)



Unless you are anticipating a later school starting time, the plan to redistrict us to WLHS is
completely wrong, uninfonned, and it does not help any students in any way

No matter where you sent us, we will forever be MVER HILL!

PoBcv 1010
I. Policy Statement
The Board of Education is committed to providing an educadonal and work environment that is
free from discrimination, fosters equitable opportunities, and values diversity and commonality.
The Board prohibits discrimination on toe basis of race, color, creed, national origin,
umnigration status, religion, physical, mental, or educational disability, pregnancy, age, gender,
gender expression, eender identity, genetic information, sexual orientation, marital status,
veteran status or

The Board recognizes its responsibility to promote worth, dignity, respect, and safety and
therefore prohibits discrimination through curriculum, instruction, professional development, and
resource selection.

River Hill, according to 6/2019 data, is at under capacity at 92%. Overcrowding, as stated as the
primary reason for this proposal, is not fhe issue. We have still not been given a reason why we
are being moved out. If it is due to SES, first, it is against the policy 1010 to move us out due to
OUR SES status as well as being discriminatoiy towards the families from the WL district being
moved. The second part of the SES argument will be addressed later on.

Factors of the Proposal Against Policy 6010's sections as follows:

Section IV B 1 Facility Utilization - Where reasoiiable, school attendance area utilization
should stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time.

AU of the factors under the facility utilization is met by RHHS, which is at 92% capacity as of
this year.

Section IV B 2 - Community Stability - The proposed feed ficm FQMS from RHHS is at 17%.
Currently, the feed from FQMS is at 33%. Under the proposal, my daughter is losing all of her
friends, as they will be going to GHS. Our polygon is surrounded by immediately adjacent
polygons that will be going to Marriott's Ridge HS and Glenelg HS.

We are on farmland, and are disconnected from a neighborhood. We have built ffiendships in
adjacent neighborhoods which will end up being redistricted. My daughter depends on rides and
working on projects with ffiends who would be redistricted. With half of the feed being cut in
half, all of those resources will be gone.



Section IV B.3. - Demographic Characteristics of Student Population. Where reasomble, school
attendance areas should promote the creation of a diverse and inclusive student body at both the
sending and receiving schools through the consideration of:

a. Racial/Ethnic Composition: River Hill is 44% white, the rest being minorities. Therefore, this
standard does not apply

b. The socioeconomic composition of the school population as measured by participation in the
federal FARMS program.

Accordmg to multiple sources as attached to the testimony, the correlation between
FARM rates and SES is inaccurate, with errors in the certification of those who are certified as
qualified for Free and Reduced Lunches between 16-20%. Please see the attached references as
support. More so, the data becomes even more invalid since the passing of the Community
Eligibility Provision (passed in 2010), which allows for any member of a neighborhood to
receive &ee lunches if more than 40% of the community qualifies for FARM. This is regardless
of income. Therefore, your entire concept of integrating based on SES derived from federal
FARM rates are completely inaccurate.

c. The academic perfonnance of the school will be maupulated by the move of the RH students
to WL to mask lower scores. However, it is not true improvement that is being achieved her, just
data manipulation

d. ESOL participation in HS is not significant.

e. The number of students moved - 35% population ofRHHS is being moved, which, along with
the population at Atholton and Wilde Lake make it obvious that these three schools were
targeted for the most disruptive, targeted move yet, with a possible less than 2% change in the
metrics measured. I canunot take into consideration the change in scores, as this is purely due to
change in population, not due to change in student achievement.

PoUcies 1000. 1040 and 1060

This entire plan has a potential of dismptmg about 20,000 people m the county, and as proposed
it has caused a lot of tension, disrespect, and vitriol that has been spewed. Attached you will find
the violations of the different policies involved, as well as attached evidence.
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POLICY 1060

BULLYES'G, CYBERBULLYING,
HARASSMENT, OR INTIMTOATION

'G'
IQWARD COUNTY
'UBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

t
BOARD OF EDUCATION

 

\/]S) ^C^ Effective: July 1, 2017

I. Policy Statement
^7T^^g£> ('f'^

The Board of Education is committed to providing a safe, engaging, and supportive school and
work environment that values diversity and coinmonality. The Board is also committed to
fostering a climate where individuals are valued and their safety and rights are protected. The
Board prohibits acts of bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, or intimidation because they
compromise the learning environment and well-being of students, employees, andfrominimlty^

The Board recognizes that Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) employees must be
knowledgeable regarding bullying and victunization in order to promote an environment where
opportunities for bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, or mtimidation do not occur.

D.. Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to establish expectations for maintaining a safe and respectEul
school climate and workplace in the HCPSS where bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, and
intimidation are not tolerated. This policy also provides standards for identifying and
preventing bullying, cyberbullying. hara'ising, nr intimidating behavior, as well as intervening

. SUPPOrtlnS students and employees who are exhibiting bullying, cyberbullying, harassing,
or intunidatmg behavior or who are targets/victims of bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, or
intimidation.

HI. Definitions

Within the context of this policy, the following definitions apply:

A. Bullying - Intentional conduct, including verbal, physical, or written conduct, or au
intentional electronic communication that creates a hostile educational or work
environment by substantially interfering with a student's or employee's educational or
employment benefits, opportunities, or performance, or with their physical or
psychological well-being and is:

1. A real or perceived power unbalance; or,

2. Repeated; or,

3. Motivated by an actual or a perceived personal characteristic including race,
national origin, immigration status, marital status, sex, sexual orientation, gender
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POLICY 1060

B.

c.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

identity, religion, ancestry, physical attributes, socioeconomic status, family
stmcture, or physical or mental ability or disability; or,

4. Threatening or seriously mtimidating; or,

5. Occurs on school property, at a school activity or event, or on a school bus; or,

6. Sent via electronic coinmunication; or,

7. Substantially dismpts the orderly operation of a school or workplace.

Community - The society at large which includes, but is not liimted to families,
businesses, faifh conununities, government agencies, nonprofit service organizations,
other organizations, and individuals.

Cyberbullying - Harassment, humiliation, intimidation, and/or threats to others
transmitted by means of any electronic device, including but not limited to the use of
social media sites, telephones, cellular phones, computers, or tablets.

Electronic Communication - A commuilication transmitted by means of any electronic
device, includmg but not limited to the use of social media sites, telephones, cellular
phones, computers, or tablets.

Employee - Any individual employed by the HCPSS.

Harassment - A sufficiently severe action or persistent, pervasive pattern of actions or
statements, directed at an identifiable individual or group, that is intended to be, or
which a reasonable person would perceive as, ridiculing or demeaning.

Hazing - Participation in any intentional or reckless act directed against another for the
purpose of initiation into, affiliation with, or maintenance of membership in an
organization. Hazing is considered to be a form of bullying; hazing includes, but is not
limited to, any action taken or situation created that directly or indirectly embarrasses,
humiliates, harasses, ridicules, intimidates, or causes harm or mental or physical
discomfort to another.

Intimidation - Subjection to intentional action that seriously threatens and induces a
sense of fear and/or inferiority which adversely affects one's ability to participate in or
benefit from the educational or work setting.

Parent - Any one of the following, recognized as the adult(s) legally responsible for the
child or vulnerable adult:

1. Biological Parent - A natural parent whose parental rights have not been
terminated.
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POLICY 1060

J.

K.

L.

M.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Adopdve Parent - A parent who has legally adopted the student and whose
parental rights have not been terminated.

Custodian - A person or an agency appointed by the court as the legal custodian of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.

Guardian - A person who has been placed by the court in charge of the affau-s of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.

Caregiver - An adult resident of Howard County who exercises care, custody or
control over the stodent, but who is neither the biological parent nor legal guardian
as long as the person satisfies the requirements of the Education Article §7-101(c)
(Informal Kinship Care).

Foster Parent - An adult approved to care for a child who has been placed in their
home by a state agency or a licensed child placement agency as provided by the
Family Law Article, §5-507.

Retaliation - The act or process offhreatening or otherwise penalizing a person for
reporting an alleged violation of this policy or for participating in an investigation of an
alleged violation.

School Property - Any property owned or leased by the HOPS S or used by HCPSS for
school-related activities. The concept of property extends to school activities such as
field trips, use of parks and recreation facilities, proms at hotels, etc. School buses, bus
stops, and faciUties scheduled by the school system for student use are considered an
extension of school property.

School-Related Activity - Any school system activity, on or off school property, in
which a student directly participates (e. g. school field tnp, athletic event, or
class/graduation activity), or an activity in which the student does not directly
participate but represents the school or student body simply by being present
(e. g. spectator at a school event).

Service Providers - Individuals who provide services to the HCPSS, either
through contract or volunteer service, when those services involve access to
students, such as substitute teachers, mentors, chaperones, bus drivers, and
individuals who participate in partnership programs.

IV. Standards

A. The HCPSS will work to ensure that the school and workplace enviromnents are free
from incidents of bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing, or mtunidation. The
prohibition of bullying, cyberbullymg, harassment, hazing, or intimidation in schools
and workplaces and reprisal and retaliation against individuals who report acts of
bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing, or mtmudation, as well as standard
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POLICY 1060

B.

c.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

consequences for policy violations, will be a part of systemwide efforts to maintain
positive school and workplace climates.

The HCPSS will comply with the Maryland Safe Schools Reporting Act of 2005, as
amended, which mandates the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) to
require all county boards of education to report incidents of bullying, harassment, or
intimidation against students on public school property. Additionally, MSDE was
required to create and distribute a "Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation Report Form"
and Maryland's Model PoUcy To Address Bullying, Harassment, or Intunidation.

All HCPSS schools and workplaces will follow established procedures for prevention
and intervention as outlined in the implementation procedures.

The prevention and intervention strategies of bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, or
intimidation, will be presented to all students m pre-kindergarten through grade twelve.

Employees and contract service providers will receive annual professional development
on the substance of this policy. This professional development will provide prevention
education, designed to model and teach positive relationship building and appropriate
interpersonal communication.

Students, employees, and others engaging in bullying, cyberbullying, harassment or
intimidation will be subject to disciplinary and/or legal action.

Bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing, intunidation, or retaliation against anyone
who has reported bullying, cyberbuUyiag, harassment, hazing, intimidation, or
retaliation is prohibited.

Consequences for violations of this policy will be adimnistered according to applicable
school system policies (Policy 7030 Employee Conduct and Discipline, Policy 9200
Staident Discipline, the HCPSS Student Code of Conduct, and all applicable state and
federal laws). Prior violations of this policy will be considered when determining
consequences.

Bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing, and intimidation data wUl be compiled,
analyzed, and reported quarterly to the Board and the Superintendent.

V. Responsibilities

A. The HCPSS will provide anniial professional development for employees and contract
service providers on the substance of this policy. This profsssional development will
provide prevention education, designed to model and teach positive relationship
building and appropriate interpersoiial communication as well as detail the process and
responsibilities for bullying reporting.
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POLICY 1060

B. The Superintendent/Designee will ensure that students, parents, employees, and
contract service providers are notified of the provisions of this policy annually.

c.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

The Superintendent/Designee is responsible for any action taken in response to a
violation of this policy.

School prmcipals/supervisors will notify those under their supervision of the provisions
of this policy.

Students, parents, employees, and service providers will report alleged incidents of
bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing, intimidation, and retaliation.

School principals/supervisors will ensure compliance with the Maryland Safe Schools
Reporting Act of 2005, as amended, requiring all county boards of education to report
incidents of bullying, harassment, or mtimidation against students m public schools and
to distribute a " Bullying, Harassment or Intimidation Report Form".

The SuperintendenbDesignee and/or school admimstrators will ensure that all illegal
behaviors are reported to the appropriate social service agencies, law enforcement
agencies, and the MSDE.

School principals/supendsoTS will take immediate action to protect victims regardless
of how the alleged bullying is reported.

School prmcipals/supervisors will ensure that professional development regarding this
policy occurs annually.

School principals/supervisors will implement systemwide/workplace procedures for
prevention and intervention of bullying, cyberbullying, harassment, hazing,
intimidation, or retaliation.

School principals, supervisors, or the Executive Director of Special Education and
Student Services/designee will provide appropriate assistance to students, parents,
employees, and service providers who have been affected by behavior prohibited in this
policy.

The Department of Special Education and Student Services will compile and report
bullying, eyberbullying, harassment, hazing, or intimidation data to the Board.

M. All employees will comply with the expectations for safe school environments.

VI. Delegation of Authority

The Superintendent is authorized to develop appropriate procedures for the implementation of
this policy.
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POLICY 1060

VII. References

A. Legal
Title IX of the Educational Amendments Act of 1972

Annotated Code ofMaiyland, Criminal Law Article, §3-805 - Misuse of electronic
commiuucation or interactive computer service ("Grace's Law")

Annotated Code of Maryland, Education Article, §7-424 - Reporting incidents of
harassment or intimidation against students

Annotated Code of Maryland, Education Article, §7-424. 1 - Model policy prohibiting
buUyiag, harassment and mtimidation

COMAR 13A. 01.04.03 - School Safety
COMAR13A. 08. 01. 15-Reporting Delinquent Acts

B. Other Board Policies

Policy 1000 Civility
Policy 1010 Discrimination
Policy 1020 Sexual Discrimination
Policy 1030 Child Abuse and Neglect
Policy 1040 Safe and Supportive Schools
Policy 3050 Records Management
Policy 7010 Personnel Records
Policy 7030 Employee Conduct and Discipline
Policy 8080 Responsible Use of Technology and Social Media
Policy 9020 Students' Rights and Responsibilities
Policy 9050 Student Records
Policy 9060 Rehabilitation Act of 1973 Compliance: Section 504
Policy 9200 Student Discipline
Policy 9280 Students Charged with Community or Reportable Offenses
Policy 9290 Gangs, Gang Activity, and Similar Destmctive or Delinquent Group

Behavior

Policy 10000 Parent, Family, and Coinmunity Involvement

C. Relevant Data Sources

Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation in Maiyland Public Schools: A Report to the
Maryland General Assembly, (March 31, 2015)
HCPSS Bullying, Harassment or Intimidation Reports to MSDE
HCPSS Siispensions for Bullying/Haiassment trend data
Suspensions, Expulsions, and Health Related Exclusions Maryland Public Schools

Annual report

D. Other

Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation Complaint Form
Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation Incident School Investigation Form
Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation Reporting Form
HCPSS Student & Parent Handbook
HCPSS Student Code of Conduct
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POLICY 1060

HCPSS Threat Management Procedures
Maryland's Model PoUcy To Address Bullying, Harassment, or Intimidation
Master Agreement Between the Board of Education and the Howard County

Administrators Association

Master Agreement Between the Board of Education and the Howard County Education
Association

SRO Memorandum of Understanding

VHI. History

ADOPTED:
REVIEWED:
MODIFIED:

REVISED:

June 11, 2009

June 12, 2014
August 14, 2014
June 8, 2017

EFFECTIVE: July 1, 2017
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IOWARD COUNTY
tUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

BOARD OF EDUCATION

POLICY 1040
SAFE AND SUPPORTIVE SCHOOLS

Effective: July 1, 2014

I. Policy Statement

The Board of Education of Howard County is committed to providing a safe, engaging, and
supportive school climate. The Board believes that fostering a school climate in which
individuals are valued, and their safety and rights are protected, is essential to its mission.

All students, employees, parents, and third parties offhe Howard County Public School System
(HCPSS) share responsibility for the health, safety, and general welfare of students and for

^Q\ ^CtfWV, establishing and sustaining a safe and supportive school climate. Employees bear a
professional responsibility to monitor student behavior and respond accordingly to both
observed and reported violations of policy.

II. Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to prohibit my behaviors tihat interfere with a safe, engaging, and
supportive school climate.

III. Definitions

Within the context of this policy, the following definitions apply:

A. HCPSS Student Code of Conduct - A disciplinary framework that is designed to
support a safe, positive, and respectful learning enviroimient and discipline procedures
for effective learning.

B. Parent - Any one of the foUowing, recognized as the adult(s) legally responsible for the
student:

1. Biological Parent - A natural parent whose parental rights have not been
temiinated.

2. Adoptive Parent - A person who has legally adopted the student and whose
parental rights have not been terminated.

3. Custodian - A person or an agency appointed by the court as the legal custodian of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.

4. Guardian - A person who has been placed by the court in charge of the affairs of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.
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?ARD COUNTY
LIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

POLICY 1000
CIVILITY

Effective: July 1, 2018

I. Policy Statement

The Board of Education of Howard County is committed to modelling and fostering an
environment of mutual respect and civility between and among all stakeholders including
members of the Board of Education, students, school system employees, parents, service
providers, and each member of the community. The Board recognizes a culture of civility is
critical to the success and well-being of students employees, and commumty members and is a
necessary first step to establistung and maintaining relationships and a culture that recognizes
the worth and dignity of the individual.

B[. Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to set clear expectations for civil behavior between aad among all
Howard County Public School System (HCPSS) stakeholders to promote safe, engaging and
supportive environments.

HI. Definitions

Within the context of this policy, the following definitions apply:

A. Civility Mutual respect and consideration reflected in language, attitudes, behaviors,
and verbal, nonverbal, written and digital communications.

B. Parent - Any one of the following, recognized as the adult(s) legally responsible for the
student:

1. Biological Parent - A natural parent whose parental rights have not been
terminated.

2. Adoptive Parent - A parent who has legally adopted the student and whose
parental rights have not been termmated.

3. Custodian - A person or an agency appointed by the court as the legal custodian of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.

4. Guardian - A person who has been placed by the court in charge of the affairs of
the student and granted parental rights and responsibilities.

5. Caregiver - An adult resident of Howard County who exercises care, custody or
control over the student, but who is neither the biological parent nor legal guardian
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POLICY 1000

as long as the person satisfies fhe requirements of the Education Article §7-101 (c)
(Informal Kinship Care).

Foster Parent - An adult approved to care for a child who has been placed in their
home by a state agency or a licensed child placement agency as provided by the
Fanuly Law Article, §5-507.

C. School Property - Any property owned or leased by the (HCPSS) or used by HCPSS
for school-related activities. The concept of property extends to school activities such
as field trips, use of parks and recreation facilities, proms at hotels, etc. School buses,
bus stops, and facilities scheduled by the school system for student use are considered
an extension of school property.

D. School-Related Activity - Any school system activity, on or off school property, in
which a student directly participates (e. g. field trip, athletic event, or class/graduation
activity), or an activity in which the student does not directly participate, but represents
the school or student body simply by being present (e. g. spectator at a school event).

E. Service Providers - Individuals who provide services to the HCPSS, either through
contract, Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), or volunteer service, when those
services involve access to students and employees, such as substitute teachers, mentors,
chaperones, bus drivers, and individuals who participate in conunittees, advisory
groups, and partnership programs.

TV. Standards

A. The HCPSS school and workplace environments will reflect the expected behaviors of
civility while commumcating and interacting among stakeholders. These behaviors
include but are not limited to:

1. Respect and courtesy in language, demeanor, and actions
2. RespectEul and appropriate tone and volume of voice
3. Respectful and active listening
4. Respectful acknowledgment of individual differences
5. Respectful acknowledgement of diversity
6. Respect for the personal, civil, and property rights of others
7. Respectful and courteous use of phone, public address systems, two-way radios,

and any other verbal communication devices
8. Respectful and courteous written and digital communication, including but not

limited to notes, letters, email, text messages, and social media.

B. The HCPSS school and workplace environments will be free fi-om unacceptable
behaviors including but not limited to:

1. Rude, insulting, or demeaning language and/or actions
2. Persistently unreasonable demands
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POLICY 1000

3. Repeatedly interruptive behavior
4. Displays of temper
5. Threatening and/or abusive gestmes and behavior.

C. All individuals in HCPSS schools and workplaces will follow procedures for resolution
as outlined in the implementation procedures.

V. Responsibilities

A. All individuals will behave in a civil manner while communicating and interacting with
all HCPSS stakeholders.

B. All individuals will behave in a civil manner and cooperate in resolving incidents of
uncivil behavior.

c.

D.

E.

If individuals are unable to resolve incidents ofuncivil behavior, the
principal/supervisor or designee will facilitate a resolution.

The Superintendent/Designee will determine whether an incident occurring on school
property violates an existing Board of Education policy. The SuperintendenfDesignee
will respond appropriately and in a timely manner to all parties.

The Superintendent/Designee will provide for amual notification offhis policy to
students, employees, parents, and community members.

VI. Delegation of Authority

The Superintendent is authorized to develop appropriate procedures for the implementation of
this policy.

VII. References

A. Legal
The Annotated Code of Maryland, Criminal Law Article, §3-805 - Misuse of electronic

communication or interactive computer service ("Grace's Law")
The Annotated Code of Maryland, Criminal Law Article, §6-409, Trespass
The Annotated Code of Maryland, Education Article, §26-101 and §26-102, School
Security

B. Other Board Policies

Policy lOlOAnti-Discrimination
Policy 1020 Sexual Discrimination
Policy 1040 Safe and Supportive Schools
Policy 1060 Bullying, Cyberbullying, Harassment, or Intiinidation
Policy 2030 Ombudsman
Policy 2040 Public Participation in Meetings of the Board
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V.ew 3 incre comments

<<sv
';'--! James Howard Uhm, the Howard County Ethics Commission has
--' no legal authority over the Board of Education or Howard County

Public School System.

-ike . Reply 5h . Edited

Beatrice Hoffmann ̂  so who has the authority?

Like . Reply 1h

James Howard Beatrice Hoffmann, does it matter?
Nobody has articulated a suspected ethical violation, yet.

Like . Reply . th

Beatrice Hoffmann iSt Yes, it does matter as ethics and
oversight is an important part of the democratic process
and important for checks and balances. So as I am being
interested and would like to be reassured that there is
such a process in place: Who has the authority?

Like- Reply . 2'!m

Beatrice Hoffmann >^ gee... just tell me...
know V

Like Reply . 12m

know you

Beatrice Hoffmann ^ https://ce. howardcountymd. gov
/Zoning... /Board-of-Appeals

GC. HOWASDCOUNTYMD. GOV

Howard County Council > Zoning
/ Land Use > Board of Appeals

Like . Repiy . Remove Preview . 12m

/James Howard Beatrice Hoffmann, that does not mean I
know. And while I do, I am not inclined to assist in this
gross abuse of the ethics process by a group of
malcontented and overly entitled brats hell-bent on raising
their children to be the same.

Like . Reply . 7m

Beatrice Hoffmann ouch...

Like . Reply 3ir



< Dawn Millman Popp
September 3 at 9:24 PM

...

they won't I
"look racist"

1w Like Reply

^1
1 -

r.

James Howard

AJ Arnold, "Hey, everyone, put your
hoods back in the closet!"

1w Like Reply 1

Steven Keller

AJ Arnold and James Howard - I'm

going to refrain from responding to
most inflammatory posts, but must call
your above posts out as being
particularly irresponsible, harmful and
off the mark.

1w Like Reply

James Howard

Steven Keller, uhm, I just checked and
being responsible for not hurting the
feels of Howard County's precious
snowflakes is not in my portfolio.

1w Like Reply

Write a reply...



HOCO school interest »co

Here is what I find funny (not so funny)...

Parent: *banging on the superintendent's door* "PAY
ATTENTION TO ME"! OUR SCHOOLS ARE IN TROUBLE!
THEY ARE OVERCROWDED AND IT IS UNSAFE FOR OUR
CHILDREN! ALL CHILDREN MATTER AND ALL CHILDREN
DESERVE THE BEST! KEEP THEM SAFE!! DO SOMETHING
NOW!"

Superintendent: *makes a suggestion*

Parent: "NO NO NO!!! THAT IS NO GOOD! YOU ARE A
HORRIBLE PERSON FOR MAKING THESE SUGGESTIONS."

Superintendent: *calls off redistricting and goes back to the
drawing board... makes some new suggestions a year later*

Parent: "Wait. No. SERIOUSLY. Let me be clear. I didn't mean

for you to move my kid. Are you crazy? i didn't move to this
street so my kid could go to a lesser school. No. No. No.
Move the other kids. My kid couldn't possibly go on a bus
for 15 minutes. That is unacceptable. This is for all of the
OTHER children. Not my child."

Howard County. We can't even call this "1st world"
problems. It is so over-the-top privileged behavior that it is
kind of gross. Frankly
this story up yet.

'- 29

't believe a satirist hasn't picked

14 Comments

d Like (^3 Comment



^
?ARD COUNTY

"l LIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

BOARD OF EDUCATION

POLICY 1010
ANTI-DISCR1MLNATION

'o// ^/.-S- Effective: July1. 20i8

I. Policy Statement
TV <Sfe-

The Board of Education is committed to providing an educational and work environment that
is free from discrunination, fosters equitable opportunities, and values diversity and
commonality. The Board prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national
ongin, imntigration status, religion, physical, mental, or educational disability, pregnancy, age,
gender, gender expression, gender identity, genetic information, sexual orientation, marital
status, veteran status or socioeconomic status in the educational pr>i;;ruin. including co-
curricular and extra-curricular activities, and in the workplace.

The Board recognizes its responsibility to promote worth, dignity, respect, and safety and
therefore prohibits discrimination through curriculum, instmction, professional development,
and resource selection.

Employees, students, and third parties share responsibility for the health, safety, and general
welfare of students and for creating and ensuring an environment &ee from discrimination.

Employees, students, and third parties may be subject to disciplinary action or consequences
for discriminatoiy behavior even when the behavior does not rise to the level of discrimination
as defined by prevailing federal and state laws.

n. Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to establish expectations for behavior that promote a safe,
supportive school and work environment and provide direction for students, employees, and
third parties in recognizing and reporting discrimination in accordance with this policy and
with local, state, and federal requirements.

ID. Definitions

Within the context of this policy, the followmg defmitions apply:

A. Discrimination - Any act or omission due to an individual's status or perceived status
in a protected class that creates an intimidating, hostile, or offensive working or
educational envu-onment; or substantially interferes with an individual's ability to work,
learn, or otherwise is sufficiently serious to limit an individual's employment
opportunities, or to limit a student's ability to participate in or benefit from the
educational program.
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POLICY 1010

FV. Standards

A. It is a violation of this policy for any student, employee, or third party to engage in acts
ofdiscrinunation in schools, school system offices, or at school-related activities, or at
school system sponsored activities.

Student, employee, or third party behavior may be severe enough to violate state and/or
federal laws prohibiting discrimination in educational institutions and the workplace.

This generally occurs when:

1. Submission to such conduct is made either explicitly or implicidy a term or
condition of the individual's employment or educational status.

2. Such conduct has the purpose or effect of substantially interfering with an
individual's work or educational performance or creating an mtimidating,
hostile, or offensive environment, which may include online and social media.

B. It is a violation of this policy for any student, employee, or thud party to engage in
retaliation with regard to allegations or complaints of discrimination.

C. Discrimination on the basis of gender includes harassment, which is addressed in Policy
1020 Sexual Discrunination, and Title IX. Harassment, defamation, and intmudation
that are not discriminatory m nature are addressed in Policy 1040 Safe and Supportive
Schools, and in Policy 1060 Bullying, Cyberbullying, Harassment, or Intimidation.

D. The HCPSS will promote the worth and dignity of all individuals through curriculum,
instmction, professional development, and resource selection in accordance with state
regulation.

1. The HCPSS will provide PreK-12 curricula and instmctional sta-ategies that enable
students to demonstrate an understanding of and respect for living in a culfaira-lly
pluralistic society.

2. Instructional staff will use strategies that appropriately address students' identities
and learning styles while providing rigorous mstruction for all students to increase
academic achievement.

3. Instructional staff will be provided with curricula that:

a. Avoids stereotyping, discrimination, bias, and prejudice;
b. Reflects the diverse experiences relating to cultural groups and. individuals;
c. Is representative of the diversity of society and assist students to demonstrate

an understanding of the experiences of individuals and groups.
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Student Eligibility for a Free Lunch as an
SES Measure in Education Research
Mh^ri Harwd) and Brandon UBau
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Free or reduced price lunch: A proxy for poverty?
^s/nces/pdst/free-or-reduced-price-

luncH-a-proxy-for-poverty)
n April 16, 2015 A NOES Blog Editor (/blogs/nces/author/ncesblogeditor) FAQs
^logs/nces/category/FAQs), General (/blogs/nces/category/General)

(http://www. twitter. com/share?

url=http%3a%2'%2fnc9s. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2ffree-or-reduced-price-
lunch-a-proxy-for-poverty), ; (https://www. facebook. com/sharer/sharer. php?
u=http%3a%2f%2fnces. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2ffree-or-reduced-price-lunch-
a-proxy-for-poverty) (https://plus. google. com/share?
url=http%3a%2f%2fnces. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2ffree-or-reduced-
price-lunch-a-proxy-for-poverty)

By Tom Snyder and Lauren. Musu-GilIette

The percentage of students receiving free or reduced price lunch is often used as a proxy
measure for the percentage of students living in poverty. While the percentage of students
receiving free or reduced price lunch can provide some infonnation about relative poverty, it
should not be confused with the actual percentage of students in poverty enrolled in school.
In 2012, just over half of public school children were eligible for free/reduced price lunches.
In contrast, the actual poverty rate of public school students was 22 percent
(http://nces. ed. gov/programs/digest/d14Aables/dt14_102. 70. asp). Despite the correlation
between the two measures, it is important to understand that they differ in important ways
and that the difference is growing
(.http://www. census. gov/did/www/saipe/publications/files/CrusePowers2006asa. pdf).

As the largest federal program for elementary and secondary schools, the National School
Lunch Program (http://nces. ed. gov/transfer. asp?location=www. fns. usda. gov/nslp/national-
school-lunch-program-nslp) provided meals to more than 31 million children each school
day in 2012. All lunches provided by the National School Lunch Program are considered
subsidized to some extent because meal-service programs at schools must operate as
non-profit programs (http://nces. ed. gov/transfer. asp?

http^;//nc-... ed.gav/bi03S/'nc-'. -s/po-. t/Free-or-r-:dtjced-pnc:-fijnch-a-pro?<y'-for-poverty 10/11/19, 12:00 PM
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locat!on=www.fns. usda.gov/sites/default/files/NSLPFactSheet.pdf). wniie all students at
participating schools are eligible for regular priced lunches through the National School
Lunch Program, there are multiple ways in which a child can become eligible for a
free/reduced price lunch. Traditionally, famiiy income has been used to establish eligibility for
free/reduced price lunch.

One way the percentage of students in poverty and those eligible for free/reduced prce
lunch differ is that many students eligible for free/reduced price lunch fall above the federal
poverty threshold. A student from a household with an income at or below 130 percent of
the poverty income threshold is eligible for free lunch. A student from a household with an
income between 130 percent and up to 185 percent of the poverty threshold is eligible for
reduced price lunch.

In addition, some groups of children such as foster children, cniiaren participating in Head
Start and Migrant Education Programs, or children receiving services under the Runaway
and Homeless Youth Act are eligible for free/reduced price lunch. Also, under the
Community Eligibility option, some non-poor children may be included in the program if their
district decides that it would be more efficient from an administrative or service delivery
perspective to provide the free lunches to all children in the school
(http://nces. ed. gov/transfer.asp71ocations www. fns. usda. gov/school-meals/community-
eligibility-provision). Thus, the percentage of students receiving free or reduced price lunch
includes all students at or below 185 percent of the poverty threshold, plus some additional
non-poor children who meet other eligibility criteria, plus other students in schools and
districts that have exercised the Community Eligibility option, which results in a percentage
that is more than double the official poverty rate.

Despite its limitations, the free/reduced price lunch data are frequently used by education
researchers as a proxy for school poverty since this count is generally available at the
school level, while the poverty rate is typically not available. Because the free/reduced price
lunch eligibility is derived from the federal poverty level, and therefore highly related to it, the
free/reduced price lunch percentage is useful to researchers from an analytic perspective.

In reports such as the Condition of Education, NOES has characterized a school as a high
poverty school when more than 75 percent of its students are eligible for a free/reduced
price lunch (http://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_clb.asp). In 201 2-13, about 24
percent of students attended public schools that were classified as high poverty
(http://nces. ed.gov/programs/digesVd13/tables/dtl 3_216. 60.asp?current=yes). Using this
high poverty definition enables us to identify important differences among students: 45
percent of Black and Hispanic students attended such high poverty schools compared to 8
percent of White students.

Percentage of public school students in low-poverty and high-poverty
schools, by race/ethnicity: School year 2012-13

htfps:/'/'nc':^. ed.gov,;bioEis/rices/po-;Vf!'ee-Oi'-reducc'(j-pricn-Sun(;h-a-proxy-for-poveri:y 10/11/19, 12:00 PM
Page 2 of 7



PNCNIf

30

20

1BI-

0 L.

4B

21

lCWpCMKfy

.
»** .I"** OM»P<**' a*»l°" QPnetellandar D i2SfcSlKon/DTI«"»mn»mc«

NOTE: High-poverty schools are defined as public schools where more than 75. 0 percent of the students are eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch (FRPL), and low-poverty schools are defined as public schools where 25. 0 percent or less of
the students are eligible for FRPL

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (COD),
"Public Elementary/Seconda'y School Universe Sturvey, " 2012-13.

One of the important limitations of the free/reduced lunch count is that the change in the
eligibility requirements under the Community Eligibility option has meant that more children
are qualifying for free/reducea price luncnes. Between 2000-01 and 201 2-13, the
percentage of children eligible for a free/reduced price lunch increased from 38 percent to
50 percent, an increase of 12 percentage points. In contrast, the percentage of public
school children who lived in poverty increased from 17 to 23 percent, an increase of 6
percentage points.

While the free/reduced lunch percentages can sen/e as a useful indicator of the relative
numbers of poor children, it does not substitute as £ messure of the ievei or cniid poveny,
nor of changes in pove.'ly rates over time. It is slso important to keeo in mind that neither
free/reduced price lunch eligibility nor poverty should be consjderi3cl mfiasiirRs of
socioeconomic status (SES), which measures a broaaer sDp.c-tn.im of family characteristics
(e.g. parental education and occupations) that may be related to student performance.
Some NOES surveys already collect SES data while others are investigating options for
collecting better indicators of students' SES. These efforts will be detailed in a future blog
post.

For more information on recent changes to free/reduced price lunch eligibility data in
EDFacte see Free and Reduced-Price Lunch Eligibility Data in EDFacte: A White Paper or
Current Status and Potential Changes
(http://www2.ed.gov/about/inits/ed/edfacts/index.html).
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You searched for 'ses equity'

Here are some results for the search term on this website

1. What Are Threat Assessment Teams and How Prevalent Are They in Public Schools? (/blogs/nces/post/what-are-
threat-assessment-teams-and-how-prevaient-are-they-in-pubi ic-schools)

2. Crime and Safety on College Campuses (/blogs/nces/post/crimB-and-safety-on-college-campuses)
3. The NOES Ed Tech Equity Initiative Framework (/blogs/nces/post/the-nces-ed-tech-equity-initiative-framewor^

<- Diversity in home languages: Examining English learners in U.S. public schools (/blogs/nGes/post/diversity-in-
home-languages-examining-english-learners-in-u-s-public-schools)

Financing education: National, state, and local funding and spending for public schools in 2013
(/blogs/nces/post/financing-education-nationai-state-and-local-funding-and-spending-for-public-schools-in^OIS)

Challenges, changes, and Current practices for
measuring student sqciqeconomic status
(/blogs/rices/post/challenges-changes-and-
currenf-practices-For-measuring-student-
socioecohomic-status)
a February 10, 2016 A NOES Blog Editor (/blogs/nces/author/ncesblogeditor)
General (/blogs/nces/category/General)

(http://www. twitter. com/share?

url=http%3a%2f%2fnces. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2fcha]lenges-changes-and-
current-practices-for-measuring-student-socioeconomic-status)'
(https://www. facebook. com/sharer/sharer. php?
u=http%3a%2f%2fnces. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2fchallenges-changes-and-
current-practices-for-measuring-student-socioeconomic-status)
(https://plus. google. com/share?
url=http%3a%2f%2fnces. ed. gov%2fblogs%2fnces%2fpost%2fchallenges-
changes-and-current-practices-for-measuring-stuaent-socioeconomic-status)

ByLaaren Musu-GSlette
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There is an abundance of data and research that shows a relationship between a student's
socioeconomic status (SES) and their academic outcomes. For example, students from
low-SES families are far more likely to drop out (http://nces. ed. gov/pubs201 5/2015066. pdf)
and far !ess likely to complete a bachelor's degree
(http://nces. ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_tva. asp) than their peers from middle- and
high-SES families.

As we seek to better interpret and understand these and other findings related to student
progress, it important for NOES to try to collect accurate and complete measures of
student SES.

Percentage distribution of highest level of educational attainment of spring
2002 high school sophomores in 2012, by socioeconomic status (SES)
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SOURCE; U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Education Long'tudinal Study of

2002 (ELS:2002), Base Year and Third Follow-up. Soe Digest of Education Statistics 2014, tab;e 104. 91

(http://nces. ed. gov/programs/dig9st/d14/tab;es/dt14_104. 91 .asp).

Measures of SES usually combine several different statistics, most commonly family
income/wealth, parent educational attainment, and parent occupation. [1] In some surveys,
NOES is able to collect data directly from parents in order to measure all these component
of SES. However, in many assessments and some surveys, NOES is unable to collect this
information directly from parents making it difficult to create a consistent measure of SES
across the Center.

NOES staff recognizes both the importance of collecting valid and reliable SES data, and
the challenges associated with doing so. For example, between 2010 and 2012, NOES
convened a panel of experts in the fields of economics, education, statistics, human
development, and sociology who provided information on SES, including theoretical

http--://nc'-.. ed-9ov/b!og$/riC3S/post/ch3iiengc'. -changer. -af. d-current-pract!cec-for-me3SUi-[nQ-st(. !d': nt-. '. 3cior;canomiC-status 10/11/19, 11;5e AM
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foundations, common components, data collection and measurement approaches, and
possible implications of a new measure of SES for the National Assessment of Educational
Progress (NAEP)
(https://nces. ed.gov/nationsreportcard/pdf/researchcenter/Socioeconomic_Factors. pdfl/.
Tnere are several challenges for NAEP when considering the inclusion of survey ite.ms that
can be used to measure student SES. Since NAEP does not include a parent survey,
student or school-level data is cu.Tently the only potential source for data. However, data on
SES can be difficult to collect directly from students as many are unable to accurately
respond to questions about their family income or the highest leve! of their parent or
pa''ents' education,

In terms of school-level data, student eligibility for free and reduced price meals has
historically been an important indicator of household income. However, recent changes in
the way schools are required to record eligibility for free and reduced price meals
(http://nces. ed.gov/blogs/nces/post/free-or-reduced-price-lunch-a-proxy-for-poverty) has
required researchers to reconsider the use of this data point as a measure of family
income, or as a proxy, more generally, for SES. A recent NAEP blog
(http://nces. ed. gov/nationsreportcard/blog/nslp_eligibility_changes_over_time. asDx)onthis
topic provides additional information on NAEP-specific considerations, but these changes
impact data collection efforts across the agency. Additionally, the free and reduced price
meals data only reflect income, which is only part of a complete SES measure, and does
not differentiate between middle and high SES students.

Given these changes, NOES is wori<ing to identify other variables «~ . :.
that could serve as more reliable and valid measures '"SJt'

of student SES. For example, several NOES staff members are
involved with the Alternative SES Measure Working Group
(http://nces. ed.gov/forum/alternative_ses. asp) as part of the
National Forum on Education Statistics

(https://nces. ed. gov/forum/). This group recently released the
Forum Guide to Alternative Measures of Socioeconomic Status in
Education Data Systems
(http://nces. ed.gov/forum/publications. asp). This publication
presents advantages and disadvantages for eight alternative
measures of SES. These resources are intended to serve as

reference tools for education agencies engaged in identifying, evaluating, or implementing
alternative SES measures. They are not data collection instruments and do not represent
federal reporting requirements.

Collecting data on and examining differences in educational outcomes by student SES is
important to both researchers and educators. As data systems evolve and measures of
SES change over time, NOES is committed to researching and collecting the best data
possible with the resources available.

[1] For most NOES surveys, parent educational attainment and parent occupation is based
on the highest level achieved by either parent and/or guardian in the household.

:Lt^5://ri r'. -.ed. oov/tiogs/nc--f/post/ch8iieng-. --ch^n5$s-"'nd-curr:nT--. >iracticas-fcr"iT^a. jr|rig--. tud.. ni"^ocsoj conon. ic~5taiu 10/11/11. 11:56 AM
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Some schoT}ls much betterthan others ̂ tclosmg
achievement gaps between their advantaged and
disadvantaged students
David Figlio and Krzysztof Karbownik

Executive Summary

Recent research demonstrates that the test score gap between relatively advantaged and relatively
disadvantaged students is much higher in some school districts than it is in other districts. But measured school
quality often varies dramatically within a school district, and therefore it is important to know whether individual
schools differ in the relative success of advantaged and disadvantaged students. We make use of detailed, linked
birth and school records in Florida to investigate the degree to which this is true.

We find that schools vary dramatically in the relative success of advantaged and disadvantaged students,
and that different schools within the same school district differ substantially in terms of their advantaged-
dlsadvantaged success gaps. In some schools, both advantaged and disadvantaged students fare especially
well; while in other schools, both fare especially poorly; while in still others, one group does relatively well and
the other group does relatively poorly. We investigate whether these differences across schools can be explained
by differences in relative kindergarten readiness of advantaged and disadvantaged students, and we find that
pre-school preparafion is unlikely to explain the cross-school differences that we find. Moreover, we flnd that
overall school advantage levels are unrelated to differences between the success levels of advantaged and
disadvantaged students.

Our findings indicate that policymakers should pay much closer attention to the practices of individual schools
rather than concentrating exclusively on policies and interventions typically enacted at the district level. Moreover.
the cross-school differences in the relative success of advantaged and disadvantaged students argue for enacting
school accountability policies that shine the light on the success of specific populations, rather than concentrating"
solely on overall schoolwide performance levels or gains.



Introduction

The socioeconomic differences in student performance
are well-known and extensively documented. ' As Just
one example: nationally, 13-year-old students whose
parents are college graduates scored over four-fifths
of a standard deviation higher on the mathematics
assessment of the National Assessment of Educational

Progress (NAEP) in 2012 than did those whose parents
did not finish high school.2 In science in 2015 the same
gap was also over four-fifths of a standard deviation.3
Likewise, the test score gap between children from rich
and poor families in the United States has widened
overtime, and is now over a full standard deviation.4

Important new work by Reardon and his collaborators
shows that not only test scores5 but also racial test

score gaps' vary dramatically across American
school districts. In this latter paper, Reardon and
coauthors report that while racial/ethnic test score gaps
average around 0.6 standard deviations across all

school districts, in some districts the gaps are almost
nonexistent while in others they exceed 1. 2 standard
deviations. There are many potential explanations
for this cross-district variation in achievement gaps,
including racial differences in socjoeconomic status
, differences in racial/ethnic segregation, differences
in school and neighborhood quality, and the like;
and the evidence to date about what the leading
causes of this variation are is descriptive, rather than
causal. Nonetheless, the fact remains that in some
places, racial/ethnicand socioeconomic differences
are extraordinarily larger than in other places. These
differences also correlate with important long-run
economic outcomes as documented in a new work

by Chetty and co-authors, where they find suggestive
evidence that "quality of schools-as judged by outputs
rather than inputs-plays a role in upward mobility. "7

But we know that there exists tremendous variation
in school quality within school districts. 8 This variation
leads us to suspect that there are some schools where
relatively advantaged students do well but relatively
disadvantaged students do pooriy, other schools
where the reverse is true, other schools where both

relatively advantaged and relatively disadvantaged
students do well, and still other schools where both

relatively advantaged and relatively disadvantaged
students do poorly. Furthermore, we posit that there
exist considerable differences in these patterns across
schools within the same school district. If this is true,
then it suggests that policymakers should pay much
closer attention to the practices of individual schools
rather than concentrating exclusively on policies and

interventions typically enacted at the district level. And
this would also indicate the value of introducing school
accountability policies that shine the light on specific
populations of students, rather than concentrating
solely on overall performance levels or gains.9

In this report, we make use of remarkable student-level
data combining children's birth certificate data with
their educational records that the Florida Departments
of Education and Health merged for the purposes
of this research agenda, and calculate school-level
performance of relatively advantaged and relatively
disadvantaged students. 10 Being able to match
children's school records to their birth certificates
provides opportunities for a much more detailed
measure of socioeconomic advantage or disadvantage
than can be observed from school records, which
typically include only eligibility for a free or reduced
price lunch. We combine information on parental
education levels, marital status and family structure,
and poverty status at the time of birth11 to construct a

continuous index of socioeconomic status at the time
of birth. 12 We investigate the degree to which schools
vary in the gap between high and low socioeconomic
status students, and then see whether these
differences can be explained by differences in the
pre-school preparation of high and low socioeconomic
status students. We next explore whether schools
differ in the extent to which relatively disadvantaged
students catch up to relatively advantaged students
(or fall farther behind), and we investigate the degree
to which the differences we observe occur within
school districts, and not just between these districts.
We find that large school-level differences exist
along all of these dimensions that are not explained
by differences in the relative school preparation of
advantaged and disadvantaged students, and that very
substantial differences occur across schools within the
same district. Therefore, we argue that school-level
policies and practices must, to some degree, cause
differences in the relative success of advantaged and
disadvantaged students.

How much do schools differ in
the gap between high and low
socioecononiic status students?

We begin by documenting the degree to which schools
differ in the gap between high and low socioeconomic
students (SES). For this analysis, we restrict our
attention to schools that have a reasonable degree
of heterogeneity-at least three students in every
birth cohort who come from all four quartiles of the

1\M
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socioeconomic status distribution: 568 elementary
schools in the state of Florida satisfy this heterogeneity
criterion simultaneously in grades three and five. " Our
outcome of interest is the third or fifth-grade score on
the Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT)14
taken in the relevant year between 1999 and 2012,
which we standardize statewide at the grade and year
level to have a mean of zero and standard deviation of
one.

Figure 1. School-level average test scores for
students from top and bottom SES quartiles
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Figure 1 shows scatterplots of averaged reading
and math test scores in third grade and fifth grade
for students in the top quartile of the socioeconomic
status distribution versus those in the bottom quartile
of the socioeconomic status distribution in the same
school. Each dot represents one of the 568 elementary
schools in the analysis sample. The typical high-SES
student in this sample scored about 0.6 to 0. 7 standard

deviations above the state average (depending on
grade considered), while the typical low-SES student in
the sample scored about 0. 1 to 0.2 standard deviations
below the state average. (Low-SES students in the
set of heterogeneous schools we consider are more
advantaged than the population of low-SES students
overall, hence their average performance is only
modestly below the state average. There are also
relatively homogeneous schools in Florida with both
higher and lower average test scores overall that we
exclude from this analysis.)

The first thing that is immediately apparent is that the
correlation between the performance of high-SES
students and the performance of low-SES students in
the same school is positive but relatively modest (0.34
and 0.27 in third and fifth grades, respectively). The
four quadrants of each graph, defined based on means
of both axes, represent schools where both high-SES
and low-SES students perform especially well (top
right), where both perform especially poorly (bottom
left), where high-SES students perform especially
well but low-SES students perform especially pooriy
(bottom right), and where low-SES students perform
especially well but high-SES students perform
especially poorly (top left). There are many schools in
all fourquadrants of these graphs including over 200
schools that are in the off-diagonal quadrants. Among
schools where low-SES students score well above
average (say, better than 0.2 standard deviations
above the statewide average), high-SES fifth-graders
in some schools score as low as 0. 6 standard
deviations above the statewide average, while in other
schools they score as much as 1. 2 standard deviations
above the statewide average. Among schools where
high-SES students score well above average (say,
better than one standard deviation above the statewide
average), low-SES fifth-graders in some schools score
as low as 0.6 standard deviations below the statewide
average, while in other schools they score as high as
0. 3 standard deviations above the statewide average.
In other words, there are schools where low-SES
students score higher than do high-SES students at
numerous other schools. Furthermore, while in some
cases, the SES test score gap is less than 0. 3 standard
deviations, in other cases the gap is well above one
standard deviation.

The potential role offcanily
sorting

This large cross-school variation in SES performance
gaps could be because they educate high-SES and
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low-SES students differently, or it could be that there
are major fundamental differences across schools in
the relative pre-school preparation of high-SES and
low-SES students. Ifs impossible to know 'or certain
how much of these differences are due to each of
these explanations, but the Florida administrative data
allow us to take a first pass at this question. For five out
of eight birth cohorts we consider, the state assessed
all klndergarteners at the beginning of the school year
to determine whether the students arrived at school
ready for kindergarten. In general, around 80 percent
of low-SES kindergarteners and around 94 percent
of high-SES kindergarteners in these heterogeneous
Florida schools are ready for kindergarten, according to
the state. 15

To take a first stab at this question, we rank the schools
based on the gap between high-SES and low-SES
kindergarten readiness rates for schools for which
we also computed third and fifth grades averages. 16
In 537 out of 560 schools, high-SES students have
higher kindergarten readiness rates than do low-
SES students, and the differences between their

kindergarten readiness rates are often very high. In
some schools, high-SES and low-SES students enter
school with nearly identical kindergarten readiness
rates (or with low-SES students even having a slight
advantage in the case of 18 schools). But in other
schools, high-SES kindergarteners are more than
30 percentage points more likely than are low-SES
kindergarteners to start school ready for kindergarten
(31 schools).

Figure 2. School-level associations between SES
gaps in kindergarten readiness and test scores
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How well do these SES gaps in kindergarten
readiness predict SES gaps in test scores in third or
fifth grades? As can be seen in Figure 2, the schools
that have larger kindergarten readiness gaps also
have larger test score gaps in third and fifth grades:
as the kindergarten readiness gap increases by 10
percentage points, the test score gaps increase by
around 0. 06 of a standard deviation. But the slopes
are still far from the 45-degree line, and at every
level of the kindergarten readiness gap there exists
a very large variation in test score gaps. For the 20
schools with near-zero kindergarten readiness gaps,
test score gaps in grades three and five range from
less than two-fifths of a standard deviation to more
than a full standard deviation. For the 11 schools with

kindergarten readiness gaps of around 30 percentage
points, test score gaps range from less than third of a
standard deviation to over 1.5 standard deviations. In
summary, while SES differences in readiness to start
school predict SES differences in test scores a few
years later, it appears to be the case that schools also
vary considerably in what happens to high-SES and
low-SES children between kindergarten entry and the
end of elementary school.

Our analysis involves only schools with at least a
reasonable degree of heterogeneity. Some of these
schools have many more h'gh-SES students than
low-SES students, and some of these schools have
many more low-SES students than high-SES students.
Do SES test score gaps differ depending on whether
the school is comparatively affluent or comparatively
disadvantaged? In Figure 3, we relate the average
SES level of the school to the test score gap in third
or fifth grade between students in the top and bottom
SES quartile. We observe that there is virtually no
relationship between the relative affluence of the
overall student body of the school and the SES test
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score gap in that school: schools serving primarily
high-SES students and those serving primarily low-
SES students have the same average SES test score
gaps (around 0. 8 standard deviations) in both third
and flfth grades. Across the board, there exists large
within-school-type variation in school-level SES test
score gaps, but almost no difference across school

types (stratified by average student body SES) in
the SES test score gap. (We note that we've also
investigated whether school-level SES is related to the
SES gap in kindergarten readiness rates, and, as with
test scores, there is no relationship between the SES
of the overall student body of a school and the SES
gap in kindergarten readiness. ) Therefore, it does not
appear that school SES levels per se affect the degree
to which high-SES and low-SES students differ in
either their academic performance or their kindergarten
readiness probabilities.

Figure 3. School-level associations between

average SES of the school and the gap in test
scores between top and bottom SES quartile
students
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Schools vary in their rates of
socioecononiic convergence or
divergence

In Figure 4 we plot the relationship befaveen test score
growth behween third grade (the first statewide tested
grade in Florida) and fifth grade (typically the last year
of elementary school in Florida) for high-SES students
and low-SES students. The horizontal axis reflects the
mean test score growth for high-SES students and the
vertica! axis reflects the mean test score growth for
tow-SES students. We can interpret a positive value
as representing the typical student in an SES group
in a school gaining ground relative to their statewide
peers, and a negative value as representing the typical
student in an SES group in a school losing ground
relative to their statewide peers. Incidentally, the typical
relative growth from third to fifth grade in this set of
heterogeneous schools is modestly negative (around
0. 1 standard deviations).

Figure 4. School-level associations in test score
growth for students from top and bottom SES
quartiles
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The first thing that is clear from this graph is that
schools where high-SES students grow faster also
tend to be the schools where low-SES students grow
faster, and vice versa. But at the same time, we

continue to see wide variation in the average growth
of low-SES students for any given level of high-SES
student growth, or the reverse. Among schools where
high-SES students fall back around 0.2 standard
deviations relative to the state average between third
and fifth grades, there are some schools where low-
SES students lose only around 0. 1 standard deviation
of relative ground, and others where low-SES students
lose nearly 0.4 standard deviations of relative ground.
Among schools where high-SES students neither
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gain relative ground nor fall back relative to their
statewide peers, there are some schools where low-
SES students gain around 0. 05 standard deviation of
relative ground, and others where low-SES students
lose 0.24 standard deviations of relative ground.

Just because one group gains ground on another
in a school between third and fifth grades doesn't
necessarily mean that the school is consistently serving
one set of students better than another. It could, for
instance, be a manifestation of regression to the mean:
a negative relative gain between third and fifth grades
could be reflective of particularly strong third grade test
scores, and a positive relative gain between third and
fifth grades could be reflective of particulariy weak third
grade test scores, it might also be a function of schools
serving different students better or worse at different
grade levels. And, of course, it's also possible that
schools that serve one group better than another in the
early elementary grades also serve the same group
better than the other in the later elementary grades.
Nevertheless, this finding indicates that policymakers
would be well-served to take a close look at the
specific practices of individual schools in an attempt to
uncover the reasons why test scores converge in some
schools and diverge in others.

Is the variation unthin or
between school districts?

Finally, we evaluate the degree to which differences in
relative test score performance (or growth) of high-
SES versus low-SES students are largely occurring
within school districts or across school districts. The
answer to this question would help us to understand
more about where to shine the light regarding whether
school district-level policies and practices or school-
level policies and practices are likely to be more
influential in serving as relative elevators for high-SES
or low-SES students.

district's 10th percentile to the district's 90th percentile.
In order to avoid identifying individual schoo; districts,
we present the ten school districts in the order of
their average high-low-SES gap in the relevant graph
(denoted by the orange circles); the school districts are
consequently in different orders in each graph.

Ifs apparent from Figure 5 that school districts vary
considerably in their test performance gaps between
high-SES and low-SES students; this is unsurprising
given the !arge cross-district variation in racial/ethnic
gaps found in the work by Reardon and colleagues
mentioned in the introduction. "Among the ten largest
school districts in Florida, the average high-low-
SES test score gap ranges from about 0.6 standard
deviations to about 0. 9 standard deviations in third
and fifth grades, and the high-low-SES gap in test
score growth ranges from zero to nearly one-tenth of a
standard deviation. In few cases, the 25th percentile of
this gap in one district is approximately identical to the
75th percentile in another district.

Figure 5. Variation in SES gaps in test scores and
test score growth in the ten largest Florida school
districts
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As a first step in this process, we look separately at
the ten largest school districts in the state. (Florida has
67 county-level school districts, and the ten largest
districts all rank within the 47 largest school districts
in the United States, in terms of student enrollment,
including seven of the 25 largest. ) In Figure 5 we
present box plots of the distribution of the high-low-
SES third grade test score gap, the high-low-SES
fifth grade test score gap, and the high-low-SES test
score growth gap for each of these ten school districts.
The solid part of the box plot represents a district's
interquartile range (that is, the range of values from the
district's 25th percentile to the district's 75th percentile)
and the line represents the range of values from the
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C. Growth between grades 3 and 6
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But mean gaps across districts miss very large
differences within districts. Among each of the ten
largest districts in Florida, the observed range between
the 10th and 90th percentile of the SES test score
gap is larger than the observed difference between
the school district with the largest SES gap and the
school district with the smallest SES gap (among
the ten largest school districts in Florida, that is).
Even the observed range between the 25th and 75th
percentile of the SES test score gap within a school
district is typically in the same ballpark as the between-
district range. These findings make clear that while
we can learn a tremendous amount by comparing
school districts in terms of their racial, ethnic, or
socioeconomic gaps In test scores, there is a large
degree of variation within school districts in their
outcome gaps as well.

Conclusions and implications

This analysis makes clear that large differences in
the performance ofhigh-SES students and low-SES
students in the same schools do exist; that these

apparent gaps are not simply reflective of gaps in
preparation; and that while the van'ation across school
districts is substantial, the variation within school

districts may be even larger (at least among the largest
districts in Florida).

These findings provide substantial lessons for
policymakers. For one, they have implications for the
design and implementation of school accountability
policies. Some schools fare especially well with both
advantaged and disadvantaged students, others fare
especiaily poorly with both groups, while others still
fare well with one group and poorly with another. The
pattern of differences across schools, across and
within school districts, argues for enacting school
accountability policies that hold schools accountable
for the success of specific populations, rather than
concentrating solely on overall schoolwide performance
levels or gains.

These findings also highlight the importance of taking
a close look at the practices and instructional policies
at the school level, rather than solely concentrating
on district-level policies. Differences in kindergarten
readiness certainly explain a large amount of the
performance differences between advantaged and
disadvantaged students-at the population level and
at the school level-but there appear to be major
differences at the school level that contribute to the

relative success of advantaged and disadvantaged
students.

Meanwhile, the gap between advantaged and
disadvantaged students is remarkably similar between
schools with comparatively affluent student bodies
and those with comparatively disadvantaged student
bodies. This indicates that while there are many
reasons why school districts and states might want to
seek to integrate relatively advantaged and relatively
disadvantaged students within the same school, it
appears unlikely that a policy goal of reducing the
test score gap between students in these groups
will be realized through further sooioeconomic
integration (at least once there gets to be the degree
of socioeconomic integration necessary to be part
of this study to begin with). We caution, however,
that our analysis is correlational rather than causal,
so these patterns of findings are merely suggestive
that socioeconomic test score gaps persist relatively
unabated regardless of the degree of socioeconomic
integration at the school level, and are far from
definitive.

Evidence Spea<s Reports; Volume 2, #19
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"°We analyze records for children born in Florida
between 1994 and 2001 and observed in the test

score records in both third and fifth grades - a total of
872, 893 children. We focus on these children so that
we can observe relationships between socioeconomic
status and student outcomes at different points in
time. Third grade is the first time students are tested
statewide, and fifth grade is generally the end of
elementary school, so these two grades represents the

bookends of ages in which we observe performance
. statewide in elementary school.
"We use Medicaid-funded births as a proxy for poverty
status at the time of birth.

"For more details about the way in which we construct
this index, see David Autor, David Figlio, Krzysztof
Karbownik, Jeffrey Roth, and MelanieWasserman,
"Family Disadvantage and the Gender Gap in

Behavlotal and Educational Outcomes', NBER working
paper 22267, May 2016.
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overall set of elementary schools statewide-are
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socioeconomlc status students than the population of
elementary schools overa'l. Students in the schools
in this sample are more likely to have married parents
(70. 7 percent versus 61. 7 percent statewide with third
grade test scores), less likely to have fathers absent
at the time of birth (9. 8 percent versus 15. 2 percent
statewide), less likely to have Medicaid-funded births
(a proxy for poverty at the time of birth, 37.7 percent
versus 48. 8 percent statewide), and have relatively
better educated mothers (13. 1 years of maternal
education at the time of the child's birth, versus 12.5
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fewer black students than the statewide average,
with 15. 7 percent black students versus 24. 9 percent
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"In the years at the beginning of our time period, the
state had its own statewide kindergarten assessment.
After a few years of statewide assessment recorded
in the administrative data, the state introduced the
DIBELS kindergarten readiness assessment. For more
details about the kindergarten readiness assessment in
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of Poor Neonatal Health on Children's Cognitive
Development", NBER working paper 18846, February
2013. (The final version of the paper in the American
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Statewide, 77. 5 percent of low-SES students and
94. 6 percent ofhigh-SES students are ready for
kindergarten.
le Eight schools that we include in grades three and
five analyses do not run kindergarten classes, and thus
we exclude them from the analysis. This leaves us with
560 schools for this analysis.
"Reardon. Kaloarides. and Shore, ibid.
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Dear Dr. Martriano and Board of Education Members,

My name is Nadia Chaudhri and I live in polygon 3176. strongly oppose the current proposed
plan to redistrict 3176/176 away from RHHS. This plan violates several conditions of Policy
6010, the purpose of which is "to define the conditions and process by which school attendance
area adjustments will be developed and adopted. " I would like to address the violation of
"section III R : school attendance area-geographic area from which a school's students are
drawn," and how it affects my family in particular.

With this plan, our children will be districted to Wilde Lake High school, which is 6. 7 miles away.
When my husband and I were looking to move homes 5 years ago to accommodate our growing
fmaily, we chose to stay in Howard County because of the diversity of the county, the high
caliber of the schools AND, most importantly, the proximity of our childrens' schools to our
home. We made this conscious decison, so that we could be supportive members of our
childrens' school community. Though we were disappointed to find out our neighborhood had
been rezoned for an elementary school that was 5 miles away right before we moved,
Triadelphia Ridge Elementary, rather than one that was 1. 7miles away, Clarksville Elementary,
we felt it was still close enough for us to participate in the school's activities or to get them if
they got sick.

My husband and I both work at least 50 hours/ week, including nights and weekends. We chose
to take longer commutes to work so our children wouldn't have to. My husband works in
Northern Virginia and has a 1. 5 hour commute each way. I work in Glen Burnie and Baltimore
and it can take up to SOminutes on the way home. Under this current plan, our childrens'
current bus time will be extended to at least 90min every day. Extended bus time means an
earlier pick up; earlier pick up means earlier wake up time. In high school, earlier bed time may
not be feasible with homework and activities. During their formative high school years, I am
concerned about the deleterious effects less sleep will have on their mental and physical health.

I would also like the Board to consider the repercussions for families with multiple children of
different age groups, such as ours. For three years, I will have children in high school, middle
school and elementary school. Coordinating pick up from after school activities at three
different schools that are not in proximity to each other will be a more than a juggling act; it
may be unachievable on many occasions. This will limit how many activities in which they can
participate and how active of a family we can be in there education. My support of their
education, whether it means attending a play they are in or even eating lunch with them, is
VERY important to me as a working mother. Please do not take that joy away from me and my
children. Before school activities would not even be feasible, as Wilde Lake High School is not in
any proximity to our commutes.

Lastly, as I mentioned earlier, I am very concerned about my children's extended bus route that
will be along a mostly congested single lane Rte 108. I am quite anxious at the increased risk of
accidents this will pose to ALL our children.

In conclusion, Dr Martirano's Strategic Call to action illustrates that the lack of equity across our
schools is a problem that needs to be fixed. I wholeheartedly agree, but this is not the plan to
do that. I strongly encourage you to review Greg Miller's plan on page 2 of his testimony as an
alternative. As Dr. Martirano said at the September 5th meeting, he wants this plan to be



"'ready-aim-fire' not 'ready-fire-aim. '" However, in my opinion, this plan does just that: it shoots
before all the bullets have been laid out properly.

I implore you to keep polygon 3176/176 in RHHS.

Thank you for your time and efforts.



Howard County Board of Education Meeting

October 14, 2019

I would like to start by saying that we all understand that it is necessary to

Redraw the school attendance maps from time to time. But let's be clear that

the reason for this is to remedy imbalances in utilization: some schools are over

capacity and some are underpopulated.

The people of Howard County, while recognizing this necessity, have also

clearly stated that their highest priority is to keep their communities as intact as

possible. This is based on a survey that you, the Board of Ed, commissioned.

so it would seem logical and straightforward that the BOE would balance the

school populations with as little disruption as possible. There have been several

plans proposed that would accomplish that goal.

Instead, the schcx?! superintendent is attempting to hijack the process and

Push through a plan that would displace neariy 8000 students, sending them out

Of their communities and across town to school

Why do that?

The proponents say it is about equity. I think we would all agree that equity,

In this case, means making sure that ever/ student needs what they need to

succeed in school and in life. We all want there to be equity in education.

But by proposing changes for the sake of improving equity, you are admitting

that there is inequity in the school system. You are confirming that you think

that every student is not getting everything that they need to be successful.

Is this the fault of the students or their parents? No. It is a school admini-

stration issue, a resource issue. If resources are inequitable, then re-allocate

the resources more fairly, perhaps using the percentage of FARM program

participants as a guide.

But moving students around will not solve this issue. Some students will go

From a school with fewer resources to one with more, and that may benefit



Them, although it isn't clear that that is the case. But what about the students

who are not moved? How does this plan benefit them ?

I question whether or not equalizing the number of FARM

students between schools will benefit anyone other than the school

administration. I have seen no evidence that this is the case.

A



Good Evening Board Members,

My name is Deepika Dhuria and I reside in Polygon 176.

I oppose the redistricting plan proposed by the superintendent because it ignores community input, is
based on inaccurate FARM data, was guided by an AAC that was not diverse in race or thought,
increases pollution for years to come, and harms the very people it is meant to help.

I propose we use the Feasibility Study as a starting point because this was developed by an independent
consultant and addresses capacity in our schools, which is what this process was started for,

My personal situation

176 is approximately 1.5 miles to River Hill High School, and I only cross one traffte light. We are
proposed to be redistricted to a Wilde Lake which is 6.5 miles away and requires crossing several trafHc
lights. One of my children would be at Folly Quarter, and my other child would be at Wilde lake, which
are in the opposite directions from my home. Both children participate in after school actwities and I
ain not sure how it will be possible as my husband and I both works full-time. If my teen learns to drive,
this will increase the likelihood of an accident. Additionally, our county had previously talked about
starting high schools later, but now are we seriously talking about making them wake up earlier? I am
certain these same transportation hardships would hurt children if they were assigned from Wilde Lake
to River Hill High.

FARM Rates

On September 23rd In a meeting with the BOE and the County Council, Dr. Martirano, explained that 10
years ago our FARM rate as a county was 11%, and that our FARM rate today is 22%. (Therefore, he
added caution to where our FARM rate is going and implied this as an indicator for poverty in our
county.)

I have included information from the National Center for Education Statistics, USDA, as well as Maryland
Public schools in my testimony. My findings are that FARM percentages do not substitute as a measure
of the level of child poverty, nor of changes in poverty rates over time.

Changes in eligibility occurred between approximately 2000 and 2013 that allowed more children to
qualify for FARMS. The percentage of eligible for FARMS increased from 38 to 50 %, an increase of 12
percentage points. However, public school children who lived in poverty increased from 17 to 23 %, an
increase of only 6 %.

One of the changes in eligibility is the Community Eligibility Provision, which was phased in for Maryland
in School Year 2013/2014, and allows students to be eligible for FARMS wrthout collecting household
applications. When this Provision was put in place, FARM numbers increased.

Based on 2019 CEP data, 45% of Howard County's FARM enrollment were through direct enrollment.

When the Superintendent states that the poverty rate doubled in our County over the last 10 years, this
is inaccurate. FARM Eligibility increases affected these numbers.



Feasibility Study

In January, the Board of Education directed HCPSS to initiate a systemwide school boundary review. Dr.
Martirano stated that:

This process is necessary because population growth has resulted in crowding
at many schools while some schook in other areas have excess capacity.

HCPSS hired an independent consultant for somewhere between $400,000 to $750,000 of our tax payer
money. In June 2019, the consultant completed a detailed FeasiMlity Study, which included Planning
Considerations, Needs and Strategies, and Foreseeable Attendance Area Adjustments. This detailed
plan Includes multiple options.

AAC

The next steps were that the public provided input to this plan and the AAC reviews options in the
Feasibility Study and compares them to Policy 6010.

Per HCPSS webslte, the AAC members represent community diversity and every planning region in the
county. However, perhaps the superintendent wasn't aware or simply overlooked that the diversity
of Howard County Includes approximately 20% Asian Americans, so at least 2 members should have
been Asians - however, we had no Asian American representation on the AAC Additionally, the
Western High Schools of Rhrer Hill, Glenelg, and Marriotts Ridge were not represented by any
members of the AAC. Furthennore, six members of the AAC are directly from Calvin Ball's transition
team.

This violates Polky 2050 A2:

Poliqf 2050 Implementation Procedures - Advisory Committees to Staff and Schools:

A2 states:

A. When appointing members to advisory committees, the following guidelines should
be followed unless established elsewhere in other policies and procedures:

1. Appointees should have an interest and/or expertise in the identified purpose
or charge established for the committee.

2. Appointments should endeavor to reflect the diversity of the community and to
represent a range of viewpoints and expertise.

Since this pollqf was violated, we need to remove the superintendent's plan from the table. We need
to start discussions with the Feasibility study which was developed by Independent Consultants.

The role of the AAC was to review the feasibility study and provide feedback directly to the
superintendent. It is very interesting, that the AAC provided minimal review of the feasibility study that
our tax payer dollars were spent on. Instead, the AAC decided it was in their purview to prioritize equity
over and above all. This prior'itization of Policy 6010, 3c was elevated above all other policy factors.



Results of the Attendance Area Boundary Review Survey

The question asked attendants to prioritize the criteria in Policy 6010. The top three were:

Keeping feeds of students together, Maintaining contiguous communities or neighborhoods, and
Transportation consideratfons. These priorities are ignored in the superintendent's plan, which
increases the transportation footprint of our county.

The voices of our community were Ignored in the Super's plan.

Appendh - FARMS Supporting Data

https://nces.ed.gov/blogs/nces/post/free-or-reduced-price-lunch-a-proxy-for-poverty

Free or reduced price lumch: A proxy for poverty?

April 16, 2015 NCES Blog Editor FAQs, General

By Tom Snyder and Lawen Musu-Glllette

The percentage of students receiving free or reduced price lunch is often used as a proxy measure
for the percentage of students living in poverty. While the percentage of students receiving free or
reduced price lunch can provide some information about relative poverty, it should not be confused
with the actual percentage of students in poverty enrolled in school. In 2012, just over half of public
school children were eligible for free/reduced price lunches. In contrast, the actual poverty rate of
public school students was 22 percent. Despite the correlation between the two measures, it is

important to understand that they differ in important ways and that the difference is growing.

As the largest federal program for elementary and secondary schools, the National School Lunch
Program provided meals to more than 31 million children each school day in 2012. All lunches
provided by the National School Lunch Program are considered subsidized to some extent because

meal-service programs at schools must operate as non-profit programs. While all students at

participating schools are eligible for regular priced lunches through the National School Lunch
Program, there are multiple ways in which a child can become eligible for a free/reduced price lunch.
Traditionally, family income has been used to establish eligibility for free/reduced price lunch.

One way the percentage of students in poverty and those eligible for free/reduced price lunch differ
is that many students eligible for free/reduced price lunch fall above the federal poverty threshold. A
student from a household with an income at or below 130 percent of the poverty income threshold is



eligible for free lunch. A student from a household with an income between 130 percent and up to

185 percent of the poverty threshold is eligible for reduced price lunch.

In addition, some groups of children such as foster children, children participating in Head Start and

Migrant Education Programs, or children receiving services under the Runaway and Homeless

Youth Act are eligible for free/reduced price lunch. Also, under the Community Eligibility option,

some non-poor children may be included in the program if their district decides that it would be more

efficient from an administrative or service delivery perspective to provide the free lunches to all

children in the school. Thus, the percentage of students receiving free or reduced price lunch

includes all students at or below 185 percent of the poverty threshold, plus some additional non-poor

children who meet other eligibility criteria, plus other students in schools and districts that have

exercised the Community Eligibility option, which results in a percentage that is more than double

the official poverty rate.

Despite its limitations, the free/reduced price lunch data are frequently used by education

researchers as a proxy for school poverty since this count is generally available at the school level,

while the poverty rate is typically not available. Because the free/reduced price lunch eligibility is

derived from the federal poverty level, and therefore highly related to it, the free/reduced price lunch

percentage is useful to researchers from an analytic perspective.

In reports such as the Condition of Education, NOES has characterized a school as a high poverty

school when more than 75 percent of its students are eligible for a free/reduced price lunch. In 2012-

13, about 24 percent of students attended public schools that were classified as high poverty. Using

this high poverty definition enables us to identify important differences among students: 45 percent

of Black and Hispanic students attended such high poverty schools compared to 8 percent of White

students.



Percentage of public school students in low-poverty and high-poverty schools, by race/ethnicity:
School year 2012-13
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NOTE: High-poverty schools are defined as public schools where more than 75. 0 percent of the students are eligible for free

or reduced-price lunch (FRPL), and low-poverty schools are defined as public schools where 25.0 percent or less of the

students are eligible for FRPL.

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "Public

Elementary/Secondary School Universe Sturvey, " 2012-13.

One of the important limitations of the free/reduced lunch count is that the change in the eligibility
requirements under the Community Eligibility option has meant that more children are qualifying for
free/reduced price lunches. Between 2000-01 and 2012-13, the percentage of children eligible for a
free/reduced price lunch increased from 38 percent to 50 percent, an increase of 12 percentage
points. In contrast, the percentage of public school children who lived in poverty increased from 17 to
23 percent, an increase of 6 percentage points.

White the free/reduced lunch percentages can serve as a useful indicator of the relative numbers of

poor children, it does not substitute as a measure of the level of child poverty, nor of changes in
poverty rates over time. It is also important to keep in mind that neither free/reduced price lunch

eligibility nor poverty should be considered measures of socioeconomic status (SES), which



measures a broader spectrum of family characteristics (e. g. parental education and occupations)

that may be related to student performance. Some NCES surveys already collect SES data while

others are investigating options for collecting better indicators of students' SES. These efforts will be

detailed in a future blog post.

For more infbnmation on recent changes to free/reduced price lunch eligibility data in EDFacte see

Free and Reduced-Price Lunch Eligibility Data in EDFacte: A White Paper on Current Status and

Potential Changes.

http://marylandpublicschools.org/programs/Documents/Nutrition/CEPData/CEPPIanningandlmpleme
ntationGuidanceSeptember2016. pdf

History ofCEP
Before national implementation in SY 2014-15, CEP was phased in over a three-year period. Prior to
each school year of the phase-in, FNS solicited applications fiom State agencies interested in CEP
early implementation and made selections based on State and local support, eligibility of schools
within the State, and the State's overall level of readiness for CEP.

In SY 2011-12, Dlinois, Kentucky, and Michigan became the first three pilot States, and 665 schools
participated in the initial year ofCEP implementatioa For SY 2012-13, New York, Ohio, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia joined the three initial States, making CEP available in a total
ofsbt States and the District of Columbia. In SY 2013-14, the final year of the phase-in, CEP was
expanded to Florida, Georgia, Maryland, and Massachusetts. By the end of the pilot phase, CEP was
operating in more than 4,000 schools and serving more than 1.5 million students in 10 States and the
District of Columbia.

https://www.fns.usda.gov/school-meals/community-eligibility-provision

http://www.marylandpublicschools. org/programs/Pages/School-Community-
N utrition/CEPData.aspx

In fact, Community Eligibility Provision CEP data is available online. (See above). In 2019,
Howard County Public Schools, there was a total enrollment of 57, 712 students that qualified
for Free or Reduced Lunches. Of those students, 5,293 students were enrolled through
Direct Certification - this is 4S% of students who were directly enrolled, and are figured into
the drastic increase in FARM numbers over the last 10 years.

The Community Eligibility Provision (CEP) is a non-priclng meal service option for schools and school
districts in low-income areas. CEP allows the nation's highest poverty schools and districts to serve



breakfast and lunch at no cost to all enrolled students without collecting household applications.
Instead, schools that adopt CEP are reimbursed using a formula based on the percentage of students
categorically eligible for free meals based on their participation in other specific means-tested programs,
such as the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) and Temporary Assistance for Needy
Families (TANF).



Dear Board Members,

My name is Shreya Tiwari. I am resident of polygon 176 and oppose the

superintendent's redistricting proposal. I have been completely taken aback by

this proposal that is not at all well thought and planned. My husband and I moved

to the Walnut creek neighborhood as it represent great diversity and close to

schools.

I have two daughters, younger one a 5th grader, older one an 8th grader entering

High school next year. I do support to address issues like overcrowding in the

schools however my daughter High School, River Hill is only at 94% of utilization

and still most of students are being moved. She is already concerned about the

new proposed school, Wilde Lake, if at all she will have any of her friends join her

at this new school. My younger one though far from high school is already asking

if any of this will have an impact on her future school. With frequent redistricting,

please help me Board members, as to what should be my answer to my

daughters?

We are only 1.4miles away from River hill currently however the proposed high

school Wilde Lake is 7 miles. That means sleep deprived and stressed out children,

more time they will be on phone and social media use that we all agree is not a

good use of their time, less time with family. As working parents it's going to be

hard to manage their after-school activity. We will have lots of teenage drivers

who instead of driving 1.4miles will be driving 7+ miles, who will be responsible

fortheacddentsorany unfortunate event that may happen with all these

proposed changes. These are some very basic common-sense decisions, number



one is proximity to school, number two is transportation cost and most important

of all children's safety. Not sure how it got this complicated in name of equity?

Howard county is supposed be one of the best school systems in the country, are

we setting the best example in front of our kids by proposing plan without doing

our home work well? These children may turn out to be future Professionals,

CEO's and CIO'S, will they be good leaders if they follow the footstep of having

the plan without doing a thorough work? As you have said Board members, they

are all watching us with our choices and decisions we make.

As a taxpayer, I want to know where the $3 million will come from for the

transportation cost? In last couple of weeks, we have heard the voice of so many

worried students, concerned parents & professional. I will highlight here Doctors

stressing multiple times about negative consequences of redistricting on kids'

mental health and over all wellbeing that can damage their initial formative years

of life. Let's not discount their real-life experiences! They are coming to us and

trying to avoid the problem that they see in their day to day practice.

Please keep polygon 176 & 3176 at River Hill and keep communities together

Thank you for your time.

Shreya Tiwari

10/15/2019.

Polygon # 176.



ORAL TESTIMONY

Pailin Wang, Polygon 1157
10 15 2019 AAA Overflow PH IV - Region III (Speaker#46)

Hello, my name is Pailin Wang and I am a resident of polygon 1157 in "The Fairways" neighborhood
which comprises polygons 1157 & 157. 1 strongly oppose the plan's redistricting of my polygons on
the elementary school level.

The polygons are currently districted to Manor Woods Elementary School and Burleigh Manor Middle
School. The plan proposes a redistricting to Triadelphia Ridge Elementary School and Mount View
Middle School.

I oppose the move on the elementary school level primarily due to the increased distance and travel
time associated with the move. Policy 6010 IV.B. 1. C would dictate for my polygonsto be assigned to
my neighborhood schools of Centennial Lane, Burleigh Manor Middle, and Centennial High.
Although all are within walking and hiking distance, we're currently districted to Manor Woods and
Marriotts Ridge High. I can see that ship has sailed, and I've made my peace with the fact that I'm
not districted to my neighborhood elementary and high schools. However, now, we're proposed to
move to Triadelphia Ridge, which is the 22nd closest school to us. There are only 42 elementary
schools. (See Appendix B). My polygons' current 3.7 mile commute would increase to 7.8 miles if we
were sent to Triadelphia Ridge. And the plan turns what is currently a 15 to 25 minute commute to an
estimated 25 to 45 minute commute depending on traffic. As it is, it is not uncommon for my
children's bus to be the last one at school due to unpredictable traffic, and they sometimes miss the
morning bell. I know that I would hate to consistently arrive at my 9am meetings at 9:05. By no fault
of their own, my neighborhood kids are late in the morning. This leaves them frazzled, embarrassed,
and unprepared. Increasing their commuting distance would greatly increase the risk of being
negatively affected by unpredictable traffic.

I have more reasons why my polygon's move would contradict or otherwise not significantly support
nine policy points, but I don't have time to read them all aloud. Please read the statement in your
packets below which I did not have time to read.

Also, my son, a 3rd grader at Manor Woods, asked me to read this statement to you, so here it is.

Quote: "I think it would be an inconvenience to drive all the way to Triadelphia Ridge in the
morning and afternoon traffic because I get headaches from the bus because its so loud and
because I have nothing to do while I'm on the bus." End quote.

I'd like to add to his comment that from my observation and based on the stories hear, traveling by
bus is like entering no-man's land. Some kids have more energy than the bus can contain, and it
results in screaming, out-of-control kids that remain undisciplined by the bus driver. The opportunity of
bullying and inappropriate behavior is high when unsupervised kids are left to their own devices on a
long bus ride.

In summary, please do not redistrict Polygons 1157 and 157. Also, please read my full oral testimony
which I've provided to you. Thank you.



Here is the full oral testimony I wanted to read aloud, but didn't due to the three-minute time
restriction:

Hello, thank you for hearing me tonight. My name is Pailin Wang and I am a resident of polygon 1157
in "The Fairways" neighborhood which comprises polygons 1157 and 157. I strongly oppose the
plan's redistricting of polygons 1157 and 157 on the elementary school level.

The polygons are currently districted to Manor Woods Elementary School and Burleigh Manor Middle
School. The plan proposes a redistricting on the elementary and middle school level to Triadelphia
Ridge Elementary School and Mount View Middle School.

The redistricting of my polygons fails on 8 points of Policy 6010. The Policy only lists 14 points of
consideration. I believe these failures demonstrate that the reassignment of polygons 1157 & 157 to
Triadelphia Ridge ES is a poorly supported choice. I hope one or all are enough to convince you to do
the right thing by not making any elementary school reassignments to polygons 1157 & 157.

1. The proposal's plan does not significantly impact Policy 6010 IV.B. I.a, which is the policy
regarding facility utilization via efficient use of available space.
This proposal would result in a 3% utilization change for Triadelphia Ridge ES from 89% to 92%. This
is a positive change in the right direction. However, the magnitude of % change is ranked in the
bottom 3 among elementary schools whose utilization % are affected by the proposed plan.
(Appendix A). There are 29 other elementary schools whose change in utilization % would be greater
than 3%. Among those schools, the average change in utilization % is 16 and the median change in
utilization % is 16. If the Board of Ed is looking for a good "bang for buck" move of any single
neighborhood into the Triadelphia Ridge ES district, it would better off reassigning a larger
neighborhood/polygon. My neighborhood's polygons have only 74 elementary aged students, which
doesn't significantly move the utilization %s.

2. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV B. 1.C
and B.1.d. which are the policies regarding facility utilization via fiscal responsibility and
travel times.

This policy point would dictate for my polygons to be assigned to my neighborhood schools of
Centennial Lane Elementary School, Burieigh Manor Middle School, and Centennial High School.
Centennial Lane is only 1 mile away. Burleigh Manor and Centennial High are only 1.9 miles away.
Although all are within walking and hiking distance, we're currently districted to Manor Woods
Elementary and Marriotts Ridge High. I've made my peace with this. However, now, we're proposed
to move to Triadelphia Ridge Elementary. Howard County has 42 elementary schools. By distance,
Triadelphia Ridge is the 22nd closest school to us. (Appendix B). My polygons' current 3. 7 mile
commute to Manor Woods ES would increase to 7. 8 miles if we were sent to Triadelphia Ridge. It

turns what is currently a 15 to 25 minute commute to an estimated 25 to 45 minutes depending on
traffic. As it is, it is not uncommon for my children's bus to be the last one at school due to
unpredictable traffic, and they sometimes miss the morning bell. Increasing their commuting distance
would greatly increase the risk of being negatively affected by unpredictable traffic. Additionally, at
least two buses would be required to transport the 74 elementary-aged kids in my neighborhood. The
increase in distance and time traveled by those two buses would result in increased operating costs
for the County.



3. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV.B.2.a,
which is the policy regardingcommunity stability via keeping feeds together by avoiding
feeds of less than 15% at the receiving school.
Polygons 1157 & 157 are currently districted to Marriotts Ridge High School and Burleigh Manor
Middle. However, Triadelphia Ridge elementary school is not a feeder school of Marriotts Ridge HS;
nor is it a feeder school of Burleigh Manor Middle; nor is it a feeder school of Mount View Middle
School (the middle school which we've been proposed to be redistricted to). The table on Page 19 of
the proposal shows that Triadelphia Ridge ES students fsed 0.0% of Burleigh Manor MS and 0.0% of
Mount View MS. The proposed plan would result in Triadelphia Ridge ES feeding 9. 5% of Burieigh
Manor MS or 9.3% of Mount View MS. The feed % would be even less - just 2% - if the other
neighborhoods who were redistricted two years ago from Manor Woods to West Friendship and are
again slated for redistricting to Triadelphia Ridge were spared from this round of redistricting. The
math is difficult without access to more figures. But suffice to say, both feed percentages are lower
than the 15% indicated in Policy 6010 IV.B.2. a.

4. The proposal's plan tomove polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV.B.2.b,
which is the policy regarding community stability via contiguous communities or
neighborhoods.

Polygons 1157 & 157 do not have direct access to Route 144 and are not contiguous to the other
Triadelphia Ridge ES polygons. Our entrance is off of Centennial Lane and is separated from the
next closest proposed neighboring polygon by a busy, commercially-zoned stretch of Route 40.
There exist several other polygons that would be a better choice if the goal were to keep contiguous
communities or neighborhoods together.

5. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 does not significantly support Policy
6010 IV.B.3.a, which is the policy regarding diversity of demographic characteristics via
race/ethnicity.

If the goal is to get Manor Woods ES and Triadelphia Ridge ES closer to county averages, the
proposed plan does not really move the needle. (Appendix C). I observe no significant gains in the
Race/Ethnicity distribution for either Manor Woods ES or Triadelphia Ridge ES. Manor Woods would
have a net positive change of <5% closer to County averages, and Triadelphia Ridge would have a
net positive change of 1 % closer to County averages. It is essentially a trading of one race for another
that, for all the trouble, does not materially change the race/ethnicity of these two schools.

6. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV.B.S.b,
which is the policy regarding diversity of demographic characteristics via FARMs
participation.

Manor Woods has an 8% FARMs rate before and after the proposed redistricting. Triadelphia Ridge
has a <5% FARMs rate before and after the proposed redistricting. (Appendix D). Both are in the
bottom third percentile of elementary schools for FARMs participation before and after redistricting.
The proposal does not affect FARMs participation and does not serve to support this policy.

7. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV.B.3.C,
which is the policy regarding diversity of demographic characteristics via academic
performance.



Both Manor Woods and Triadelphia Ridge rank in the top 25% performing elementary schools in the
County for Reading and Math both BEFORE the proposed change, and after the proposed change.
(Appendix E and F). Both are in the top third percentile of elementary schools for PARCC test scores
before and after redistricting. There is a 0% movement in the diversity of academic performance as
measured by PARCC scores, so from that perspective there is no reason to implement the proposed
redistricting of 1157 & 157 to Triadelphia Ridge.

8. The proposal's plan to move polygons 1157 & 157 is not in line with Policy 6010 IV.B. 3.d,
which is the policy regarding diversity of demographic characteristics via ESOL students. This
proposal results in a change to % EL participation of-2% to Manor Woods ES (base 8% and
proposed 6%); and a change of not indicated (base EL % stays at <=5%) to Triadelphia Ridge ES.
The countywide average is 7% as indicated on Page 23 of the proposed plan. If the goal is to have
every elementary school at 7%, the proposed plan does not accomplish this goal because the net
differential between proposed % and desired % is 0%.

In summary, I oppose the redistricting of Polygons 1157 and 157 on the elementary school level,
which I believe does not support Policy 6010. Please do not implement this move. Thank you.



Appendix A
Based on figures presented on proposal's Page 13 Utlization and FARM - Elementary School

Elementary School
1. Bushy Park

2. Elkridge
3. Clarksville

4. Pointers Run

5. West Friendship
6. Laurel Woods

7. Cradlerock

8, St. John's Lane

9. Guilford
10. Bellows Spring
11. Longfellow

12. Bryant Woods

13. Fulton

14. Running Brook

15. Holffield Station
16. Swansfield

17. Deep Run

18. Hanover Hills

19. Waterloo

20. Worthington
21. Thunder Hill
22, Clemens Crossing

23. Veterans

24. phelps Luck
25. Manor Woods

26. Bollman Bridge
27. Waverly
28. Atholton

29. Dayton Oaks
30. Stevens Forest

31. Triadelphia Ridge
32. Ducketts Lane

33. Talbott Springs

34. Centennial Lane

35. Forest Ridge

36. Gorman Crossing
37. Hammand

38. llchester

39. Jeffen, Hill
40. Lisbon

41. Northfleld
42. Rockburn

BASE
(2020-2021)

82%
118%
70K
124%
103%
91%
116%
119%
79%
106K
86%
125%
122%
91%

126%
79%
gix
89%
91%
89%
100%
105%
103%
95%
92%
103%
112%
109K
95%
109%
89%
88%
123%
111%
95%
112%
95%
102%
98%
92%
108%
lfl2%

PROPOSED
(2020-21)

117K
83%
98%
99%
79%
115%
96%
99%
98X
88%
104%
108%
105%
75%
110%
95X
106%
103%
105»(
10251
111%
95%
112%
103%
99%
97K
106%
114%
91%
112%
92%
90%

121%

111%
95%

112%
95%
102%
98%
92%
108%
102%

Change

35%
-35%
28%
-25%
-24%
24%
-20%
-20%
19%
-18%
18%
-17X
-17%
-16%
-16%
16%
15%
14%
UK
13%
11%
-10%
9%
8%
7X
-6X
-6%
5%
-4K
3%
3%
2%
-2%
0%
OK
OK
0%
0%
0%
0%
OK
0%

Change -
Absolute Value

35%
35%
28*
25%
24%
24%
20X
20X
19X
18%
18%
17%
17X
16K
16%
16X
15K
14%

14K
13%
11%
10%
9K
8X
7K
6K
6%
5K
4X
3%
3X
2»
2%
0%
ox
OK
0%
0%
ox
0%
ox
OK

Change - Absolute

Value (excludes O's) Comment
35%
35%
28%
25X
24%
24%
20%
20%
19%
18%
18%
17%
17%
16%
16%
16%
15%
14»
14%
13%
11%
10%
9%

7%
6%
6%
5%
4%
3%
3%
2%
2%

CURRENT DISTRICT

PnOPOSED DISTRICT

Schools listed here »1-33
Count

Average
Median

33
15X
15K

Schools listed here #1-29

Count

Average
Median

29
16K
16X



Appendix B

Elementary School
1. i Centennial Lane

2. : St. John's Lane

3. Northfield

4. ;Waverly
5. Manor Woods

6. Hollifleld Station
7. Running Brook
8. Veterans

9. Longfellow
10. Thunder Hill

11. West Friendship
12. Swansfield

13. Bryant Woods
14. Phelps Luck
15. Worthington
16. Talbott Springs
17. Clarksuille
18. Jeffers Hill
19. Stevens Forest

20. llchester

21. Clemens Crossing
22. Triadelphia Ridge
23. Bellows Spring
24. Atholton
25. Cradlerock

26. Rockbum

27. Waterloo

28. Deep Run

29. Pointers Run

30. Dayton Oaks
31. Guilford

32. Elkridge
33. Hammond

34. Bushy Park
35. Hanover Hills

36. Fulton
37. Ducketts Lane

38. Bollman Bridge
39. German Crossing
40. : Forest Ridge
41. Lisbon

42. Laurel Woods

Distance from

Polygon 1157
(miles) *

1.1
3.2
3.4
3.4
3.7
4.2
4.6
4.6
4.7
4.9
5.3
5.4
5.7
5.7
6.4
6.7
6.8
7.0
7.1
7.5
7.7
7.8
8.1
8.2
8.2
8.4
8.4
8.9
9.5
9.7
10.1
10.7
11.2
11.8
12.0
12.1
12.2
12.8
13.3
13.5
13.8
15.7

Comment

Polygon 1157 & 157 was districted to CLES prior to being districted to WES

Polygon 1157 & 157 was districted to WES prior to being districted to MWES
CURRENT DISTRICT

PROPOSED DISTRICT

Distance as determined by Google Maps - the shortest distance of the routes offered



Appendix C
Based on figures presented on proposal's Page 25 Race/Ethnicity - Elementary School

Manor Woods ES

Asian

Hispanic

Black

White

Net change

% Chanpe based on proposal

7% Closer to County average

<5% Closer to County average

1% Further away from County average
6% Further away from County average

<5% Closer to County average

Triadelphia Ridge ES

Black

Two or more

White
Asian

Hispanic

Net change

% Change based on proposal

1% Closer to County average

1% Closer to County average

2% Closer to County average
2% Further away from County average

1% Further away from County average

1% Closer to County average



Appendix D
Based on figures presented on proposal's Page 13 Utlization and FARM - Elementary School

Elementary School
1. Stevens Forest

2. PhelpsLuck

3. Laurel Woods

4, Swansfield

5. Deep Run

6. Cradlerock

7. Ducketts Lane

8. Running Brook

9. Longfellow

10. Bollman Bridge

11. Bryant Woods

12. Talbott Springs
13. Gullfard
14. JeffersHIII
15. Forest Ridge
16. Hanover Hills

17. Elkridge
18. Hammond

19. Waterloo

20. Hollifleld Station
21. Thunder Hill
22. Veterans

23. German Crossing

24. Bellows Spring
25. Atholton

26. Clemens Crossing
27. Lisbon

28. Northfield
29. St. John's Lane

30. Manor Woods

31. Centennial Lane

32. Rockburn

33, West Friendship

34. Worthington
35. Fulton

36. BushyPark
37. Clarksullle
38. Dayton Oaks
39. llchester

40. Pointers Run

41. Triadelphia Ridge

42. Waverly

BASE
(2020-2021)

68%
63%
61%
61%
55%
55%
55%
52%
51%
51%
50%
50%
46%
36%
34%
33%
33%
25%
24%
24%
21%
21%
18%
17%
15%
13%
12%
11%

G%
6%
5%
5%

<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%

PROPOSED
(ZOZO-Zl)

54%
36%
49%
44%
53%
51%
49%
51%
52%
51%
48%
46%
43%
34%
34%
37%
32%
25%
44%
24%
37%
22%
18%
18%
25%
10%
12%
11%
10%
8%
6%
6%
6%
6%
5%

<5%
17%
5%

<5%
<5%
<5%
<5%

Change - Change - Absolute

Change Absolute Value Value (excludes O's) Comment
-14% 14% 14%
-27% 27% 27%
-12%
-17%
-2%
-4K
-6%
-1%
1%
OK
-2%
-4%
-3%
-2%
0%
4%
-1%
0»

20%
0%
16%
1%
0%
IX

10%
-3%
0%
0%
1%
ox
OK
0%
0%
1%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

12%
17%
2%
4%
6%
1%
1%
0%
2%
4%

3%
2%
0%
4%
1%
0%

10%
0%
16%
1%
0%
1%

10%
3%
0%
0%
IX
OK
OK

1%
0%
0%
0%
ox
OK
ox
0%
0%

12%
17%
2%
4%
6%
1%
1%
0%
2%
4%
3%

4%
1%

20%
0%
16%
1%

1%
10%
3%

1%
0%

0%
1%
0%
0%
0%
0%

0%
0%
0%

CURRENT DISTRICT

PROPOSED DISTRICT



Appendix E
Based on figures presented on proposal's Page 21 Test Scores - Elementary School
PARCC-Read

Elementary School
1. llchester

2. Clarksville

3. Waverly

4. Bushy Park
5. Centennial Lane

6. Pointers Run

7. Triadelphia Ridge
8. West Friendship
9. Fulton

10. Dayton Oaks
11. Worthington
12. Manor Woods

13. Lisbon

14. Clemens Crossing
15. Waterloo

16. Rockburn

17. Bellows Spring
18. St. John's Lane

19. Thunder Hill
20. Northfield
21. Veterans

22. Hollifield Station

23. Talbott Springs
24. Forest Ridge

25. German Crossing

26. Hammond

27. Longfellow
28. Atholton

29. Elkridge
30. Jeffers Hill
31. Hanover Hills
32. Ducketts Lane

33. Guilford
34. Laurel Woods

35. Bryant Woods

36. Deep Run

37. Phelps Luck
38. Cradlerock

39. Stevens Forest

40. Running Brook
41. Swansfield

42. Bollman Bridge

BASE

84%
83%
76%
76%
75%
72%
71%
70%
70%
69%

PROPOSED

84%
74%
77%
76%
75%
71%
70%
72%
69%

68%
67%

65%
65%
63%
63%
62%
62%
55%
54%
53%
53%
53%
52%
50%
47%

44%
43%
43%
41%
38%
37%
37%
37%
36%
35%
33%
32%
29%
29%

69%
68%
67%
69%
48%
65%
61%
61%
46%
62%
54%
54%
64%
53%
53%
52%
45%
43%
47%
46%
43%
36%
39%
43%
41%
40%
55%
35%
41%
32%
42%
29%

Change Comment

0%
-9%
1%
0%
0%
-1%
-1% PROPOSED DISTRICT
2%
-1%
-3%
1%

3%
-17%

0%
-2%
-2%

-16%
0%
-1%
0%
11%

0%
-5%
-4%
3%
3%
0%
-5%
1%
6%
4%
3%
19%
0%
8%
0%
13%
0%

CURRENT DISTRICT



Appendix F
Based on figures presented on proposal's Page 21 Test Scores - Elementary School
PARCC-Math

Elementary School
1. Clarksville

2. Pointers Run

3. Centennial Lane

4. Triadelphia Ridge
5. Waverly
6. Dayton Oaks
7. Fulton

8. llchester

9. Bushy Park
10. Worthington
11. Manor Woods

12. Rockburn

13. Waterloo

14. West Friendship
15. Northfield
16. St. John's Lane

17. Thunder Hill

18. Clemens Crossing
19. Hammond

20. Veterans

21. Bellows Spring
22. German Crossing
23. Atholton

24. Lisbon

25. Hollifield Station

26. Longfellow
27. Forest Ridge
28. Elkridge
29. Hanover Hills

30. Talbott Springs
31. Bryant Woods
32. Ducketts Lane

33. Deep Run

34. Laurel Woods

35. Guilford

36. Phelps Luck
37. Jeffers Hill
38. Swansfield

39. Running Brook

40. Bollman Bridge
41. Stevens Forest

42. Cradlerock

BASE
89%
82%
82%
80%
79%
77%
77%
77%
74%
72%
72%
70%
66%
66%
65%
64%
63%
63%
60%
59%
59%
59%
58%
57%
56%
50%
50%
47%
47%
46%
45%
40%
40%
37%
36%
35%
35%
34%
34%
32%
30%
26%

PROPOSED

79%
81%
82%
77%
80%
75%
76%
77%
76%
74%
72%
70%
42%
69%
65%
62%
47%
65%
60%
57%
58%
59%
51%
57%
57%
46%
50%
49%
47%
57%
47%
36%
41%
45%
36%
59%
38%
48%
35%
32%
38%
28%

Change Comment
-10%
-1%

-3%
1%

-2%
-1%
0%
2%
2%
0%
0%

-24%
3%
0%
-2%

-16%
2%
0%
-2%
-1%
0%
-7%
0%
1%

-4%
0%
2%
0%
11%
2%
-4%
1%

24%
3%

14%
1%
0%
8%
2%

PROPOSED DISTRICT

CURRENT DISTRICT



From

Balaji Bala

POLYGON #: 176

I am Balaji Bala from Polygon 176. I am opposing the current redistrict proposal because it
violates HCPSS Policy 6010, impacts students in many ways, and discriminate certain county
residents.

This is a very tough time for Howard County residents as the federal government policies trying
to support "far-right" and Howard County polices trying to support "far-left". In both cases, it's
the game of politicians for their personal gain in capturing "votes" from certain group of people.
I am living in Howard County from 2002 and I witnessed People of Howard county stand for
middle ground. No Blue or Red. We can call Howard County as "purple".

FARM factor is one of the major considerations in the current redistrict plan. We cannot solve
the underlying problem by redistricting and moving the kids from different schools. Once you
move several polygons to balance the so called "FARM" ratio, there is no guarantee that the
politicians and their housing development friends will not build more "affordable" housing units
in the same area. How far will you go and pull kids and polygons to keep this FARM ratio lower in
the coming years? This redistricting is not the solution. Please do not approve.

Yes. The Overcrowding should be addressed. River Hill High School is currently under capacity.
Proposal should support to bring in additional students to River Hill "without" moving any
students out.

Yes. We have to dose the achievement gap across various demographics. However, How does
that solve by shifting kids from one school to the other?

In a balanced education system, the critical success factor is with the 3 pillars. Student - Teacher
- Parent. If this bondage is not well established, there won't be any success no matter how hard
you shuffle kids.
Rather than shuffling the kids around, if the money is invested in innovative education methods,
it will benefit the family who are in need and raise their student proficiency rate.

My proposals are as below.
. Bring in the top educators (Teachers) to this school. Pay them higher wages.
. Establish stronger Parent-Teacher-Student relationship. If one of the links of the pillar

fails, everything will fail
. Run a pilot program by Providing incentives to all 3 pillars (Student, Teacher and Parent).

Measure the results in their Test Scores.

. Create accountability for parents, teachers and students



Every parent should spend time with their kids for education. Excellence in education starts from
home. When implementing the incentive-based program, it motivates everyone to deliver their
best. When an individual students scores are elevated, the entire school and community will
elevate. I have the details below on incentive-based approach which is successful in Medicare .
Similar approach can be implemented in many places. I recommend you read this section.
Comoarison of Medicare innovation with Incentive based proerams

The reason why people are in poverty is because of the politicians and their poor policies. I work
on the Medicare related field. I would like to compare a scenario with our current situation. In
the past, majority of Medicare payments were paid as "Fee-For-Service". Which means, providers
(doctors, hospitals, etc., ) get paid for the services they render, which was a good start. But we
needed improvements in quality of care. CMS (Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services) came
up with innovative ideas by providing incentives for provides who can keep the population
healthy. Rather than paying flat rates on Fee for service model, it encouraged doctors and
providers give a good quality of care and preventive care. This model is a great success for the
people. Similarly, the entitlement programs should be designed to motivate people to come out
of poverty. As an example, Raise the minimum wage for the individuals. So, they can spend more
time with their kids rather than working 2 or 3 jobs to meet their basic needs. While, this is not
the forum to discuss solutions, this is also not the forum to approve an experimental solution for
much larger issue of socio-economic status.

During a presentation, the superintendent mention, how hard and how organized the people
opposing his plan, he would move forward on the plan. This is totally against the law. We are not
living in communist country. We are living in a great democratic country. I still believe in
democracy and I hope these hearings are valuable and you take consideration of all the people
in the county. Howard county is one of the top counties in the country to live and raise family.
Please don't change that by implementing this redistrict plan. Please don't punish people for
working hard and being successful. No one should suffer. All kids are equal.

People who pay higher taxes are already contributing to the "Equity" for the county. Poor money
management causing funding issues for schools. We see the county cutting budget on several
school activities due to budget issues but, ready to pay enormous amount of money for "Busing"
the students. As a taxpayer of this county, we do not approve this approach. These kinds of
polices will demotivate hard working individuals and tend to move more people toward
entitlement programs as people can get easy money rather than working so hard.
There are so much of Fraud, Waste and Abuse in entitlement programs. Fix those and it will bring
down your "FARM" ratio.

The Plan violates the HCPSS Policy 6010

. Policy 6010 IV.Blc

. Policy 6010 IV.B2 b

. Policy 6010 IV.B2 c

Impact to Students:



Driving safety

Less Sleep and higher stress
Mental Health

Longer commute time

'* ^ .

;~^.

Blue shows our current route to River high school - where student drivers will need to take a
single turn, at a stop light, and the bus ride is 10 minutes from bus stop to school. The yellow and
red lines show the new possible routes, where student drivers will need to navigate over a dozen
intersections"

"Mapping my community in Polygon 176 to Glenelg High School would be a mile closer than
Wilde Lake High School in driving distance and 37% faster in travel time.

Mapping my community in Polygon 176 to Centennial would be the same distance as to Wilde
Lake High School, but 23% faster in travel time.

Mapping this community to Marriott's Ridge High School would be a mile further than WLHS, but
18% faster in travel time.

Even mapping this community to Atholton would be a mile further than WLHS, but 2 minutes
shorter travel time by car.

Wilde Lake High School is the SIXTH closest high school to this community, by time traveled on
roads and the THIRD or FOURTH closest by distance depending on bus route."

Discrimination:

. AAC committee members are hand-picked with political agenda in mind.
NO significant impact for any of the polygons where the AAC members live.

. NO single representative from River Hill HS, Glenelg HS, and Marriotts Ridge HS that are
affected the most.



46% (6 out of 13) African American representation. 0% Asian representation comparing
to the county's 20% Black and 19% Asian population.
2 members are from the same organization Foreign-Born Information & Referral Network
(FIRN)
38% (5 out of 13) people are also on County Executive Calvin Ball's transition team.

One last thing. I would like offer to volunteer myself for any new approach and solutions

discussions. You have my contacts in the written testimony. Reach me. Reach nny community for
help. Include everyone and have representation for all the groups.

God Bless Howard County. God Bless America.

With Respectfulli

Balaji Bala

^



Date: Oct 15, 2019

Dear Board of Education Members,

Hello, my name is Poornima Balaji, I am part of Poiygon 176. oppose this redistricting proposal.

I am a parent of a 9th Grader who is at River Hill School and a 3"1 grader at Triadelphia Ridge Elementary
School.

Two years before, we moved to this neighborhood, and our biggest pull factor was that the high school is
only 5 minutes away. Due to the close proximity my daughter will be able to participate many clubs and
sports and still have a ride back home. It makes it much easier for us to balance between both high school
and elementary school activities of our kids. High school is the most critical part of the student life, which

shapes their future, and tearing kids apart from their friends will only impact them negatively.

If students are moved to Wilde Lake which is 6 miles away it becomes a 45-minute drive with the traffic,
which would just waste their precious time because nothing can be achieved in that time.

Capacity. River Hill is under capacity, so why move us out of the school? This redistricting proposal violates
Policy 6010.

Why move us now, when High School 13 will be opening 2 years and redistrirting will be necessary then?
Is it ethical to move so many students' multiple times?

Howard county has Jumpstart program for Cyber security for all high school, but Riverhill and Oakland

mills school are the only schools that offer 4 additional pilot programs for the kids. If my daughter moved
to Wilde Lake, she will be missing the most precious opportunity, why should she suffer? Where is equity
for her?

There are so many aspects in which this redistricting would effect all the students negatively, to the point
where the huge negatives outweigh the little positive aspects. Their sleep is already alarmingly low as
most are involved in clubs or sports in addition to homework. To waste 45 minutes on a bus ride that

passes River Hill on the route makes no logical sense. They will have to end up waking up as early as 5. It
is already dark in the morning, that early will create a safety hazard especially in the winter, since we don't
have sidewalks in our neighborhood. Currently to get to River hill, a school that is 5 mins away, the bus
comes at 6:45, how early is the bus going to come for a school 45 minutes away?

Changing buildings will make no difference, instead there should be changes made to help the students
like extra programs and clubs. I hope the BOE understands and makes the right decision. If you want to
truly make a beneficial difference FOR the students, voting no to the redistricting proposal will be the best
decision.

We have experienced firsthand the effects of switching schools, when we moved to this neighborhood,
my daughter was a seventh grader, it took her a long time to adjust and feel comfortable with her friends.

High schoo! is already such a stressful and hectic 4 years, and social experimenting on these kids would
produce an adverse outcome.

Please keep polygon 176 & 3176 at River hill high school and keep communities together. Thank you for
your time.

Poornima

Polygon 176" .'-



^



Testimony

Good evening, everyone. My name is Yan Sun. I am a resident ofPolygon 186, a
registered voter in District 4, and I strongly oppose the massive redistricting plan proposed by
Dr. Martirano.

I appreciate the goal of Equity m Action but fail to see any evidence to support that this
will actually achieve real equity. It is a huge action that will impact lots of students in the entire
county. According to this proposal, all middle schoolers from polygons 28, 1028, 2028, 186,
1186, 185 and 1185 will be sent to a school much farther than their current school. For my
family, the 5-minute drive becomes a 20-minute drive. Looking at this map, I cannot see how
kids from our neighborhood benefit from this redistoicting proposal. A massive redistricting
could cause trauma to many kids, especially during their sensitive, teenage years.

On one of our recent Clarksville Middle School PTA meetings, a mom cried
during the meeting while telling everyone how nightmare-inducing it was for her children
to go through 3 ̂ chool redistrictings. If this proposal passes, it's going to be nightmare
number 4. This parent was hoping the BOB can adopt a plan that has the least dismption
when implementing a county-wide school redistricting. Her wish is also my wish. As a
parent, I stand irrsolidarity with those who oppose this ill-conceived proposal. Not only is
it unjust, and yet another example of problems that arise from centralized decisions made
by a few, but it will also set a terrible precedent for the future of Howard County and
Howard County Public School Systeiiis as a whole. These actions, and the misguided
belief system behind them, destroy communities.

Community cohesion and parental involvement have a much bigger impact on a
school's performance (and a child's well-being) than money redistribution and attempts at
social reform made by a small group of people outside of said communities. Moving kids
between commumties caimot lower the number of the actual FARM kids, both the county
and the Board of Education should work together to fix the real problem - reducing (he
number of FARM families. The Board of Education should also work on improving the
academic performance of the FARM kids. (please see my suggestion at the beginning).

I work for a university where competency-based learning is being
implemented throughout the entire curriculum. There, we have students who have
different levels of entry knowledge. Our approach to improving students' overall
graduation rate is to focus on the curriculum design to provide adaptive learning
resources for all students to achieve the most, and therefore to build a more
personalized learning path based on their achievements. Every student is different,
everyone's leammg preference is different, and everyone's learning pace is
different.

Instead of forcing people to accept such a dismptive redistricting plan, my
suggestion is for Board of Education members and school teachers to work harder on
redesigning the curriculum to embrace and support various learning preferences and
learning paces, and ignite FARM kids' internal learning desire to ultimately promote the
learning.

Thank you.



Gabriel Spencer
Polygon 2183
October 15, 2019

My name is Gabriel Spencer and I oppose the current redistricting plan.

I live In Polygon 2183. I'm testifying in connection with polygons 183, 1183, and 1181. My kids attend Folly
Quarter Middle School and Triadelphia Ridge Elementary School. We're currently assigned to attend River Hill.
The current plan would move us to Wilde Lake.

I have more than just empathy for FARM kids. I was a FARM kid for most of my school experience. When I was
in elementary and middle schools, my dad went back to school. When I was in high school, my mom went to
back to school. One reason they could do that, is because my siblings and I were able to walk to and from
school, which we did. During high school, when my mom left for early classes, I woke up my youngest sisters,
fed them breakfast, and braided their hair. And I still had enough time to get to school because it was close to
home. This is the reality for low-income families. They need more time to be home with family. We all need
more time with our families.

Another thing that bothers me is that I feel like Howard County is exaggerating its definition of segregation in
order to reach some political goal. There is an emphasis on equity that is coming from the U.S. House of
Representatives Education and Labor Committee and trickling down to lower levels of government. Bobby
Scott, the chairman of that House committee recently advanced two bills focused on school equrty. Other
leaders like Terri Hill and Calvin Ball also emphasize equity. But I'm afraid the superintendent's plan isn't mainly
focused on student well-being. Its focus seems to be a way for politicians to show support for political leaders. I
agree with the goal of the superintendent's plan, however, I oppose the strategy to get there.

Before co-sponsoring both school equity bills, Bobby Scott requested a report on school segregation from the
Government Accountability Office. Based on that report, Mr. Scott commented that, "... segregation in public
schools ... is getting worse... " However, the report, and consequently the Education and Labor committee,
defines segregated schools as those where "75 to 100 percent of the students were eligible for free or reduced-
price lunch, and 75 to 100 percent of the students were Black or Hispanic."

When leaders like Bobby Scott or Terri Hill describe communities and schools with words like "ghettoized and
"segregation" they're broadening the definition of segregation so that it fits their agenda, instead of focusing on
students. Lefs simply consider the county schools that receive Title I funding. The school with highest poverty
rate has 63% poverty and has a combined Black and Hispanic population below 70%. According to this
definition, if s clear that Howard County schools are not segregated.

Please reject the current redistricting plan. Please develop a plan that gives Howard County student the
resources and programs they need - in schools that are closest to their homes.

Thank you.



10/15/2019 Mail - deepak baskaran - Outlook

Re: Board of Ed

deepak baskaran
Tue 10/15/2019 1:12 PM

To: deepak baskaran <dupont_23@hotmail. com>

My name is Tammy Baskaran, polygon 176, mother of 3 boys, and I strongly oppose the
superintendents plan. This plan, intended to address overcrowding, now unnecessarily moves
students for discriminatory reasons. Our neighborhood is 1.4 miles from River Hill High, which
we all know is under capacity. For overcrowding purposes, there are zero reasons to bus kids
out of this under capacity school, however you want to bus them to a school nearly 4 times
farther away to Wilde Lake High. Personally if I have one son at Wilde Lake and my other two
sons at Folly Quarter Middle, it will make sports and after school activities nearly impossible, as
I cannot get to and from both schools with that distance apart. From Folly Quarter Middle to
Wilde Lake it is nearly 9 miles.

With the superintendent's plan, sending 478 students out of under capacity River Hill, and
bringing in 751- how is this even logical?
It certainly is not addressing overcrowding. From my polygon 1 76, none of the surrounding
high schools - Wilde Lake, River Hill, Reservoir, Marriotts Ridge, or Atholton are over capacity
at this point, leaving no reason to shift students among these schools. If you really intend to
address overcrowding, focus on moving students from Eastern high schools to Western high
schools where we have the capacity to relieve the overcrowding. My children are biracial and
by opposing this plan- of negatively disrupting so many lives, uprooting kids, bussing them out
of one under capacity school to another that's farther away- this doesn't make anyone racist (as
some have stated), it is down right senseless. And just to make it clear, students from
overcrowded schools are welcomed with open arms at our under capacity school. No one has
an issue with students moving here. Are we being unreasonable having no need to leave our
under capacity neighborhood school?

If overcrowding clearly isn't the reason why students are being sent out of River Hill, when
my children ask me why they cannot attend our neighborhood school what do I tell them?
Board of Ed members- when you moved to howard county, did you take community schools
into consideration at all? Did you think about which schools your children may attend? One
would think you may have. Mrs. Taj, in your support of this plan, Centennial High is
overcrowded, will you be volunteering your polygon to move put of overcrowded Centennial
High to an under capacity school...such as Wilde Lake, for the sake of equity?

From the Board of Ed website, under "Superintendent, " I quote, "Dr. Michael J. Martirano
considers himself a teacher first and foremost, and believes children must be at the center of all
decision making. " Well you've heard so many children testify against this plan, and how they
will be negatively affected for endless reasons, lets make sure to keep THEM "at the center of
this decision making" too.

With achievement gaps, lets start with providing extra staff support and necessary resources
to students and families where needed, not just hiding students in new classrooms to make the
numbers look better on paper. How does this actually help anyone or address learning issues
one may need help with? This plan is simply unjust treatment of select groups of people- hand
picking specific races and categories of innocent children, only to redistribute numbers... this is
discrimination, and this is wrong. Thank you.

http8://outlook. ]lve. com/mail/lnbox/id/AQMkADAwATExADVjNyOOYzM1LWQ1MmEtMDACLTAwCgBGAAADVrpMex3HRUC%2FFEMK7BaahwcAvFKL... 1/1



Good evening Board members!
My name is Cafherine Odubanjo, rq)resentmg Polygon# 3176. 1 salute the many courageous
young people who spoke a few weeks ago, with such passion and conviction, and to their
parents!

Much has been said about this redistricting proposal, about how it fails to address equity, about
how harmful it will be to our children physically, emotionally and psychologically, about how
disruptive it will be to families, specifically referring to parent support through volunteering at
the schools and how challenging it will be to support our children with after school programs
under your proposed plan.

I am actually terrified of public speaking, but I am more terrified of remaining quiet, lest my
silence be mistaken for consent. No! I oppose this redistricting plan in the strongest possible
way!

I came to this country to attend college 32 years ago. I am an immigrant, chasing the increasingly
elusive American Dream. As you can see, I am not white. As you can hear, I have an accent.
Like the other parents, we are decent, hardworking people who desire to give our children the
best chance to succeed.

I don't believe in handing your children everything on a Silver platter. I do believe in providing
for them a solid foundation, a launching pad from which they can take off. This redistricting plan
is a disaster waiting to happen. The trajectory of our children may be irreparably altered if this
plan were to come to fhiition.

Iinagine with me for a moment. Imagine you have a scenario where a patient, who I'll call Mark
Green, is doing well in Hospital A. He is getting better and he is thriving! Across town you have
another patient. Jack Smith, who is not doing too well in Hospital B. In fact, Hospital B is on the
verge of losing its accreditation. The ONLY solution offered by the CEO is a patient swap.Mark
Green is to be transferred fi-om Hospital A, where he is doing well to Hospital B where his
condition might deteriorate due to substandard care. To do that would not make sense now,
would it? Exactly! This solution is as ridiculous and absurd as the one being placed before our
children. It would also prove catastrophic to leave patient Jack Smith in the substandard hospital.

You have no idea of the journey many of us parents have undertaken to arrive at this point. Every
lowly position I took (from my first job working as a cashier at 7-11 to working as a home health
aide while in college) made it possible for me and many, many other parents to hoist ourselves
up another rung on the proverbial ladder of success. You look only at the "final" product and
negate the hard work and sacrifices made along the way. Just because we enjoy a measure of



success does uot mean we have "arrived !" We are a work in progress. Do not derail our efforts.
Our children are not bargaining chips and they are not pawns on a chessboard.

Dr. Martirano, a good leader recognizes when they may have made a mistake or not thought
diings through or made a decision based on a "kuee jerk" reaction rather than on proven facts.
Leading from a position of humility is not a weakness, rather it is a strength! Sirs, madam, I
implore you to reconsider your positions and vote NO! Thank you in advance.

Catherine Odubanjo
12329 Preakness Circle Lane

Clarksville, MD21029
Polygon3176

Cathy 0.



Good evening,

My name is Euna Kim, and am from polygon 1199.

I strongly oppose to the superintendent's proposal based on my personal experience and research.

I would like to talk about two things. First of all, switching schools in adolescents negatively impacts their
emotional and social well-being.

We moved to different states almost every 2 or 3 years in the past and whenever we moved, my two kids
had adapted very well. However, 2 years ago when we moved to the Howard County, we thought my kids
would adjust in school very well as usual but unfortunately, that didn't happen. My younger one was in 4th
grade at the time and she was ok, but my older one was in 7th grade and she had a very hard time
adjusting in a new middle school. She always felt isolated and depressed in a new middle school.

We realized that it was extremely hard and stressful for adolescents, like my older daughter, to switch
schools because of social difficulties like mingling with new friends and facing academic challenges.

According to research, which was published in American educational research in 2014, youth who switch
schools are more likely to demonstrate negative behavioral and educational outcome.

In the superintendent's proposal, nearly Vs of middle and high school students have to switch schools and
it will impact negatively to them socially, academically, and mentally.

My second point is academic gaps between schools

When we moved to the Howard County 2 years ago, we realized my kids were behind so we did two
things to catch up with the other students.

First, we tried tutoring service and I also started to supervise my kids more by helping them complete their
homework.

Switching schools and evening out the percent of farm students, do not improve academic gaps. Farm
students need more practical systems, such as mentor programs or free tutoring service to improve their
grades. Howard county can use the money wisely for farm students rather than the new school bus
transportation systems. PLEASE, BOE members,

Please don't underestimate kids stress, fear, anxiety, isolation from switching schools and come up with
better and more practical solutions for farms students, instead of simply switching schools.

Thank you for listening.



Good evening Board Members,

My name is Krupa Patel and I am from Polygon 176. 1 have two daughters, one is in 5th grade
and other one is in 8th grade. I am opposing the redistricting plan proposed for next year. The
proposal is to resolve the issue for equity, overcrowding, FARM rate etc. But how about the
problems it will generate by this plan, like traffic issues along roads and Intersections?

County will be spending Millions on additional dollars on transportation budget. How about the
budget for traffic issues and traffic study? All the traffic issues that will be generated by adding
many more buses and cars on the road to account for longer commute time! Has county
considered all the intersection that will be impacted by this change? These studies are generally
conducted before county approves any new development in the area based on their current

routes to schools and work. Due to this proposal, the AM and PM trip counts, the direction to
school and work and the time spent on the roads will drastically change.

For example. Currently, my feeder school is River Hill High, which starts at 7:20 am. In the
morning, I usually try to leave for my work just before 7 am, so that I do not have to wait about

10 min or more on Sheppard Lane to make right turn on Rt. 108. The traffic usually backs up on
Sheppard lane for approximately 1 mile from the traffic light. If the proposal passes, Polygon
176 and 3176 will be dropping their kids to Wild Lake High in the morning, which starts at 7:25
am. In order to get to school on time, the cars will be on Sheppard Lane from at least 6:45 am. I

estimate the traffic backing up on Shepperd lane for more than 1.5 miles. In order to get to
work I will have to leave before 6:45 am! In addition to this, many of the Fulton and Highl&nd
communities (total of 513 students from Atholton High and 96 from Reservoir High) are being
redistricted to River Hill Highschool. Think about how many cars will be added on Rt. 108 in the
morning and evening? it will take more 30 min. for these students to get to and from their new
High school. There will be traffic backing up from RiverHill High school along Rt. 108 in both

directions in the morning from 6:45 am and from 2:30 pm in the evening. This will not only
affect the intersection ofSheppard Lane and Rt. 108, but other also the other intersections
touching these roads.

I think this is one of the serious issues, if not thought out carefully, county will have to come up
with additional budget to mitigate traffic issue, which might impact on school budget. This will
make equity problem worse than better and I don't think anyone would want that.

Thank you for listening to me and being considerate!

Krupa Patel



October 15, 2019

Group: Nodding Night Court

Polygon: 1186
Members: Reji Ponnarassery

Sowmya Krishnamoorthy
Kelly Cao

Re: Board of Education Boundary Review Public Hearings

Reji Ponnarassery:

Good evening everyone!

<

My name is Reji Ponnarassery and I live in Polygon 1186 in the Village of River Hill. I have two
daughters, one is currently in Clarksville Middle School and the other one is in Clarksville
Elementary School. Both my kids will be directly impacted by the proposed redistricting plan.

am against the Superintendent's proposed redistricting plan for the following reasons:

Our polygon has been a part of the River Hill community and schools since its inception. Even
though the polygons of River Hill are adjacent to the polygons of Harpers Choice, the villages
are separated by a natural barrier formed by the Middle Patuxent Environmental area. The
environmental area stretches from Rt 108 in the west all the way to Cedar Lane on the east.
This area does not have any roads in it, therefore it keeps the two communities disconnected.

Since we have been in the River Hill schools for the past 8 years, we have built trusted
relationships with parents of other kids in the River Hill community. We are working parents
and sometimes have to rely on other trusted parents to pick up our kids from school in case of
emergencies or after school activities. Since our kids will be in different schools than many of
our friend's kids, we would only have a much smaller number of parents we can turn to for
help.

With the split in the polygons from the Village of River Hill, our kids will be separated from their
friends of many years. Several of their friends have grown up with them since kindergarten.
They have always been able to bike to their friend's houses for play-dates or work on school
activities which will not be possible anymore if they go to a school outside the community.

These are just a few of the reasons why I am against the redistricting proposal put forward by
the Superintendent.

Also please note the attached map that shows the middle Patuxent environmental area dividing
the Village of River Hill and the Village of Harpers Choice and it shows the polygon 1186 on the
River Hill side of the environmental area.

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak.



Sowmya Krishnamoorthy:

Hi, I am Sowmya Krishnamoorthyfrom Polygon 1186. 1 have 1 child in Clarksville Elementary
School and a another who will be there in a year. As per the current proposal we will be moved
from Clarksville Middle to Harper's Choice Middle and triple our travel time.

We have had over 5 days of testimonies from students, parents, pediatricians, statisticians and
lawyers opposing the move out of under capacity schools like Clarksville Middle. It is striking
that we have not heard a single family set to move from Harper's Choice Middle to Clarksville
testify in support of the move. Not a single testimony! The only ones supporting the swapping
of students between schools appear to be those who either have no children in the school
system or those whose children are unaffected by the moves proposed.

Our neighborhood in the Village of River Hill has followed the concept of neighborhood schools
since its inception. Our houses have been districted to Clarksville Middle and River Hill High
Schools from the time they were built i.e. the last 23 years. But we are now told that we no
longer belong to our neighborhood schools in Howard County. Let us pause for a moment to
imagine what replacing community schools by a model of school assignment done in favor of
equal distribution of FARMS students might look like. I am holding up the map of the FARMS
distribution in Howard County. As you can see, they are concentrated in pockets. Any changes
to the composition of this map lies with the County Council and not with the BOE. If the BOE
adopts this model, we are looking at large scale bussing of students from central Columbia to
far flung schools like River Hill, Glenelg, Marriott's Ridge and Mt Hebron and vice versa with
students crisscrossing each other on congested roads, enduring hour-long commutes as they
set out to the school that is most in need of their SES value. Is this our eventual goal?

Apart from being in complete violation of Policy 6010, this vision has NO COMMUNITY BUY-IN.
Good intentions are not a substitute for good policy. The community has come out in droves to
state that they do not support this. Large scale changes implemented without community buy-
in often face lengthy and expensive legal challenges and eventually get overturned by future
elected representatives. The only way to get community buy-in for the lengthy commute that
inevitably comes with FARMS distribution is to offer choice-based programs such as magnet
programs where each family can evaluate the trade-offs and decide for themselves. As
presented in the previous testimony on October 10th by the group "Polygon 186", this will cost
significantly lesser than the cost to implement bussing.



Kelly Cao:

Good evening Board of Education Members and Superintendent Dr. Martirano. Thank you for
your service in improving education for gl[ children in Howard County. My name is Kelly Cao
and I live in polygon 1186 in the Village of River Hill. I have three children who attend Clarksville
Elementary School. I'm here today to oppose swapping students between Clarksville Middle
and Harpers Choice Middle because I support community cohesiveness and choice programs
over forced redistricting. Both Clarksville and Harpers Choice Middle Schools are under target
utilization. Therefore, the sole purpose of moving 207 students from Clarksville to Harpers
Choice and 87 students in the reverse direction from Harpers Choice to Clarksville is to average
out the percentage of students receiving Free and Reduced Meals (FARM). Or so I thought, until
I did some research into the polygons affected.

When I look closely at the six polygons that are proposed to move to Clarksvllle Middle School,
three polygons (1135, 1174 and 174) have FARM percentages $ 5%. A closer look reveals that
these polygons consist entirely of single family homes; there are no townhomes or apartments
in these polygons. In fact, in polygon 1135, a home sold for over$650, 000 recently and average
home sales were over half a million dollars according to zilllow. com (see Attachments 5-7). The
children in these polygons are not living in poverty. So why are these polygons proposed to
move to Clarksville Middle? It's not to address overcrowding because both schools are under
target utilization and it's not to average out FARM percentages. So, what is the reason for
swapping these polygons with those in River Hill?

In the other three polygons proposed to movetoClarksville Middle School (135, 2135 and
2174), the neighborhoods consist of single family homes, townhomes and apartments. The
mixed housing is consistent with higher FARM percentages (range 41 to 72%), but not all of the
children within these polygons are living in poverty. For example, in polygon 135, a single family
home sold for over half a million dollars recently (see Attachments 8-10). Rather than forcing
entire polygons to schools outside their community, we should take a more tailored approach
and offer choices to the students with the greatest need. Keep Clarksville polygons in their
community, but you can still offer the option for students with the greatest needs to attend a
school with lower FARM percentages, if they choose. There are several middle schools in the
region that are under target utilization and could receive students including Burleigh Manor,
Lime Kiln, Folly Quarter, and Clarksville. Clarksville would welcome all children regardless of
race, socioeconomic status, religion, or other background.

Most importantly, students and parents need more choices when it comes to education.
Students with the greatest needs can be offered an option to attend a school with lower FARM
percentages that is outside of their community. However, the students and parents should be
empowered to make the decision that's right for them; as it will likely have a significant impact
on their daily lives. Families are not a one size fits all.

This would be an interim plan and more sustainable choice programs such as magnet schools
should be seriously considered. I sincerely hope that you have the interests of o//students in
mind as you deliberate in the coming weeks. Thank you for your time.



Attachment 1. Village of River Hill

This map shows the boundary of the River Hill Community (red line).
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Attachment 2. Middle Patuxent Environmental Area

The River Hill Village is separated by a natural barrier, the Middle Patuxent Environmental area, that
stretches from Rt 108 in the west to Cedar Lane on the east. The Middle Patuxent Environmental area

does not have any roads that traverse it.
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Attachment 3. Driving Route from Polygon 1186 to Clarksville Middle School vs.
Harper's Choice Middle

The route to Harper's Choice Middle School is approximately three times the distance (red line)
from Polygon 1186 compared to Clarksville Middle (blue line) and requires traveling on heavily

congested roads, such as Route 108.
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Attachment 4. Percent of ES FARMs Students by Polygon (see next page)

The dark areas mean there is low FARMS rate. As you can see, there are concentrated pockets
of high FARMS in the east andlarge swaths of 0% FARMS rate out west. If the BOE wants to
average FARM percentages across Howard County schools, we are looking at a scenario of
neighborhood schools having no meaning and there being large scale bussing of students from
central Columbia to schools outwestsuch as River Hill, Glenelg, Marirbtt's Ridge, and Mount
Hebron; and vice versa with students crisscrossing each other on congested roads, enduring
hour long commutes as they set out to the school that is most in need of their SESvalue.

The map can also be viewed online at:

httDS://chaowu.ora/WD-content/UDloads/2019/09/BoE-HoCo-ES-Percent-FARMs-Mao-v2-
PolvNums. pdf
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Attachment 5. Polygon 1135: Home prices

Polygon 1135 has $ 5% FARM. There are only single family homes (no townhomes or apartments). A home
sold for $653, 000 within the last 24 months.
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Accessed 9/28/19 on www. zillow. com
Yellow dot = Home Sold (within the last 24 months)
Red dot = Home For Sale
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Attachment 6. Polygon 1174: Home prices

Polygon 1174 has $ 5% FARM. There are only single family homes (no townhomes or apartments). A home
sold for $545,000 within the last 24 months.

*ActuaI selling price was $470K in the detailed view

Accessed 9/29/19 on www.zillow. cojm
Yellow dot = Home Sold (within the last 24 months)
Red dot = Home For Sale



Attachment 7. Polygon 174: Home prices

Polygon 174 has $ 5% FARM. There are only single family homes (no townhomes or apartments). A home sold
for $515, 000 within the last 24 months.
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Yellow dot = Home Sold (within the last 24 months)
Red dot = Home For Sale



Attachment 8. Polygon 135: Composition of Housing Types

Polygon 135 consists of single family homes in the north and townhomes in the south.
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Attachment 9. Polygon 2135: Composition of Housing Types

Polygon 2135 consists oftownhomes in the west and apartments in the east.

Accessed 10/8/19 on www.zillow. com



Attachment 10. Polygon 2174: Composition of Housing Types

Polygon 2174 consists of apartments in the west andtownhomes in the east.

Accessed 10/8/19 on www.zillow.com



TESTIMONY BEFORE BOE OF HCPSS ON BOUNDARY REVIEW

Lfii Zhong, Polygon 3176

October 15, 2019
^bff

Dear BOE Members,

My name is Lei Zhong and I have been a Howard County resident for 19 years. Today my
testimony will focus on educational equity, since Mr. Martirano has claimed equity is the basis
for all of the boundary review process.

So, what exactly is educational equity? The main idea is, a student's personal conditions should
not interfere with the potential of his or her academic success. Such conditions include but are
not limited to race, gender, orsocial-economic status. Therefore, a public education system
should provide for the students facing adversity.

About two years ago, Mr. Martirano made some insightful comments on equity when he was
interviewed by HCPSS communication staff Brian Bassett. He talked about early start, the 30
million word gap. He mentioned making use of school media center as learning hub after
school, since not everyone has internet access at home. He mentioned watching out student
attendance to prevent potential drop out. He also mentioned family influence and community
support.

All great points. But, redistrirting has nothing to do with any of these.
Fastforward tnjgyiAmN I. Mr. Martirano became convinced that swapping and busing
students was the silver bullet for advancing equity, no matter how disruptive it may be.
Otherwise why bother moving as many as seventy-four hundred students?

I'm not going to repeat other testimonies, but want to highlight one plain fact. Howard County
spends high dollars on each student. Students across all schools are exposed to virtually the
same curriculum, taught by teachers with equivalent expertise, and provided with equivalent
levels of resourcing and support.

Clearly, switching schools is not the prescription for the equity problem.

As a matter of fact, in a famous report named "Leading for Equity" (Mr. Martirano is familiar
with it, by the way), their recommendations do not include redistricting at all.

Mr. Martirano, you said your Job was "a dream come true" two years ago. The whole county
shared your enthusiasm with high expectations. However, I am afraid your proposal has turned
into a huge disappointment. Just feel the unprecedented objection, frustration, and anger from
almost all testimonies.



The public hearing process is coming to an end. Dear BOE members, please reject the proposal
for the students you proudly serve. I'm all for equity, but let's not hijack redistricting for what
if s not meant to be.

References:

1. HCPSS Insight: Get to Know Dr. Michael J. Martirano

httDS://www.hccss.ore/insiBht/hcDss-ins|ght-get-to-know-dr-michael-i-martirano/

2. Leading for Equity: Opportunities for State Education Chiefs, by Aspen Institute

httDS://assets.asDenlnstltute. orK/content/uploads/2017/OS/LeadinBForEauitv.Ddf
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Testimony in Opposition to Redistricting
Tuesday, October 15, 2019
:\owa. ~c, Co*;~/<:w 33Z.7C o? E£;I:G£;;O^
Name: Shekhaar Gupta
Address: 12305 Autumn Tree Ln, Clarksville, MD, 2102
Council District: 5, Polygon - 176
Council Representative: David Yungmann
Email: sauptarealtorOamail. com, Phone: 2144762856

Im Shekhar Gupta from Polygon 176. I'm an immigrant and we all have our own struggle
stories. When I visit India or any other country and people ask me - how is the education
system in America -1 tell them - my kids go to public school; schools are amazing and all kids
are entitled to their nearby schools - they all said - it makes complete sense. Now I feel I was
lying to them and kids and their future are controlled by our BOE and Superintendent.

I strongly reject Dr Martirano's plan because it does not address over capacity - it ONLY
swaps students which will cause ONLY harm and no good. Why didn't you touch Centennial
and other schools? Why would you move our kids from Riverhill which is 1. 3 miles and takes
15 minutes TO Wild Lake which is 7 miles and will take over an hour each way? GOD knows
what the kids will talk in the bus for an hour.

Being a realtor, I can tell you that you'll be discouraging Intellectuals from coming to Howard
County. One of my friends who has a job in DC had given a down payment for a house in
HOCO; He lost his down payment of $10000 but he still didn't buy the house because he
doesn't want to go thru all of this in future.

We had testimonies from highly qualified individuals - Renowned
Psychiatrists/Psychologists/Pediatrician, PhDs, Statisticians - they are all assets to HOCO. I
wish Superintendent had contacted these individuals. Using kids for political benefit is a
SHAME and embarrassing to say the least. 99% people oppose this plan and we are still
busy giving testimonies when it should be scrapped at the very first sight.

None of you condemned openly when someone said "Rich kids should suffer". In contrast,
all of us believe "NO KIDS SHOULD BE LEFT BEHIND". Many people have shared their
personal stories related to stress, depression, divorce, suicide, accidents; some of them
were literally in tears- if that does nothing to you, then I would assume we live in a hopeless
environment.

You are successful in dividing our community by Polygons, FARM/non-FARM kids, Rich/Poor
kids. We all make mistakes, admit it and move on but I haven't heard Dr Martirano coming
forward and saying that he made a mistake with this plan and it will be amended after looking
and listening to all the statistical data.

I'm pleading you to do the right thing. Please don't get influenced by POLITICIANS or
HYPOCRITES who will do anything for their personal interests. Please REMEMBER - We
got you elected, you should do what WE want and NOT what YOU want. - Thank You



If you really want to experiment - please pick some of the proponents (may be 10) and move
their school 10 miles away and don't let them chose which school they can go and let's see
their reaction - PROPONENTS ARE HYPOCRYTES - pis look at some of their videos.
My elementary kid who is very inquisitive came to me and asked me what is FARM and
Polygons? Obviously, with social media and other resources, kids also are aware these days
of whats going on and these are all the talks that they do in the bus. I feel kids are getting
punished for a crime they didn't commit - so far kids used to think they have democracy in
this country.

How and Why would you call it equity if you're NOT shuffling all 57000 Kids in HOCO? We all
have wasted 100s of hours on this illogical plan which might be politically motivated. I can't
even imagine my wife handling 2 kids pickups/drops, afterschool activities, cook for kids,
handle a high demanding job when I'm in business trip. One Board member talked about
"UnQualified and Inexperienced Teachers" (teaching in my opinion is a NOBLE job and we
should give them utmost respect- they become teachers because of their passion and love &
affection for kids and NOT for money). I feel kids are just kids - leave them alone.

. You should look at the root cause of the problem and fix issues at the ELEMENTARY
school level and build a strong foundation.

. High school kids can volunteer and give attention to kids that need help; Save the cost
of bussing and use it to hire teachers and resources where we need them.

. In the IT industry, we work on RCA (Root Cause Analysis) and Lessons Learnt (after
every release) that you guys should do after every school year end. Meet with all
Principals to create a list to improve the schools.

. PTSA Presidents from different schools should meet at least every quarter to discuss
ideas of what worked in their schools.



Name- Leena Khedkar

Polygon # 176

Address: 12200 Basslers Way, ClarksvUle, MD 21029

Hello, my name is Leena Khedkar and I am from polygon 176.

I am a mother of two teenagers attending HCPSS schools and I am here to oppose the

superintendent's redistricting plan.

Over the last few weeks, I have heard hundreds of kids and parents testifying. More than 95% of

them are against this plan. This must tell you that this plan is highly regarded as an ineffective

solution.

I have spent a multitude of hours studying and researching this poorly thought plan and reached

the same conclusions that have been expressed by my neighbors and community members,

including; not just parents but also doctors, lawyers, economists and research scientists. A lot of

evidence and data has been provided to prove that this plan will do more hann than good to our

kids and conimunity.

In the short 3 minutes, I will try to touch upon tihe key issues that I see ̂ with this plan

1. Noncompliaace with numerous sections ofBOE Policies-

a. Violation in the formation and implementation of AAC, which led to poor

representation of community across Howard County and givmg preference to

special interest groups which also lead to gerrymandering with polygon selection

for redistrictmg



b. Inappropriate use of operational budget - instead of using the limited available

funds for eilhancing kids learning experience, funds will be wasted on

unnecessary bussing which also does not solve the overcrowding problem

c. Contiguous Communities violation in multiple situations wifh no proper

justification

d. Lack of transparency and inclusion ofcoimnimity and its feedback in the overall

process, shortened review and response time for the current proposal, missing

ofBcial minutes and notes, no rationale for disregardmg the plan proposed by the

independent consultants

2. The policies also prohibit the BOE to redistrict on the basis of race, color, gender, or

socioeconomic status which was clearly violated in the superintendent's proposed

redistricting plan

The violations list can go on and on.....

If the Supermtendent puts forth more sensible plan which adheres to the policies, takes the

communily feedback into consideration, accounts for the studies conducted by Howard county,

in which we have already spent close to half a inillion dollars - then we will be able to develop

and implement a redistricting plan which will have positive outcomes. It can be a role model for

other counties/states facing the same overcrowding issue.

This will prevent any socioeconomic or racial divide in this wonderful, diverse and inclusive

county. It will also save the thousands of hours that we all have spent in researching and

opposing this plan. And we will be in local and national media - all for the right reasons.



Remember you as community leaders and public servants have a bigger respoxisibility to make

the right decisions since our kids' future and our community's wellbeing is at stake.

We elected you since we trusted you to make the most beneficial choices for our kids. Our kids

are not guinea pigs for you to experiment with your unproven and ridiculous ideas about social

engmeenng.

As a responsible citizen, I disagree with this plan. I urge the board members to do the same.

Reject this plan and start afiesh for a better future for ALL the kids. Please keep polygons 176

and3176atRHHS.

Thank You



October 15, 2019

Members of the Board of Education

Howard County Public School System
Superintendent Martirano, HCPSS

Dear Board of Education Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to commerlt on the Attendance Area Adjustment Plan proposed by
Dr. Martirano, from August 20, 2019. The HCPSS is one of (he most well recognized success
stories in public education in this country. It has served as a beacon for families to move to
Howard County in the hopes of a better education for our children. The strength of the system is
due to its incredible cultural diversity, teachers, extracurricular activities and most importantly
tlie local villages of families supporting the children.

While fhe intention to improve issues such as over-crowdiag and re-balancing of FARM rates
has merit, the plan proposed by the superintendent to implement this is flawed and one we are
strongly opposed to for the following reasons:

1. First and foremost, the plan does not adhere to Policy 6010, which has been discussed in
detail by my predecessors. Our polygon (3176-Walnut Grove) and our sister polygon
fWalnut Creek-176) are within 1 mile and 1. 6 miles of River Hill HS. The busing of
children to a much farther away school is not the optimal solution, and will further
exacerbate the heavy traffic conditions at the busy mtersections of 108 and Sheppard
lanes. This intersection currently is having significant further development, including a
new shopping centerAusiness park opening there. At the same comer there is now a
large retirement community being developed. Adding further traffic to these conditions
via additional new bus routes will further exacerbate long commute times and is not
safe. One should not have to drive by their village's closest high school which is
under-capacity to one that is two towns over. California this past Sunday signed
legislature to become the first state to mandate later start times at most middle and high
schools. This proposal was to improve educational outcomes by providing more time
for students to sleep. This change was backed by the American Academy of Pediatrics,
which says it "recognizes insufficient sleep in adolescents as a public healfh issue,
endorses the scientific rational for later start times, and acknowledges the potential
benefits to students with regard to physical and mental health, safety and academic
achievement." The significanfly longer commute times in a change to Wilde Lake HS
&om our polygon for a start time of 7:25 am will cause further sleep deprivation for the
students, when their current closest high school is only 1 mile away.



2. The plan addresses overcrowding in regard to our and our sister polygon's (31 76/176)
current high school. River Hill, m a manner that is extremely disruptive. Transporting
out 478 lives to brmg in 741 students makes zero sense, particularly in a school fhat is
under-capacity and has the ability to take on more students without uprooting those
students already there.

3. Two independent feasibility studies performed at taxpayer costs recommended no
changes suggested to our polygons feed to River Hill HS. However, the current proposal
by the superintendent disregards this, without clear justification.

4. In a Baltimore Sun article fi-om October 3, 2017 (exhibit A), then newly appointed
Interim Superintendent Martirano's recommendation to the BOB was for halting high
school redistricting at least until the county's new 13th high school opened in 2022.
Furthermore, he states, "I don't want to put the county through two redistricting
processes". What has changed in the interim since becoming appointed permanent
superintendent? Dr. Martiraao was applauded for halting something that was so
controversial at that time. One would hope this 180 degree turn in position and fast
tracking ofredistricting again two years prior to high school number 13 opening is not
just a byproduct of overarching political agendas and pressures.

5. In my profession, there is an axiom we follow in treating our patients: "Primum Non
Nocere".. ..meaning "First, do no harm" which is part of the Hippocratic Oath we all
take as physicians. In other words, before any intervention for an ailment or problem,
consider the possible harms that may be inflicted. There are numerous experts who have
commented on the detrimental effects this relocation and busing of students can have on
their psyche and anxiety, as well fhe compounding effect unnecessarily long commute
times can have on children, students, and parents. The countless testimonies both mailed

and in person are clearly showing that the treatment being prescribed here is being
overwhelmingly rejected by the body. Cutting and pasting swaths ofpolygons to
generate a new area map with better apparent FARM rates is a 'Frankenstein' type
approach which does not solve the underlying other equally as important problems
contributing to the achievement gap. The act of physically re-drawing lines does not take
into account lasting emotional scars that will be inflicted on the students of Howard
county.

The solutions to these problems are not easy. However, there should be some basic tenants that
provide the framework of any adjustment process. Most importantly, communities closest by
distance to a particular school should have priority to have fheir children attend that institution. If
flie particular school is under capacity, like River High School, then additional students from the
closest adjacent polygons should have the option to be zoned there and achieve maximal
utilization rates.



The HCPSS should continue to support programs such as JumpStart, which is a better and
proven way to help students. This is a program from my understanding that Dr. Martirano fully
supported and should have more financial resources for transportation from other sites assigned
to it. These costs will certainly be less than developing a whole new busing system for the
current adjustment plan. One of the byproducts of a program such as this is that it is more natural
way to foster relationships between various student bodies in lieu of forced re-districting.

In conclusion, I hope you consider the potential far reaching consequences of this plan beyond
the "numbers" that each side can present to support their own views. The success of a child as a
student and community member is multifactorial, and so much more than what occurs only
within the walls of that school. The current plan in my opinion is an intervention which has
more of a risk of harm and less certain chance of benefit. Thank you for your time and
consideration.

Sincerely,

>Ct-_
Syed Hamid Husaui

Polygon3176



COLUMBIA HOWARD COUNTY MARYLAND

Martirano's plan would slow
redistricting

By ANDREW MICHAELS
HOWARD COUNTY TIMES OCT 03, 2017

http://wwwAaltunoresun. com/maryland/howard/columbia/ph-ho-cf-martuano-redistrictm... 10/15/2019

Interim Superintendent Michael Martirano (Brian Krista/BSMG)

The Howard County Public School System's 12 high schools should be

excluded from the impending redistrictiag in the 2018-2019 school year,

according to Interim Superintendent Michael Mardrano, whose

recommendations to the Board of Education Tuesday called for halting

high school redistricting at least until the couuty's new» l3th high school

opens in 2022.

To address the number of elementary students feeding into middle schools

as well as the opening of Elementary School 42 in August 2018, Martirano

proposed moving approximately 313 students at the middle school level
and about 1,900 students at the elementary school level. These students

would shift from schools in the eastern part of the county to underutilized

schools in the western region.

Advertisement

http://www. baltimoresun. com/marylan(i/howard/columbia/ph-ho-cf-martirano-redistrictin... 10/15/2019
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allow students to apply for attendance at a high school outside their school
district in the county, as long as the desired building is below school
capacity level.

"Elementary redistricting needs to happen, that's moving forward. We re
looking at stopping the major dismption until we have some knowns in
place, " Pikes said. "There is no happy answer to redistricting, but at least
people need a voice.

Martirano's final recommendations clashed with the Attendance Area

Committee's latest findings to "scale back" the countywide redistricting,
moving 10 percent of students at all school levels - about 5, 656 students.
The committee stiU suggested a countywide comprehensive redistricting,
but limited high school redisti-icting to only incoming ninth-graders,
unless they had an older sibling already attending that high school.

The AAC proposed that limiting redistricting to elementary schools would
accommodate the opening of Elementary School 42 in August 2018 in
Hanover and relieve overcrowding in schools that are above 120 percent

capacity - a max capacity set by school board policy.

LATEST COLUMBIA

Letter: Howard County has its priorities wrong on transportation
upkeep, repair

3h

http ://www.baltimoresun. com/maryland/howaid/columbia/ph-ho-cf-martirano-redistrictin... 10/15/2019



VALERIE JONES - POLYGON 176

This plan, while upsetting to many parents, has had the ironic effect of bringing communities together. We are finding
common ground across all neighborhoods. We ALL want what is best for the children of Howard county and we all
agree that we want to see the achievement gap close. The only difference is that we don t agree on how to close the

gap. You can force a plan, but for it to actually work, you need to have community buy-in.

Importantly, one thing I would HOPE we can all agree on, is that NO CHIID should be unnecessarily harmed in order to
lift another up.

DISTANCE

In Polygon 176, our neighborhood of walnut creek is 1.4 mites from River Hill HS. It is the definition of a community
school, with only 1 stop sign and 1 stop light between our neighborhood and the front entrance of River Hill. We reach
the school before we even reach a single gas station, our local grocery store, or our local restaurants. Driving up

Sheppard Lane, it literally takes 4 minutes to get there.

As it stands, kids from polygon 176 are slated to move to the 3"i closest high school by distance on roads, 6 closest by
driving time. The proposed school is now 10 stop lights away instead of 1. This meaningful change will have children
spending unnecessary amounts of time on school buses and will obviously impact their sleep and ability to participate
in after school activities.

SAFET?

I also worry about safety, buses traversing 10 intersections poses a real risk to students, and especially those kids who
are new drivers doing the same route. They will actually drive right through the school zone traffic for river hill, a
school they won't even attend.

What happens if there is a national or local emergency? Families like ours, who wilt eventually have one child in
elementary, one in middle, and one in high school at the same time, will be desperate to reach our children who are
spread all throughout the county. Why are we unnecessarily making it almost impossible to reach our kids in a timely
manner?

CAPAcmr

What makes even less sense is moving children OUT of river hill high school. This school is UNDER capacity. In no
circumstance, should a child be forced to move from their community school if it's under-capacity. Additionally,

moving kids from polylgon 176 creates an even smallerfeed than they currently have-it drops from about 35% to a
1TO feed.

This plan would rip our kids out from their community school, bus them to the 3rd closest high school, have them drive
past the front entrance of their old school in order to get there, and then have a significantly smaller feed to a new
school that includes even less classmates, causing more isolation. All of this disruption of lives is being done at an

under-capacity school.

Again, no child should suffer to lift another up.

LIFTING UP FARM STUDENTS

Instead of putting money into busing children around the county, please invest directly into the lives of the children
who need our help the most, FARM recipients. Invest in full day pre-K, afterschool mentoring, and recruitment of

bilingual teachers. Give parents the option to enroll in "high performing schools" if they are under capacity. These
under capacity schools should indeed be able to RECEIVE students but should never send kids away.



Gregory Cooper Board of Education Testimony October 15, 2019

Greg Cooper polygon 1256. I'd like to thank the board members for going above and beyond in Ifaeir work

regarding the redistricting proposal. You have heard hundreds of versions of the same testimony, "We

oppose this plan because it breaks up our community, lengthens our commute, disrupts the relationships

our children have built, and violates policy 6010." In his statement regarding his redistrictmg

recommendations. Dr. Martirano stated that equity was the driving force behind the plan, but he made no

effort to explain how equalizing the FARMs rates would promote equity and improve learning. What he

did say was that research shows that it is beneficial for students to be in a diverse school, which aknost

eveiyone in Howard County already agrees with, and we specifically chose our community becaiise it is

diverse.

Given the level of outrage in the community, it is fair to say that the proposed redistricting does great hann.

For Polygon 1256, it is clear that the redistricting leaves us in a worse situation. Instead of going to the

closest school, we are sent to the 9th closest school. Our children are separated from the rest of our

community and from the rest of the students at Laurel Woods. There should be some attempt to explain to

us in a meaningful and detailed way how this plan is good and why the harm that it does is required to

achieve its benefits. There are many other tools at the school systems disposal to achieve equity that would

not arouse such anger and opposition. Sending our students to Laurel Woods will likely overcrowd the

school to the point that the pre-k will be endangered. Pre-k for FARMs students is an equity tool that is

accepted by the community and is recognized as producing results. So, even if the theory about equalizing

FARMs rates is correct, this is at best a win- lose proposition.

You heard from Sarah Bedair that the proficiency rate of FARMs students is not a function of the FARMs

rate of the school. This is powerful evidence that simply mixing the FARMs rates will not result in better

schooling for the FARMs students. The data also shows example of good perfomiance at high FARMs

schools. Studying those examples might provide a route to improve performance at all of the high FARMs
schools.

Since Dr. Martirano has proposed a plan that makes no sense to the community and for which he has

provided no support, people are assuming that there are other reasons for the plan, mainly being that this

plan benefits developers.

My suggestions for the board are:

* First, you need better data and analysis. The board should create a mechanism whereby it can get

the data and independent analysis that it needs to make rational decisions.

. Second, you should make minimal changes until you have time to come up with a comprehensive

redistrictmg plan that takes into account the new schools and fixes the feeds.
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Percentage proficient (FARM) averaged over
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Figure 1: Elementary school FARM rate (or percentage of students in fhe school receiving FARM assistance) versus
percent of students receiving FARM that are considered proficient. All data was pulled from
msp2018.msde.maryland.gov for 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018. Most data points represent the average of all 6 test
scores (ELA 3, ELA 4, ELA 5, MATH 3, MATH 4, and MATH 5). There are some data points that average 2 of these
test scores (e.g. ELA 3 and MATH 3) and some points represents an average of 4 oflfaese test scores (e.g. ELA 3,
ELA 4, MATH 3, MATH4); this is due to the data that was available on the msp2018jnsde. maryland. gov website.
The county-wide average proficiency for FARM students is 23% while fhe county-wide average proficiency for
students not receiving FARM assistMice is 68%. Therefore, the county-wide achievement gap for elementary school
students is 45%. - Reproduced from Sarah Bedair's testimony.



My name is Dr. Abhijit Bhatia. lama resident of polygon 176, and a father of two children in the

Howard County School System. I am here to voice my opposition to the redistricting plan being
proposed. Although this whole process has been an important learning experience in civics and
community involvement for all of us, it is not a good plan for the future of our children. You have

already heard many voices from the affected communities, and I would echo their sentiment of rejecting
this plan. Multiple valid reasons have been given during the several days of testimony. However, I
would like to focus on two which are of particular importance to me. First is the issue of bullying. As
someone who was bullied as a child, I am acutely aware of the harmful impacts it can lead to. According
to the US Dept of Education, 33% of all students 12-18 years old, reported being bullied in a survey in
2006-2007. And of all cases of bullying, 10% occur in school buses. By redistricting our Walnut Creek

polygon away from River Hill, which is about 1.5 miles away, to Wilde Lake, which is almost 6 miles
away, it will dramatically increase the commute time in buses for the children, leading to more instances
of bullying. Increase in bullying has been shown to correlate with increase in bus commute times. This

will clearly negatively impact the development of the bullied children, just as they are entering the
critical years of high school, leading to anxiety and depression. Not only does it impact the child who is
bullied, but it also leads to guilt and anxiety in students who witness bullying, and do not what to do
about it. This is clearly not an outcome that we are looking for in our childrens future. Second point,
again relating to increase commute time, is the impact on their sleep time and mental development. As
teenagers in high school, students are dealing with having increased responsibilities at school and also at

home. If the students are spending increased amount of time in the bus, instead of finishing their work,
and catching up on sleep, it will deprive them of proper mental development. According to the National
Sleep Foundation, teenagers need 8-10 hours of sleep daily. Because of the biologic phase of their
development, they have an altered sleep cycle, and tend to sleep later, and wake up later. In fact,

several school districts have already delayed school start time to help optimize teenage brain
development. In case of this redistricting, teenagers will be forced to get up even earlier than now, and
to sit in a bus for a longer commute. This goes against the current research which indicates worse

outcomes for teens getting up earlier. They should be getting up later and more sleep. Along with this,
the increased commute time will inevitably lead to decreased parental involvement, and have a direct
negative impact on the student. Overall, this is a plan that will not lead to better outcomes for our

children, and should be rejected.



Samantha Norris, polygon 1157.

I live in the Greater Pines Fairways neighborhood off of Centennial Lane. We are slated to be moved from

Manor Woods to Triadelphia Elementary. My neighbors have already told you about how this plan does

not achieve the goals outlined by Dr. Martirano for our neighborhood, and how the plan violates Policy

6010. They've told you about how our neighborhood is 8-10 miles (depending on the route) from the

proposed elementary school, how this is the 21st closest elementary school to us, how we are not

contiguous to the rest of the school's community, how our kids will miss out on afterschool opportunities

because of the anticipated hour and a half they will be spending on the bus, how small the feed to the

middle school is, how we are the furthest east neighborhood in our current school zone and this proposal

sends us even further west. I have provided maps which overlay the three routes from our homes to the

proposed elementary school onto the county polygon and school districting maps. Please note that we

would be driving through 3 other elementary school districts and past 2 other schools to arrive at the

proposed school. So how have we gotten here?

We have overcrowded schools located in the middle of densely populated areas with high levels of low-

income residents, and then we have schools in the middle of farmland with hardly any need for Free and

Reduced Price Meals. This is a product of where the schools are located and where the affordable housing

is located - a direct result of poor community and school planning, not where the lines are drawn. The

county council has dropped the ball and allowed for the county to become segmented; and is now putting

the onus on you, the board of education, to fix the problems they have created, and the burden on the

children and their families. Trying to create "equity" in this environment, with this plan, is like treating a

broken bone with a band-aid, this is a STRUCTURAL PROBLEM that will continue to exist and be

perpetuated unless there are changes to the county development practices. Regardless of the reasons,

we are faced with a proposal that suggests moving thousands of our children to schools far from their

homes, some away from resources they desperately need, to "create equity".

Meanwhile, those of us opposed to the plan are being told we have no right to "neighborhood schools".

This just plainly isn't true. Board policy 6000. 1V.C. 2 states: "School sites should be as central as possible

to the ultimate area to be served by the school in order to minimize long-range transportation

requirements, reduce the need for some children to walk... long distances, and enhance the ability of the

greatest number of children to participate in after-school activities. " That sure sounds like we are

supposed to have neighborhood schools, or at least that our children aren't meant to be bused halfway

across the county. This feels like we bought one bill off goods but are being delivered another.



The HCPSS definition of Equity says "we will remove barriers to success for ALL children". support this

goal, though I cannot support this plan of achieving it. We need to do better. We are a diverse and caring

community. We value each other. We value our children. Having gone to a title 1 high school myself, I

valued the opportunity to learn about the experiences and challenges of those different from myself and

am happy that my children are getting similar opportunities in their school.

Redistricting to some extent is unavoidable, but this has to be done in a thoughtful manner that will lift

up all students. Sending kids miles away from home isn't the answer; I can't begin to imagine is how single

parents, families without reliable transportation, families without a strong support system will make this

work (from what I understand, these are the people the plan is aiming to help most). Please consider

alternate options that minimize long range transportation and keep kids in the schools that were built to

serve their areas.

The Board is to be responsible to the community for the education of our children, and as such, is to

formulate policies to foster their personal, academic and social development. I hope you are able to come

up with a plan that will accomplish these goals.



Polygons 1157 and 157, the Greater Pines Fairways neighborhood, in relation to the proposed elementary school redistricting. Note 1171 and 171 are
undeveloped farmland and wooded areas.
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Polygons 1157 and 157, the Greater Pines Fairways neighborhood, in relation to the proposed elementary school redistricting. This map shows the other

schools and school zones we will have to go past.
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Source: Google Maps and Redistricting Proposal map



My name is Jean Yu. lamaresidentofpolygon 1185. 1 am here to oppose the superintendent's
redistricting plan. This plan causes massive disruptions to the lives of thousands of families and
communities, all in the name of equity. And yet there is absolutely nothing equitable in how this plan was
put together.

Let's examine what happened.

First of all, the school system spent hundreds of thousands of tax payer dollars to carry out the Feasibility
Study of 2019. And yet the current redistricting plan essentially abandons all major recommendations of
the Feasibility Study. Why? And where is the equity in that?

Second, the school system conducted Community Input Sessions where about 900 inputs were collected.
And yet, the superintendent's redistricting plan addresses none of the top 3 concerns from the Community
Input Sessions? Why? And where is the equity in that?

Third, the AAC has 14 members appointed by the Superintendent to, in the Superintendent's own words,
"represent every planning region in the county. " But these members reside in only 9 high school districts,
and Riverhill, Marriottsridge, and Glenelg have no representation in the AAC. How is that for
"representing every region in the county?" Where is the equity in that?

Fourth, out of the 14 AAC members, only one is of Asian descent despite the fact that Asians account for
20% of Howard County's population. Where is the equity in that?

Fifth, 5 of the 14 AAC members are from County Executive Calvin Ball's transition team. And the
citizens of Howard County are supposed to believe the redistricting plan has nothing to do with politics?
Where is the equity in that?

Sbcth, out of the 14 AAC members, nobody, not a single one has to move from one school to another.
Isri that a curious co-incidence? Where is (he equity in that?

Seventh, the redistricting plan turns walkers into bus riders, make some students pass four other school
districts to go to their new school, and will certainly move some students again when high school 13 is
completed. Where is the equity in that?

Eighth, the school system cancels school renovations and fires teachers because of budget constraint. But
when it comes to busing students around (he county, cost is no longer a concern, because no estimate of
costs was done when the superintendent published his redistricting plan. Where is the equity in that?

Next time when we lay off teachers for budget constraint, will anyone remember fhe millions of dollars
we will spend on busing contribute to the layoffs? And guess who suffer fhe most when we lay off
teachers? It's the FARM students whose families lack resomces. In other words, (his redistricting plan
will directly harm the students it claims to help. Where is the equity in that?

My list can go on and on, but in the interest of time, let me just finish by asking why a redistricting plan
that is all about equity has to be developed through a process that is anything but equitable? The Board
should completely reject the superintendent's plan and develop a new plan that is driven by parents
instead of politicians.



Dear Board Of Education, thank you for this opportunity to testify. My name is Juanyu Bu, and I am from
Polygon 176. I strongly oppose the superintendent's redistricting plan because it is fundamentally
flawed and it does NOT improve education for children in Howard County. The original intention of the
redistricting process is to solve the overcrowding issue at many of our Howard County schools. But after
two rounds of feasibility studies and hundreds of thousands of tax-payer money spent, the
superintendent totally ignored all of the feasibility study recommendations, worked behind closed doors
with a few AAC members, and came up with this politicalty-driven plan that shifted the focus to address
EQUITY in form of balancing FARM rates among different schools.

This latest plan has little or no community inputs, and has not gone through its due-process as the other
plans from feasibility studies. This plan also unfairly targets the River Hill community by busing 478
students out and moving 741 students into the school. Altogether there are a total of 1,219 students
impacted, or about 87% of the enrollment at River Hill High School. Moreover, the proposed moves in
this plan will affect a total of 2,851 students for the entire county, but 43% of those students are
associated with River Hill High School alone. Where is "EQUITY" in this case? Have you even considered
the socio-economic impacts of this kind of drastic moves that completely divide up and change the
composition of our communities?

I oppose any plan that puts the politics before the education of our kids, especially in the disguise of
socio-economic equity. The notion of "EQUITY" is a noble one, but the approach presented in this
proposal is a dangerous move towards social engineering. I am hoping that "Equity" in this case means
equal opportunity and fair treatment, not equal outcome. We all want to provide our children the best
education, and this requires communities to work closely together with students, families, and education
staff at schools. But that should NOT come at a price of segregating our students into FARM and Non-
FARM kids and equaling academic performance through balancing FARM rates. Swapping kids between
schools and shuffling them around through long bus rides to balance FARM rates will only mask issues
and hide root causes without providing any true improvement to education. This proposal is a simplistic
and irresponsible approach to a complicate issue that is facing our growing community and education
system. I expected a lot more from our elected officials, county appointed members and leaders. As
someone has already pointed out in their testimony, the appropriate attention should be put into finding
out what the FARM students are interested in and investing in programs that will help support their
interests and fulfill their potentials.

Many people who testified before me have demonstrated how destructive and damaging this plan is in
breaking up communities, increasing bus times, and causing emotional stress to our young children. I
have also noticed that this plan has stirred up a lot of racial hatred and social divide, causing unnecessary
confrontations and conflicts amongst communities and racial groups in Howard County. Therefore, I
urge the board to completely reject the superintendent's redistricting plan, set aside the politics, and
work together with communities to start a whole new approach to address the capacity issues and to
improve our educational system.

Thank you for your time and this opportunity to share some of my thoughts and experiences.



Dear Members of the Board of Education and Dr. Martirano,

My name is Sejal Jani. My husband and I moved from Baltimore City to western Howard
county six years ago. We took our children out of private school because we wanted a diverse
community to raise our children in, where they can attend their local schools and we could
support our local community by eating at local restaurants, shopping at our local grocery store
and other small businesses. At the center of our community, is our high school. River Hill High
school, which is only one mile away from our neighborhood, where we support and attend
sporting events, theater performances and participate in band concerts.

My polygon, 3176, is immediately adjacent to River Hill High school, Under this proposal, our
community is now being redistricted to Wilde Lake high school which is 8 miles away. RHHS is
under capacity, as well as Wilde Lake High school.

So why swap the kids? If all Howard county schools are great, then why move families and
children from their local community and friends. Where there commute time increases
tremendously, and where it negatively impacts on our environment? Would you take a job where
the commute is one hour vs 10 min with all else being equal?

As previous testimonies have mentioned that there are many studies showing longer commute
times and less sleep negatively impacts the child's education and their mental well being. With
suicide rates and substance abuse on the rise in our county, we need to ensure the safety of all our
children. Instead of helping the children of Howard county, this proposal is directly harming their
well being. Our children are being asked to bear the burden of poor county council decisions.

As you know. High school is a very challenging time in a students life impacting their social and
academic development. Stability at school and at home is fundamental part in allowing students
to achieve their potential. Relationships with fheir teachers, fellow students and other mentors
often influence their career goals. Recommendation letters, after school clubs and sports are an
integral part of their education as is their classroom time. The networking they need to start in
high school is a big stepping stone towards college application process and other fonns of higher
education. This redistricting plan is very disruptive to students during these four critical years by
not allowing these bonds to be formed in one school.

Children in high FARM schools have increased stress about their meals, their housing, and their
daily structure. By shuffling students to make your numbers appear better on paper is not going
to change this fundamental problem. Since we cannot go directly into homes and help those
families, we as a county, should help these students thrive with all the additional resources the
county can provide. Besides the free and reduced meals, we should invest in programs that
provide homework help, after school tutoring, SAT help, college prep help and vocational
courses that would interest them. All students with this current plan will have to endure longer
commute times and therefore decrease their opportunity for tutoring, after school help, and team
sports. ALL of which colleges and other forms of higher education consider to be important in
their selection process. The superintendent's plan wastes millions of dollars on commuting
students in the county instead of using these resources to hire teachers and provide services to
help the underserved children.



I urge you to throw away this current redistricting plan. It is not fair to the students themselves
and to their families. Utilize the research that has been done (for free) by the pediatricians,
lawyers, the economist, and hundreds of parents and students, and take the tiine to create a task
force to devise a better plan that minimizes student movement between schools and wait for HS
13 to be built. Use them as a guiding light to create a plan that tally focuses on improving the
education for ALL Ho Co students.

The superintendent's policy recklessly swaps children in the name of equity. His perfomance at
Howard county has decreased the number of educators, limiting technology classes and
dangerously over crowding some schools. The repercussions to the students and families of this
county will be devastating, long after you have gone.

The board of education needs to listen to their constituents and clearly recognize that moving
more than 7000 children and their families to sadsfy poorly done statistics, is not the answer to
helping socioeconomic equity and definitely not in the interest of those students being shuffled.
Keep polygon 3176 and its sister polygon 176 at River Hill and in their local communities.

Thank you.
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Vahini Gannavarapu

Polygon 304

Dear Board of Education Members,

I have two kids one in High School, another one in Elementary, We moved Howard County

because of the top Rated Public school district located in MD.

Today I am here to express my concerns with regard to the elementary school redistricting

proposal for the year 2019. I am here to ask you not to let the elementary kids from a few

polygons in Howard County be denied of equitable education as promised by Policy 6010.

Kids from our polygon have already been moved from Manor Woods Elementary to Waverly

Elementary School in 2018. How many times do these kids have to go through this before they

complete their education in public schools?

The distance to Waverly Elementary is 4.5 miles, where as to Bushy Park Elementary is

10.1 miles from where I live. Mind you, these are only one way distances.

Taking the miles into consideration, imagine for a second, the amount of time and the number of

miles that any parent would have to travel to and from school in a single day, if the kids are

moved from Waverly Elementary to Bushy Park Elementary?

And for parents to attend PTA, Voluntary Activities taking lot of time travelling these many miles,

and also picking kids from after school activities.

Imagine how miserable it would be if a parent or a guardian or a grandparent had to reach their

kid in emergency?

Friend group and peer group is very important while growing, if kids move frequently from one

school to other school they will have that impact.

1



Needless to say, the mental and physical stress caused due to travel fatigue affects the overall

well being of the kid. In today's world, a kid's learning doesn't end with returning from

school. They participate in one or the other extra-curricular activities every day. This business

of travelling 20 miles a day for school is going to leave them with no energy to pursue

any of their other interests.

Why should 5-11 year old kids have to travel so many miles every single day to obtain

elementary education, especially residing in one of the best school districts in the state.

Is this what you call equitable educational opportunity? I would appreciate your support and

careful consideration in this matter. I urge you to reject this proposal, which has already been

rejected by you in 2017.

Thank you for the opportunity.
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Good evening.

My name is Yong-Woo Lee. I live in polygon 1199 with my family.

Thank you for this opportunity to speak in front of you. For the record, I am strongly against the
redistrictjng proposal. I am deeply concerned, because it does not address the overcrowding
issues effectively. At the same time, it does not address other HCPSS priorities in a meaningful
way. Rather, it contains the faulty plans that are massive and destructive to the students,
families, and communities in the Howard County, in the name of "advancing equity",

Speaking of advancing equity, I would like to remind you that the HCPSS has a webpage to
introduce its strategic plan, ("Strategic Call to Action" https://www. hcpss. org/scta/). The page
offers a clear description of Equity. It says, "EQUITY is providing the access, opportunities and
supports needed to help students, families and staff reach their full potential by removing
barriers to success that individuals face. It does not mean equal or giving everyone the same
thing."

Here is a question for you. In that description, where do you find a good Justification for
advancing equity, by busing and shuffling more than seven thousand students around? I don't
find it, and many other county residents cannot find it either, as pointed out in other testimonies.

The proposal says that one of three critical priorities is "advancing equity by addressing FARM
distribution". If superintendent thinks that high FARM rates is the main barrier to success, then
he is totally wrong. Is that the reason that he has proposed to move more than seventy-four
hundred students to other schools to smooth out FARM rates? Where is the equity for non-
FARM students? His proposal sets up a tremendous barrier to the success of non-FARM
students. If you have a balanced view, then you should be able to this major conflict in his
proposal.

So, I cannot agree to his proposed idea. In fact, I find it very offensive, because, on the flip side,
it sounds to me that it is OK to sacrifice non-FARM students in the name of advancing equity.
That is the reason that I find this approach as another type of discrimination against non-FARM
students.

On a personal level, my 1st daughter is attending River Hill High School as a 9th grader. Under
the proposal, my daughter will be moved to Glenelg High School next year. I cannot understand
it, and I cannot accept it. River Hill High is two times closer to our polygon than Glenelg High.
Also, River Hill High will stay below target utilization at least for next 10 years, according to the
projection in the feasibility study. So, it is not logical or reasonable to send existing River Hill
High School students to other schools.

I greatly welcome HCPSS to invite other students to the River Hill High. However, you must not
move existing students to other schools in the name of so-called "advancing equity". It is a
discrimination and very cruel thing to do.

Thus, I urge you, board members, to reject this proposal. Thank you for listening.
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Dear BOE members,

I am Yun Lu from polygon 3176. Thank you for taking the time to listen to our testimonies. On
behalf of the Walnut Grove HOA, I am speaking in opposition to Dr. Martirano's redistricting
plan.

Our polygon is adjacent to the River Hill high school. This plan will send our nearby polygons to
three different high schools, the opposite of contiguous community. Sending 478 students from
an under-capacity school to two opposite directions is illogical. Our commute distance wilt
increase 3-4 times due to reassigning from River Hill to Wilde Lake HS. North bound 108 is
already packed during high school rush hour. If Dr. Martirano's plan passes. North bound 108
will become a parking lot because of the additional 515 students from Atholton HS and 96
students from Reservoir HS. The traffic on Homewood Rd and Harpers Farm Rd will be
significantly worsened as well due to redistricting 276 River Hill students to Wilde Lake.

As a statistician, I prefer using numbers and facts. Pages 3 to 7 of my testimony contains an

objective evaluation of proposed River Hill High School assignment area change relative to
Policy 6010 standards, and Dr. Martirano's plan has failed many standards. Dr. Martirano aimed
to advance Equity by addressing FARM distribution. I would like to direct your attention to page
6, the number of students moved and the outcome achieved. River Hill HS will be receiving 741
students and sending 478 students. A total of 1219 students impacted I How about the
outcome? FARM rate at the RHHS will change from <5% to 5%. Furthermore, the FARM rate
was not even accurate. The actual FARM rate at RHHS was 6.8% instead of <5% due to the

Jumpstart program. The so called improved FARM rate is even smaller than the margin of error.

We understand the BOE needs to address the overcrowding issue. However, River Hill is
sending more students than any of the five overcrowded high schools (Howard sending 233,
Centennial sending 231, Mt Hebron sending 167, Hammond sending 215, Long Reach sending
311). Two out of the five high schools are still above 110% utilization. Why not just move
students into River Hill to solve overcrowding and increase diversity?

River Hill has been disproportionally impacted by Dr. Martirano's plan. There is no River Hill
representative on AAC. This is taxation without representation I Dr. Martirano called his plan
"Equity in action. " As part of the River Hill community, we demand equity for all!

Even though we are opposing Dr. Martirano's plan, I found his quote on the HCPSS website
insightful: "If we take care of our children and their well-being, and nurture and believe in
them, academic achievement will take care of itself. We must understand our children first,

because in order to teach a child well you must know a child well.

More than one hundred students have testified against this plan. Dr. Martirano's plan has
added unnecessary anxiety and stress to the students, and has created barriers to success for
students and has negatively affected their well-being.

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA



urge the board to take serious consideration of student testimonies because they are the ones
that will be impacted the most and the children have put their trust in you. Our children are
watching you. As Dr. Martirano said, "children must be at the center of all decision making."

Please reject Dr. Martirano's plan, work together and come up with an alternative plan that is
less disruptive, more effective in solving overcrowding, and can actually benefit te
underprivileged students.

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA



HCPSS Policy 6010, School Attendance Areas - Section IV Standards
A. The Board will consider school attendance area adjustments whenever one or more of

the following conditions exist:

Condition River Hill HS
(RHHS)

Wilde Lake HS
(WLHS)

A new school or addition is scheduled to open x

An existing permanent school facility is significantly damaged,
deemed unusable, or otherwise scheduled to close.

x

School attendance area projections are outside the target
utilization.

x

The program capacity of a school building is altered. x

The road network(s) within one or more school attendance
areas is altered.

A unique circumstance that prompts adjustments to promote
efficiencies, provide for the welfare of students, or adapt for
shifts in program delivery.

x

Attendance Area Adjustment Consideration - Not warranted for RHHS and WLHS

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA



HCPSS Policy 6010, School Attendance Areas - Section IV Standards

B. The Board, Superintendent/Designee and the AAC will consider the impact of the
following factors in the review or development of any school attendance area adjustment
plan. While each of these factors will be considered, it may not be feasible to reconcile
each and every school attendance area adjustment with each and every factor.

1. Facility Utilization. Where reasonable, school attendance area utilization should
stay within the target utilization for as long a period of time as possible through
the consideration of:

Current Proposed Comment

Facility Utilization River

Hill
Wilde
Lake

River

Hill
Wilde
Lake

Efficient use of available space. For
example, maintain a building's program
capacity utilization between 90% and
100%.

"T
(98%)

"T
(91%)

"T
(109%)

"T
(93%)

RHHS and WLHS are under
capacity. Both can receive
students to relief

overcrowding of other
schools.

The proposed move is illogical
and ineffective: RHHS

receiving 741, sending 478.
WLHS receiving 373, sending
197.

Long-range enrollment, capital plans
and capacity needs of school
infrastructures (e. g., cafeterias,
restrooms and other shared core

facilities).

No sufficient information to

evaluate based on 2019

Feasibility Study and
Superintendent's proposal

Fiscal responsibility by minimizing
capita! and operating costs.

^ ^ HCPSS incurs additional

transportation cost.
The number of students that walk or

receive bus service and the distance

and time bused students travel.

^ ^ Both RHHS and WLHS
students will have

substantially increased total
distance and travel time.

Location of regional programs,
maintaining an equitable distribution of
programs across the county.

No sufficient information to

evaluate based on 2019

Feasibility Study and
Superintendent's proposal

Facility Utilization - Proposal worsens 2 out of 3 sub-factors able to be evaluated
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HCPSS Policy 6010, School Attendance Areas - Section IV Standards

B. The Board, Superintendent/Designee and the AAC will considerthe impact of the
following factors in the review or development of any school attendance area adjustment
plan. While each of these factors will be considered, it may not be feasible to reconcile
each and every school attendance area adjustment with each and every factor.

2. Community Stability. Where reasonable, school attendance areas should promote a
sense of community in both the geographic place (e. g., neighborhood or place in which a
student lives) and the promotion of a student from each school level through the
consideration of:

Current Proposed Comment

Community Stability River
Hill

Wilde
Lake

River
Hill

Wilde
Lake

Feeds that encourage keeping
students together from one school to
the next. For example, avoiding feeds
of less than 15% at the receiving
school.

7^ x

(Dunloggin
MS 11%)

^ x

(Dunloggin
MS 7.8%)

Superintendent's proposal
makes the feed from

Dunloggin MS to WLHS even
smaller.

Areas that are made up of contiguous)
communities or neighborhoods.

^ ^ Adjacent polygons to RHHS
were sent to three different

high schools.
Frequency with which any one
student is reassigned, making every
attempt to not move a student more

than once at any school level or the
same student more frequently than
once every five years.

^ ^ x Given #13 HS construction,
and the remaining
overcrowding issue at
Centennial HS and Howard

HS even after the

superintendent's proposal,
some students may be
nioved more than once.

Community Stability - Proposal worsens all 3 sub-factors
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HCPSS Policy 6010, School Attendance Areas - Section IV Standards

B. The Board, Superintendent/Designee and the AAC will consider the impact of the
following factors in the review or development of any school attendance area adjustment
plan. While each of these factors will be considered, it may not be feasible to reconcile
each and every school attendance area adjustment with each and every factor.

3. Demographic Characteristics of Student Population. Where reasonable, school
attendance areas should promote the creation of a diverse and inclusive student
body at both the sending and receiving schools through the consideration of:

Current Proposed Comment
Demographic
Characteristics

River Hill Wilde Lake River Hill Wilde Lake

The racial/ethnic
composition of the
student population.

T
(White 48%,

Black 7%,
Hispanic <5%

Asian 34%)

(White 26%,
Black 45%,

Hispanic 13%

Asian 7%)

"T
(White 48%,
Black 11%,

Hispanic 6%,

Asian 29%)

x

(White 28%,
Black 40%,

Hispanic 12%,

Asian 12%)

X: Segregated per
HoCo Council

decree that <40%

white="segregated"

The socioeconomic

composition of the

school population as
measured by
participation in the

federal FARMS program.

"T
(<5%)

x

(46%)
^

(5%) (38%)
The actual FARM%

atRHHSwas6. 8%
instead of <5%. The

change from <5% to
5%FARMSissmallei
than the margin of
error.

Academic performance
of students in both the

sending and receiving
schools as measured by
current standardized

testing results.

~T
(Read 82%,
Math 73%)

~T
(Read 45%,
Math 27%)

"T
(Read 76%,
Math 64%)

"T
(Read 52%,
Math 36%)

Note, it is not real

improvement for

students, just
balancing numbers.

The level of English
learners as measured by
enrollment in the English
for Speakers of Other
Languages(ESOL)
program.

~T
(S 5%)

"T
(< 5%)

"T
(S5%)

T
(S5%)

Does not move the
needle.

Number of students

moved, taking into
account the correlation

between the number of

students moved, the

outcomes of other

standards achieved in

Section IV.B. and the

length of time those

^/ ^
(receiving

741,
iending 478 N

x

(receiving
373, sending

197)

Despite the large
number of students

moved, the plan
doesn't move the

needle much at

either school.

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA



results are expected to
be maintained.

Other reliable

demographic and
diversity indicators,
where feasible.

^o sufficient data

Demographics - Proposal does not significantly improve outcomes and is highly disruptive

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA
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Dear BOE members,

Good evening. I am Marlyn Lorenzo from polygon 3176 and I am speaking on behalf of the Walnut Grove
HOAto oppose Dr. Martirano's redistricting plan.

I strongly support promoting equity, diversity, and indusiveness. I support narrowing achievement gaps.

However, the superintendent's highly disruptive redistricting plan won't achieve these goals and

will negatively impact our children. There are better alternative plans.

There are many issues with the proposed plan that have been brought up to you already in previous

testimonies and by our group today. I am going to focus on FARM students and how we can help meet

their needs, including such a basic need as is food. It is a sad fact that there are hungry children right

here in Howard County, the third most affluent county in the US. Redistricting FARM students out of

Title 1 schools will not help them, it will potentially hurt them. Just imagine a student who must get up

extra early in the morning, sit on a long bus ride with an empty stomach, leave close friends and familiar

teachers behind, just to find out that there is no free breakfast served at the new school. Many FARM

families might have limited access to transportation, missing the school bus means missing school,

breakfast, and lunch. How can students improve academically when they are hungry or missing

school? We are proposing alternative plans to achieve equity, dh/ersity and inclusiveness, and at the

same time help narrow achievement gaps.

1. Invest in meal programs to help FARMS students who are outside of Title 1 Elementary Schools, in
Middle Schools and High Schools.

2. Invest in events and programs that are accessible to FARM families without transportation (at the

local community or through public transportation).

3. Invest in programs for English Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) students: by providing translators

for these students and their families and brochures in other languages.

4. Invest in programmatic support: with onsite health care, class counselors, AP class

information, free tutoring and social workers to help kids and their families.

5. Redirect funding to high FARM rate schools or directly apply to FARMS students.

6. Set up a buddy school system to share PTSA funds, other resources, and cosponsor events



Equity doesn't mean swapping students and balancing FARM rates while disrupting the communities. It

will be achieved by a long-term joint effort of government input and community support. When

communities work together to improve achievement gaps, that is true inclusiveness. When we provide

the access, opportunities and support needed to help students reach their full potential by

removing barriers instead of creating barriers, that is true equity. When we truly respect

people with different opinions, that is true diversity.

BOE members, we are putting our faith in you. Please discard the superintendent's redistricting plan,
address the overcrowding issues through appropriate redistricting, carefully evaluating socioeconomic
and ethnic demographics within the polygons and assessing the negative impact this would cause in our

children and families instead of just swapping kids around, and adopt alternative plans to improve

equity.

truly believe that the current plan has not been carefully thought through. Please do not disrupt our
communities and keep Polygon 3176 and our sister community 176 at our local River Hill High School.

Thank you for listening.



Good evening. I am Zhen Zhang from Polygon 3176. I am testiiymg on behalf of Walnut Grove
HOA. Walnut Grove is a diverse community with 88 households.

I am here to show our imanimously strong objections to Dr. Martirano's proposal. As an Asian
American, a first generation hmnigrant, I am all for equity. According to national nonprofit
Education Trust, equity means that students who are furthest behind should be provided with
more of resources in and out of their schools to catch up, succeed, and eventually, close the
achievement gap. As we all know, STEM is increasingly a gateway to high-paying 21st century
careers. Lagging math achievement has been a persistent problem in undeiserved schools.

In a 2014 study by the University of Chicago, high school students who were at risk. fw dnwing
oat greatly impnved their math test scores and school attendance with the Iwlp of irteasive
trtwiag and meatoring in toerely six months. Based on ttese rwults>, Chicago has expuicted the
im»graius to teach even more disa<h'antaged students in its public high schools.

As we speak, new research projects led by Carnegie Mellon University is using AI-based
cognitive tutors to improve high school student math achievement. In addition, many school
districts across the country are providing high quality Career and Technical Education, internship
and pre-apprenticeship opportunities to help disadvantaged students achieve academic
excellence, while preparing for their future careers. Surely, we can learn from these
successes.

Education research has shown with solid evidence that appropriately organized schools can help
virtually all students master the knowledge they need to succeed. This should be the focus of the
BOB and other elected officials in directing our educational policies. ShuflQing 7000 students
across the county not only doesn't help achieve that, it takes precious time out of our high school
students' lives taking long bus rides to schools that are much farther away - the precious time
that can be lised for targeted mentoring and tutoring to improve their academic performance.

BOE members, after hearing hundreds of testimonies and reading thousands of letters objecting
this proposal, I urge you think twice before you vote. Please keep Polygon 3176 and our sister
community 176 at our local River Hill High.



Dear BOE members,

I am Naimish Pandya and live in Polygon 3176. 1 am member of the WG HOA and am speaking
on behalf of our community in opposition to Dr. Martirano's redistricting plan. I have been a
resident of our Walnut Grove & River Hill communities in Clarksville since 2015. I am also an

active community member, serving on activities throughout our County, including several
HCPSS committees for many years, such as the Calendar Committee and the Diversity, Equity
and Inclusion Advisory Committee. My perspective is informed by all of these experiences, as
well as being a Father of two girls who attend the Folly Quarter Middle and Triadelphia Ridge
Elementary Schools.

My wife and I are explants from Ohio and Pennsylvania, respectively, but have been in
Maryland for over a dozen years and in Howard County since 2014. As Jim said earlier, the WG
& River Hill community Is indeed a big family. My wife and I have come to know many
community members at a personal level and really appreciate the generosity and kind-hearted
warmth of many folks, who have become intimate friends. Growing up, I changed schools
frequently, as my father was an engineer, in which his work took him to different regions of the
country. We mostly lived in small towns such as Grand Island, New York, a small town near
Buffalo, or Bloomsburg, Pennsylvania, or Union City, California, a small town near San Jose, and
finally to Royersford, Pennsylvania, a small town 50 miles outside of Philly, where my sister and
I completed our high school. Though the frequent moving was quite disruptive, one thing I
learned is the value of small-town living throughout the U.S. At the heart of these communities
are our schools, frequently our high schools, where the entire townspeople get together for
Friday night football games or for weekend events and gatherings. We moved to Clarksville,
and to Walnut Grove specifically, for this community embrace and for the River Hill experience.
Having lived in numerous small towns throughout this country, what impresses me most about
Howard County broadly is its unique ability to retain that small-town spirit. Despite the heavy
population growth over decades, one can still palpate that small town feeling throughout the
County. Neighborhoods form communities, which have their own personalities and vibrancy
throughout the County - from Kings Contrivance & Hickory Ridge areas at the heart of our
County, to Ellicott City / Elkridge in the North, to Maple Lawn / Fulton down South; to Savage &
Laurel communities in the East to the Clarksville / Glenelg communities in the West. There are
small pockets of large families throughout. This redistricting plan is disruptive for each and
every community, small and large, throughout the County. As a fellow community member, I
find it difficult to believe that you would find the mass disruption caused by this redistricting
proposal as healthy and beneficial to any of our communities throughout the County. You are
not just translocating more than 7000 children throughout the County, but you are disrupting
the natural occurrence of activities that occur in several neighborhoods throughout the County.

Given our nature to serve this community as volunteers, the people you and I serve and
represent expect us to be more inclusive and thoughtful in our actions. We recognize that the
County is burdened with a strained school system due to overcrowding in a few of its schools.
However, Dr. Martirano's plan does not ask the entire County to participate in alleviating this
burden, as many schools are hardly impacted by this redistricting. Further, schools, such as our

Keep Polygon 3176 at the RHHS Walnut Grove HOA



River Hill high school, should be asked to absorb more students, given that it is not at maximum
capacity! Rather, the Plan is counter intuitively asking River Hill to swap out its kids - where
children from our community (Polygon 3176), our sister community of Walnut Creek right
behind us (Polygon 176), and many of our other nearby communities will go to a school that's a
45-minute bus ride away, while children from another part of the County are also asked to
endure a similar 45-minute bus ride themselves to come here! Yun has provided, in detail, the
strains on a child due to long commutes, which, again, numerous child psychologists and
pediatricians have also testified to. Heck, we all know what long commutes do to us, as adults,
since many of us work outside of Howard County. It's pure torture! So, why are we doing that
to young children and adolescents in their formative years?? If the intent is to solve
overcrowding-this plan does not achieve that in a fair, balanced and equitable way
throughout the County by not asking each and every school to participate equally in the re-
allocation of students to ease the overcrowding. Children from overcrowded schools are
needlessly asked to endure longer commutes, when perhaps closer schools can help in
alleviating this problem. Our River Hill high school will happily welcome additional students
from overcrowded schools because we have the capacity to add; but there is no logical reason
to justify sending our children to attend other schools - again, if the intent is to solve
overcrowdingl

But throughout this endeavor, we have learned that that is not the sole intent for this proposal.
Rather it appears that the main intent, in the guise of being a secondary outcome, is to balance
FARM ratios. At the core of it, however, to me, "balancing" FARM ratios implies that we must
IMPROVE existing income inequity among families of children who use FARM programs. To
improve implies to help those families in need - not to add further burdens to them. Yes, there
may be published data that demonstrated academic improvement among FARM students when
their environment is changed to associate with students who are excel academically and have
better economic means. But, as many have previously testified, these studies are not definitive,
and we should collectively refrain from making decisive conclusions from such equivocal
analyses. Nevertheless, it is in the best interest of County, to try to determine optimal
approaches to improving FARM ratios, not just geographically redistributing them. Both,
Marlyn and Zhen have provided some suggestions that you, the BOE, can enact and implement
to economically help these families and academically help these children. As County leaders,
you should be thinking about creating incentive programs that truly are beneficial to FARM
families. Why not create an accreditation program in which students who excel academically
are provided community service credits to mentor their peers from other schools in the County
- and, to advance that cause, implement policies and procedures at each school that actually
enable that. Meaning create a volunteer after school mentoring program and provide
transportation to facilitate and enable students to actually get together! That would be money
well spent - and it would help both students, the mentor and the mentee I Why not create
business incentives, in which businesses like Kumon, Mathnasium, Best Brains, and several
others that exist and operate in our County - to conduct classes free of charge, or subsidized, in
schools where children need that extra academic attention? These businesses can be provided
tax incentives or other benefits. That would truly help these students academically! If the
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intent is to help academically struggling students and IMPROVE FARM ratios, there are far
better ways of going about doing this than this disruptive, mis-aligned redistricting plan.

In conclusion, I implore to your sentiment to serve - if you ran to be a BOE member that truly
makes a positive difference in our County - than reject this redistricting plan! Let's work
together at solving the challenges of HCPSS and find a better way to solve both, the
overcrowding and the imbalance of FARM ratios, in our schools. Thank you.

Naimish Pandya
WG HOA Board Member J

/r ^cv z^/c?
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Good evening. My name is Jian Wang, and I am from Polygon 1028 I oppose the proposal. I
strongly believe that our children should have equal education opportunity. Although I m not
rich, I donate every year to support education for those low-income families. As a taxpayer who
have voted you in the past, I urge you investigate fhree things before making your decision:

1. Investigate the root cause
2. Investigate the unintended consequence,
3. Investieate AAC mteeritv

First of all, you have to identify what is the real problem, and then the root cause of the problem.
The proposal was based on significantly flawed data. USDA does not recommend FARM data to
be used in isolation for detemiining the socioeconomic status of a student. Further, the use of the
FARM ratio as a leading factor in the efforts does not provide actual resources to those students.
Politicians fool the parents by telling them there is a magic way to improve their kids by busing
them to a different school. At the end of the day, the problems will still exist.

All the County schools have the same curriculum, same quality teachers, same infrastmcture &
funding. Will Busing kids around really help students? WU1 averaging the FARM ratio really
help the FARM students? Let me beg a question, if a student does not know what 1 plus 1
equals, simply sending him to another school, siting with a rich kid will make him know 1 plus 1
equals 2? If you believe so, pis provide us evidence. I am sure you will win a Nobe'. prize next
year. [Then ''d ;^'- c.r

The proposal fails to provide any evidence that cen improve educational outcoines.

So please Find out the root cause, maybe Home enviromneat, after -school activities and
community culture are the factors, but NOT the school system.

Second, investigate the unintended consequence- The risks to students, to families, to the
community are too high

. Longer commute time. Less sleep. Driving safety. Mental health, Environment issue,
Social and community issue. ANXIETY. STRESS AND DEPRESSION!

.

. Considering the 2-fold longer distance to Harpers Choice middle, increased traffic on rt
108, it would be taking extra 30 min each single day for each child! If I ask you one
extra minute for my speech, you'd be upset, but the proposal would take extra 30 min
from each child every day. Our children need much time for their growth and
development.
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EnviiTOiiTiciTtjssu:.. '!< will significantly worsen the traffic on 108. Traffic -;ii RT
108 is already bad [How serious is Ihe problero at Rt 1 OS now? li will lake more ihun 20
minutes to mak^ a turn at peak time

SociaL_men;a! an''1_coinnT_ynitvjssye T1ie river hill village are tlivided into h.ilfby the
pii'n. The kids are sepa'-.iied from their butldies in the village. Tlic kids aiid their futuri'
classmiiie'i ilo noi shop in the sa.r.-'e village center. - Thi.s causes a BlCi social proc'en] for

AM3DR°R&SSIQNi

Lastly, please investigate AAC integrity and political motivation.
Where is River Hill representation in the AAC? Zero. Yet River hill community suffered
the most from this proposal. Where is Asian American representation in the AAC? Zero.
Asian American is the minority in the county, but majority of Asian American families
suffered from this proposal. I want to remind you that any action, intentional or
unintentional, that is based on race or skin color that subordinates an individual or group
based on skin color or race, is racism.

So,

Please stop this proposal driven by politics and ideology, but opposed by thousands of
families who elected you to the board
Please stop this unjustified experiment on thousands of kids. This plan has no evidence of
benefits, but numerous toxicities. It does not solve any probl em. It will create lots. of
problems to students, families, the community and to the county!
Please stop this highly discriminative plan. no kids should suffer. Black kids should not
suffer. Wltite kids should not suffer, Asian American kids should not suffer.

Thank you!



Colleen Brimen
Polygon 1185

Dear Board of Education,
t am writing in opposition to the superintendent's proposed Attendance Area Adjustment
Plan. As a parent of three, my primary concern is with the well-being of my children, the
need to resolve existing problems in Howard County schools and the overall well-being of
our community as a whole.

The Superintendent's proposed plan would remove my children from our community feed
schools. This was shocking to me as vje live less than a mile from our high school. This
move would isolate my children from the friends they have made, the kids in our community,
our carpool group, and after school activities. I understand some kids attend private school
and do fine but, that is not a choice ! would make for the above mentioned reasons. We as
a family rely greatly on our village. This proposal would tear us from the community support
which allows our family to prosper. It is one thing to ask your neighbor to bring home your
child r/hile she is picking up hers, it is quite another, to as:; her to drive to two schools 25
min apart.

The Superintendent's plan purports to achieve socioeconomic equity. While diversity of all
kind is advantageous, it is not advisable at all costs. Should not the primary goal be to have
all our children thrive? I do not believe, the swapping of high FARid and low FARM student
bodies will achieve that goal. Indeed, the proposal from the superintendent sadly reads like
a political attempt to show equity on paper while remaining cold to the feelings and
vulnerabilities of the Howard County children. Kids are holistic beings and no child who has
to get up earlier, ride on a bus longer, go to a school without his friends and miss out on the
personal growth and learning of after-school activiiies is going to be bei-ier off because the
child next to him in school has parents of a different social economic background. In fsct,
Howard County students already enjoy one of the most diverse school systems in the state
of Maryland.

The Howard County School System has several problems which need to be addressed.
These include: overcrowded schools, budgetary management of school system funds, the
continual grov/th or those funds and infrasiruciure.

Disappointingly, the proposed redistricting does NOT resolve the problem of overcrowding
in our schools. We as a community must priorities this problem. However, as kids are not
pons to be moved about, redistricting should only occur once and that move needs to
resolve the overcrowding of today and take into cccount the population growths of
tomorrow.

The superintendent's plan is a miss use o'f the Educational budget. Spending exorbitant
amounts of money busing children while that money could go to schools v/hich fall behind in
the student success matrix, is a pitiful allocation of resources. Let's actually improvethe
educational experience for those who are falling behind not just average out the numbers
on paper.

Another concern I have with the proposed plan sre the unintended consequences it will
undoubtedly bring. The greatest appeal Howard County has are its wonderful schools. Over



the last 20 years and more many Parents have moved here seeking those schools. The
prices of real-estate have gone up and Howard County Schools enjoy the large budget
created by those property taxes. Should the BOE enact this or any proposal which,
drastically change boundary lines and promise future boundary shifts, parents will cease to
see Howard County as a stable and strong educational choice for their children. Such a
change in reputation WILL lower property value and with it greatly lower the educational
budget Howard County students enjoy and administrators can't seem to do without.

Growth and a lack of road infrastructure have lead our mostly rural county to an increase in
traffic. The proposed plan is not only bad for our environment but for our commutes. While
Clarl;sville and hlarpere Choice appear to buttress each other on a map they are in fact
separated by the 1, 021 acre Middle Patuxent Environmental Area. This natural barrier will
force those who are pushed out of their community schools to drive around the
Environmental Area on an already congested Route 108 as opposed to driving short
distances through local streets. Increasing the amount of miles and time buses, parents and
students spend on our roads endeavoring to make their daily commutes will mean greater
delays and dengerforall. Additionally, and on a more personal note; my street (a street
shared by many) is off Route 108 in a section which is known colloquially as "Dead Mans"
curve. There have been deadly accidents on this curve and with more INEXPERIENCED
drivers FORCED through this stretch, I fear the odds of getting plowed into from behind, will
greatly increase.

I came to Howard County as a Child and returned as an adult seeking the stable community
I had known, for my children. Do not split communities as our schools are our strongest
uniter and a community of friends is more powerful, loving, stable, and safer thsn a
community of strangers.

I would like to wrap this up by stating, that I do not see how you, the Howard County Board
OF Education, elected by residents and here to serve those same residents can even
entertain this proposal after reading the Attendance Area Boundary Review Survey, in the
survey the people you represent clearly stated their top three priorities in redistricting to be
1) minimizing transportation, 2) maintaining student body feeds through elementary, middle
and High School, 3) maintaining communities intact. Interestingly, by far and away the
standards our community felt were least suitable to form a basis of redistricting was
demographics which was clearly defined as socioeconomic and other related factors. The
Superintendent's plan not only chooses to ignore the community's voice but, indignantly
flips its priorities. What happened to the costly feasibility studies which move far less
students and are closer aligned to the overall community's desires? As an elected board, I
hope you will leave your politics and personal goals aside, listen to what the community
wants and oppose this plan.

In hopes you are listening.
Sincerely,
Colleen Brimen



Beverly Ann Menke Polygon 1185

I come to you with a background as a medical doctor, a composer of music and an author.

I am against the current Redistricting Proposal and I am having a hard time
comprehending how we are here. You see, I cannot understand how after hearing
hundreds of mdividuals and received thousands of letters opposing this monstowsity, you
haven't akeady told us to relax, you are ceasing and desisting. Because, you haven't
announced this I have to believe that there is the possibility of you going against the will
of an immense majority. Your constihients, who have given you their trust and voted you
into those seats.

When looking into this issue I sought to find out who are the members of our Board of
Education. Then I saw aU of you and I was really surprised. The lopsided gender group of
seven women to one single man, really gave me pause. How can we be here? How is this
even possible? Women and mothers laying before us a proposition that will disrupt
thousands of homes? Women, men too, but women would not hurt a single child. And we
don't care what the child looks like or whose child it is. Right? I need to always believe
this.

I've lived in Clarksville for twenty years. From my home (Polygonl 185) to River Hill
High School there is less than a mile and there is one single turn. The turn into the
school's driveway. River Hill High School is indeed a fine school. The government put
up the brick and mortar, and Clarksville with its surrounding areas, put up the rest.
Parents tirelessly helping and shapmg what we have there today. Now we are told our
children may not go there?

Our schools, as are our childreii, are a direct reflection of parental, not governmental,
involvement. Overcrowding is an issue to be resolved by busing those children who
voluntarily sign up to go to alternate communities, where there is room. Voluntarily. We
are in the United States of America, we don't force kids and families to succumb.

I have sat on a Board of Education in the past and I know fix>m experience that our
greatest successes come when we use simple common sense, listen to our communities
and invite them in, to help us. The problems Ihis board is confronting are resolvable and
it can be done in harmony.

Vote no and be our champions. We will then stand with you and help successfiilly resolve
the ongoing difSculties of Howard County Schools.

You can win and we reaUy want you to.

Goodnight.



JaneBlayman

Polygon 183

To Whom It May Concern:

f cm Jane Blayman, a resident of polygon 183. / am a committed career woman, a small business owner,
a room parent, a member of three PTA's, a rec baseball team manager, a chaperone, a volunteer, a
mentor, a stake holderas well as a shareholder, and an advocate forequityANDequality. I am sure I have
Just described all of my neighbors and parents that are here with me tonight.

As I sifted through the egregious amounts of data for which supported this new plan, it consumed me. I
immediately wanted to foster a solution. There cannot possibly be funding for this plan when we just
witnessed a cut in personnelstaff across the county? Is there? Is there no better way to foster change
otherthan to uproot 10% of the total student body?

School culture, or better yet, school spirit is a vital part of belonging, cohesion if you will, among any
student body. I can tellyoufrom experience, that I chosewhat colleges I applied to basedofftheirstudent
involvement, school spirit, and the yearning I had for every student wantlngto be present. Why you ask?
The high school [attended, River Hill, simply did not cultivate that sort of environment. Had I had that
experience in high school, myyearningforit would have been diminished. When I entered high schoolas
a freshman, there was little school spirit present as River Hill was the new high school. There was
confusion about the school colors, a lack of school involvement, and a poor sense of belonging. There
was little attendance atthe pep rallies and homecomingwas laughable at best. Comingto aschoolwhene
the tensionswere high for these reasons, or simply not wanting to belong, resulted in independent self-
focus on your school work, and a countdown of the minutes until that final bell each day. This is not an
ideal high school experience. This will be the average high school experience throughout the county if
you approve this plan.

Creating an experience is what is most important at the high school level. This proposed plan creates so
many ripples within the school feeds I foresee the ability to maintain any sort of pride or sense of
belonging very challenging.

I have faith in the Howard County school system to do right by every student in attendance. I expect it.
If there are shortfalls within communities, or within their schools, there should be action at those levels.
Improvement plans and financing additional resources as needed, and ensuring continuously that the
changes made have positive effects, iswhatgarnishes positive change.

I fear my children will not have the same educational resources if this plan goes into effect. Can you
reassure me that they will have that? We are an agriculturally based family, wanting to raise our kids in
4-H, with land in the backyardforshowpigsif they so desire, or room fora garden if theywish to grow.
There is roomfor my daughterto ride a pony, for me to run a business, which in turn helps me to provide
for my family. I cannot have this set up in Columbia, but I will have to get to Columbia twice a day to pick
up my eldestwhen he starts high schoolfaccordingto this proposed plan). I would like to take youthrough
what my worries are, with your intention of broadening my commuting burden. I already start my
morning at Sam to feed our horses. Myoldest children often help me, and astheygrowolderwill be even



more involved. We will probably be working through when the bus comes, which currently is 6:45 for
high school which isdoabte. This proposal! can only assume will beconservatively20 minutes earlier. I
will then have to drive them to school, 20 minutes one way, without traffic. Then I need to rush home to
get my middle schooler off to school by 7:20. At that point my elementary schoolers will need to be up
and out the door to make the bus by 8:00. I then have to drive, locally thank goodness, to my corporate
job in Fulton. The new proposal is not within my current dr'iving routine. Did you already know this? I
will be reliant on a paid for transport that will not affectively meet my needs? How will my child
participate in 4-H and other local to us activities if they are increasing their commute to school. Better
yet, how will my child fit in as an agricultural enthusiast at a school that does not have sucha presence?
My star football play who has dreamed of playing where I went to school and his Uncle played for four
years... how do I tell him that he no longergetsto have his dream? Isthere nopreservingthat? Is that
just a used to be, the way it was feeling? Why? Can we not create just equity without uprooting over
10% of the county population? You are choosing my eldest children to bean experiment to a demise.
What is the contingency plan if this proposal is enacted and it fails? Will you be offering tuition
reimbursement at the community college due to the ill effect this had on my children? This social
experimentshould bean election of participation, nota mandatory occurrence. It is unjustto uproot so
many families, at the same time, to create a world of upheaval for a social experiment.

You need to hear me when I say that I actively chose where to raise my family, as a customerof Howard
County. TobearepeatcustomerofaHowardCountyeducation, andtofeelthatyourtotalneedsarenot
being met, that is a customer service issue, an issue of equity. This plan does not create equity for my
children. ltcreatesupheaval, anunnecessarytransition, andbetteryeta more stressful education. That
is notan issue of sodoeconomicengineering, bussing, polygon-swapping, orsuffe ring. This is an issue of
equity, and this plan ignores that completely. This plan needs to cultivate equity within the homes of
Howard County. Listen tothecustomersthatare reaching out. Askthe customers thatare not. Helpthe
customers who have offered vibrant suggestions to these issues within the faltering schools. Creating
equity starts at home. More importantly, it starts within the fourwalls ofthe school that is offering the
education.



Testimony in front of the Howard County Board of Education

October 15th 2019

Good evening. My name is Dr. Rene Vidal and I live in Maple Lawn's Polygon 1256.

I am here to express my strong opposition to the redistricting of polygon 1256 from
Fulton Elementary to Laurel Woods Elementary.

I believe the plan is partly informed by the HCPSS Report on Equity (published in
June 2019). This report shows that the achievement gap in Howard County schools has
increased over the last three years; while at the same time there are growing disparities in
FARM rate across our schools. Based on this data, it is tempting to conclude that reducing
disparities in FARM rate will help reduce the achievement gap.

As a child, I grew up in a very poor neighborhood. While the school I attended would
definitely qualify as 100% FARM, I had the fortune of living in a tight-knit community, which
together with a loving and caring family, provided me with all of the support I needed to
succeed. I had the luxury of studying at Berkeley and becoming a Professor at Johns
Hopkins, where I currently direct an institute for data science.

As a data scientist, I love making decisions based on data, so I command Dr.
Martirano for trying to adopt a data driven approach in the proposed redistricting plan.
However, before making any decision, I think it is extremely important to consider that

Correlation does not imply causation.

As an example of what this means, the attached figure shows that the number of PhD
degrees granted in civil engineering is almost perfectly correlated with the consumption of
mozzarella cheese in the US. Should we then give more mozzarella cheese to our children
in the hope of increasing the number of PhDs in civil engineering? I hope this example
shows to the board the danger of confusing correlation (even high correlation) with
causation.

The proposed plan neither benefits the children of polygon 1256 nor the children
currently assigned to Laurel Woods. Specifically:

. No benefits for children of polygon 1256: the proposed plan will split the Maple
Lawn community and isolate 140 children from their neighbors by sending them
to a very distant school.

. Overcrowding Laurel Woods: the proposed plan will lead to 122% overcapacity
at Laurel Woods, the highest in the county, which goes against the primary
objective of redistricting.

Having established that the proposed plan is not grounded on scientific evidence
and will help neither the children of polygon 1256 nor the children assigned to Lxiuret
Woods, it seems that the only motivation for this plan is to do a social experiment with our
children. As a scientist, I do believe that a well-designed experiment can help validate our



theories. But I also know that a social experiment with children would require informed
consent from their parents. The board should not proceed without the parents' consent.

In summary, in the absence of demonstrated benefit for the proposed plan, I urge
the board to reject the plan to redistrict polygon 1256 to Laurel Woods and to focus on
improving school utilization while, as Dr. Martirano once said, "Keeping school boundaries
contiguous and maintaining neighborhood schools"

One community, one school.

Dr. Ren6 Vidal
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Good evening. My name is Robvn Guerrasio said I live in polygon 3176. Thank you for the long
hours you have spent listening, and for the hours you will spend on the work that lies ahead of
you.

I'd like to talk about a report you're certainly familiar with - "Equity: Responding to
Performance and Opportunity Gaps in HCPSS". This report was presented to you in June of this
year, just 4 months ago and I have to say -1 love this report. It's great. I'm dismayed by the
achievement gaps pomted out but I very much support the rationale for making changes and
appreciate it's clearly stated, evidence backed goals for unproving these gaps. I did fid it very
interesting that not one of the goals or suggested processes m here suggests moving kids to other
schools in order to improve their performance. In fact, it spends one whole section discussing the
importance of relationships between staff and students. The report suggests that administrations
need to be 1. diverse and 2. able to build tmsting relationships with their students in order to
show them they're invested in their success. A quote from the report: "Restorative jusdce
practices build healthy relationships based on empathy between students and staff.... As the
school enviromnent becomes more niirturing for all students, student engagement and attendance
should increase, dismptive behaviors should decrease, and course access and performance should
become more equitable, reducing opportunity gaps and disparate treatments based on race,
ethnicity, economics and family coimtry of origin. " So I ask you: How can a kid trust in their
school as a place that is invested in them when there is rampant uncertainty about where they'll
be going to school next year?
A strong educational experience is based on relationships - if it weren't, wouldn't it be cheaper
to send students home with textbooks and call it a day? But that's not what we do because that's
not what works. What makes it work are people - people who look for what individual kids need,
who push to do better and who can see when something isn't working.

One other thing about attendance - Table 1 indicates that economically disadvantaged kids (their
label, not mine) have an absentee rate of more than 10% compared to their peers, and that
attendance is one of the factors that predicts achievement. I have to wonder how these kids who
struggle to attend regularly will attend school more when their schools are farther away and their
transportation options are limited.

Now I know that everything I just advocated for cannot be applied to all right away and that
some kids have to be moved to relieve overcrowdmg. Our capacity crisis is, by nature,
inequitable. As you adjust boundaries to ease overcrowded schools, I ask that you please keep
neighborhoods together and consider feed sizes - if kids have to start over with teachers and
hallways and counselors and bus routes, don't make them start from scratch socially as well.
While that happens, let's contmue to make sure ALL schools are following the suggestioiis in the
equity report and that ALL schools are equipped to embrace every student and help them
succeed.

And finally, I am begging you to consider school start times in your adjustments. Others before
me have laid out the case so I won't belabor the reasons but understand, please, that the situation
is akeady tenuous. I think it very likely that making teens get up and out their doors even earlier
will be a breaking point for some. Let's not test just how far their resiliency will go. Thank you.



Table 1
Summary of Opportunity Gaps Observed for Student Groups within HCPSS

as Measured by State Accountability Measures in 2017-18
Student Group

Area Measure* Asian I Black WliitelTweri- EcDis I KL i SpBd
Attend- Chronic Absenteeism (ES) ..

ance Chronic Absenteeism (MS)
Chronic Absenteeism (HS) .. ..

Behavior Suspension Rate (ES)
Suspension Rate (MS)
Suspension Rate (HS)

Access Access: Well-Rounded Curriculum (ES)
Access: Well-Rounded Curriculum (MS) .<

Access: WeIl-Rounded Curriculum (HS) .. .< ..

Progress twd English Proficiency (ES) All English Learners: 75%
Progress twd English Proficiency (MS) All English Learners: 57%

Progress twd English Proficiency CHS) All English Learners: 62%

Course Academic Growth in Mathematics (ES)
Peribr- Academic Growth in Mathematics (MS) ..

mance Academic Growth in ELA (ES) ..

Academic Growth in ELA (MS)
Proficiency on Math Assessment (ES) .. .. ..

Proficiency on Math Assessment (MS) .. ..

Proficiency on Math Assessment (HS) « ..

Proficiency on ELA Assessment (ES) .. .. ..

Proficiency on ELA Assessment (MS) .. .. .. ..

Proficiency on ELA Assessment OHS) .. ..

Credit: WeIl-Rounded Curriculmn (ES)
Credit: Well-Rounded Curriculum (MS)
Credit: Well-Rounded Curriculum (HS) .. .. .. .. ..

On-Track in Ninth Grade

Note. A dot (. ) is placed where fhe student group's performance was worse than the overall average. Two dots (.. ) are
used when performance was more than 10 percentage points lower than the overall group performance. Black =
Black/Afiican American; Hisp. = Hispanic/Latmx; Two+ = Two or More Races; EcDis = Economically Disadvantaged;
SpEd = Special Education; EL = English Learner; ES = Elcmmtaiy School; MS - Middle School; HS - High School
'See Table A5 for the percent of points earned for each measure.

. Across measures and school levels, these student groups tended to have less access and
opportunity to educational experiences that support on-time graduation: Black/Afi-ican
American students, Hispanic/Latinx students, students who were economically
disadvantaged , students who received special education services, and English Learners (EL).

Students are detennined to be economically disadvantaged based on Direct Certification as approved by USDA for
the State of Maryland (see http://www.maTylandpublicschools. org/stateboard/Documents/05222018/TabK-
ESSAUpdate. pdf)
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Paul Funk (#87)
Polygon 1183
10/15/19

My name is Paul Funk and my family resides in polygon 1183. While I support efforts to
advance equity in our schools, I am here in opposition to Dr. Martirano's redistricting
plan due to the undue burden it places on my family.

Polygon 1183 is currently districted to attend River Hill High School, which is 5 miles
away and the bus comes at 6:25 AM. Dr. Martiano's plan redistricts us to Wilde Lake
High School, which is 7-10 miles away (depending on the bus route). Currently, most
Howard County high school busses pick up students after 6:20 AM, which is quite early
but understandable considering they need to arrive by 7am. However, there are a
couple of River Hill High School busses that begin picking up kids as early as 5:59 AM!
With multiple studies showing the critical importance of sleep for teenagers and the
number of concerned parents and students you have on your hands, I would expect
your redistricting efforts to seek to mitigate these instances, not add to them. Or, in
cases like ours, where the most underutilized high school in the county (Glenelg) is a
near 3 miles away - redistrict us and our contiguous communities to that logical
location.

My wife and I have spent a combined 40 years in public service. And after many years
of developing and managing large-scale strategies, I have an appreciation for the
difficulty in making strategic decisions with multiple competing variables to consider.
Sometimes we develop strategies based on data-driven research and findings. And
sometimes strategies are developed based on how a person or persons of influence
FEELS. These are traditionally referred to as "politically motivated" strategies. Being a
data person, I'm not a fan of the latter, but I recognize they are a fact of life. What I
have a low tolerance for is going through extensive data collection and analysis, and
the pomp and circumstance of stakeholder engagement, when decision-makers
already have their mind made up out of the gate.

Listen to the voice of your constituents. After reviewing a significant portion of
published written testimonies, I've concluded that over 95% of them are in opposition to
this plan. The community outreach you conducted last summer determined the top 3
priorities of Howard County citizens to be:

. Keeping Feeds Together (66%),

. Maintaining Contiguous Communities (60%), and

. Transportation Time & Distance (43%)

Clearly, you haven't struck the right balance.



Many people have testified over the past few weeks and said they don't envy your
position. Call me crazy, but I do kind of envy it. I like to solve complicated problems and
appreciate the importance of getting something like this right. If I was in your position, I
would have strongly advocated for a data-driven strategy and transparency about the
decision criteria we established when launching this process last January. I would
have worked to ensure we developed a set of transparent decision logic that
determines student placement based on:

A. Capacity of the nearest school
B. Keeping Feeds Together
C. Distance & Transportation Times AND THEN
D. Socioeconomic Factors

So what is your decision logic? Have you used weighted factors? If so, what are those
factors and what weighting was used? This process isn't proprietary... it's public service!
If you were more transparent, the community would have a much greater appreciation
for how you are trying to resolve the various competing issues in your redistricting
decisions.

I recommend considering the following:

. Don't move rising Juniors and Seniors

. Don't move kids that are at schools currently under capacity

. Move kids in over capacity schools to the next closest under capacity school

. Offer open enrollment for underutilized schools with priority placement for the
disadvantaged

. Develop incentives to attract and retain teachers in schools with high FARM rates

I'm going to conclude on a personal note...

My family's motto is "hurry up and have fun"; I have a plack in my kitchen that says,
"Ain't nobody got time for that"; and my family's theme song is Time from Culture Club
(because time won't give me time - my wife dared me to sing that line, but I don't want
this to go viral). But in all seriousness, are you picking up on a theme here? Time is a
precious commodity in my family's life... and, quite frankly, I forbid you to take that away
from us! You shouldn't have that right. You must appreciate the power you're wielding
and how your decisions impact the thousands of Howard County citizens you were
elected to represent.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



October 15, 2019
Members of Ac Board of Education
Howard County Public School System
Superintendait MartiiaDO, HCPSS

Dear Board of Education Members,
Thank you for the opportunity to conmiart (m flw Attendance Area Adjustment Plan proposed by
Dr. MartnaDO, fiom August 20, 2019. 1 recognize that we must do somedring about
ovnxaowding and having clrildten in trailers is not otay. Howevw, die cunent redistricting plan,
ahhough weB-meaning, is also not okay. I want to share wiA you my pasonal reasuis wty. Fnst
and toremost, I grew up in NYC, and I was a Fann cfaUd. In NYC, chadien had fte qxinn for
high school to y> to schools out of then- school districts. The high school I went to had a
gnwhmfing class of 700 with Fann rates n*nre than our schools in Howaid County. I was one of
60 students in a specialized program in an othCTwise low perfianung school. Theintentwasto
int%rate, but the real impact was dial we wae s^regated. The 60 students were in ̂ edal
classes, and the only tune that we interacted with the other 630 students was at the GYM. As a
county, if we do want to address die inequities and access to a better education, I suggest diat we
invest programs at an eariier age, and spend money to reduce class sizes and make sure the best
teachCTS teach at our most vulnerable sdiools. This is my humble opinion will have a more
significant inqwct

As a parent, we are always making tradeoflS. When I purchased my home in 2014,1
chose a house that was close to my children's schools. I woikinVn'giaia, and Ae commute at
tinaes is unbeanible. Ifi'equaitlyiushhometoliyandmakeittonydrildien'saflerschool
activMes. I have tfuee cUlAen, 10, 7, and3. Thecun'entrezoningwiUplacemychiklieaon
oppoate ends of the county. This reznning woukl be more palatable if the choice were two
sdools equidistant apaat. However, under the prqposed plan, fte school will be several nriles
aw^r relative to the 1 nule awqr Ifaat River EBU is cnnentty for me. Again tins is not wdl
planned. Anodieriaapact is going to be waking q> children earBer and aeadngnKuesleep-
deprived duldren so <hey can be shutded in bosses across town for a start time of 725. This
proposal is a viotetton, in my opinion, of article 610, as has bem pointed out before. So yes,
leanring needs to hq»pen but nar atnbarily. What is qwetting is the comriy allows fi>r new
construction w*en schools are overcrowded and in feet, provides fiw new ne^hboihoods Aat are
stiU not built and findier away fixim River Hill to continue to be zoned for River ffiU.

In closing, as a FARM child who believes in equal educational qiportunities fiw all,
transporting out 478 drildrea to laing in 741 students in a sdiool that is unda'-cqacity and can
takeonmorestiKteutsisaplanlhatIcanaotsuCTort. The impacts are real, including disrupting
fanulies, creating inore waigested roads, and not a fiur opdon fia those of us impacted.
Sincerely,

Tanveer Gaibi Ptoygon 3176



Good evening. My name is Adam Aderton. am a dad to two elementary school kids for whom - like all

parents - would do anything. I am also the very last person who will be testifying at a public hearing on
the redistricting process. Congratulations - you've made it to the end (or at least to the end of the

beginning)! I want to thank you for holding these sessions and for the careful consideration you will give
to the concerns of thousands of parents, students, and worried citizens who have participated.

Like nearly everyone who has testified, I oppose the proposal put forward by the superintendent - and,
in particular, the portion of the proposal that would send students from my polygon and adjacent
polygons to Harpers Choice Middle School. And, like nearly everyone, I oppose the proposal because I
can't see how it reflects whafs best for students and families in Howard County.

Over the past month, I've watched and read as people across Howard County have pleaded with you to
reject this proposal because it will cause them real hardship. I've seen the children worried that they'll
have to leave their friends, wake well before dawn, spend more than an hour on a bus (each way), miss
after-school activities, and be unable to care for younger siblings. The kids' stories broke my heart. I've
seen parents worried about how they'll stay involved in their kids' schools when those schools are three

times as far away and about how they'll make already-tight commutes work with longer routes to school
and increased traffic congestion. I've watched numerous child psychiatrists (I had no Idea we had so

many experts available) talk about the devastating effect of redistricting children to new schools with

small feeds and of the compounded risk of doing it all again in two years. And, I've seen the budget-
conscious ask just how we plan to pay for all of this given that the district is already cutting educational
programs. Community feedback has been overwhelming that the superintendent's proposal imposes
too great a cost for too speculative a gain.

At the same time, I join those who have recognized that educational equity is an important interest and
that more should be done to address it. But, critically, we should not be seeking to achieve equity at the
expense of the tens of thousands of families for whom the schools are currently working. This
recognition that we can do more to help the families and schools that need it without upsetting every
other school in the county is a central reason that redistricting is so overwhelmingly unpopular.

As all of you have heard for months - people like their current schools. That makes sense - Howard

County has wonderful public schools. The schools are the sole reason I and thousands of families like

mine live in Howard County. As a board, I suggest you borrow a principle from medicine and, before
making any move, first do no harm. I suggest that your goal should be to move the minimum number of

students needed to balance capacity. To achieve equity, you should reallocate resources as necessary. If
you take those criteria as your guides, you will have the best chance of producing a plan the community
can accept.

Thank you very much for your time tonight, over the past few weeks, and in the weeks to come. All the

children of our county are counting on you.


