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The following list of “Observations/Issues)” was generated by the Enrollment 

Study Committee on February 15.   

 

Our Group observed that: 

1. if we use the District Capacity figures, the elementary buildings are 

underutilized. 

2. we need to define “functional” in functional capacity and what does 

that mean? 

3. 45 classrooms are used as “support classrooms” that have the 

capacity to function as regular classrooms. 

4. the functional capacity of the buildings is only 100 under projections 

(10 year). 

5. for the next decade, K-5 enrollment is a relatively stable population. 

6. adding the 10 empty classrooms plus the 4 science rooms to the 45 

classrooms used as “support classrooms” brings the total to 59 

classrooms that have the capacity to function as regular classrooms. 

7. the term “support classrooms” is undefined.  What does that mean? 

8. 10 Empty classrooms times 25 equals 250 seats already not utilized in 

the elementary buildings. 

9. the total current enrollment is lower than the functional capacity at 

every building. 

10. the Demographics of the buildings – not just the numbers, are 

important (Title I, Free and Reduced Price Lunch, etc.) 



 
11. Middle Paxton currently has 2 computer rooms, 2 science rooms, etc. 

– and the capacity for support rooms is 150 which is one-half the 

enrollment of the building. 

12. West Hanover has total utilization of space – No support classrooms 

and no Music room – the building appears full. 

13. attendance maps would be helpful. 

14. Linglestown has 3 empty rooms and 7 support classrooms. 

 

The following list of “Observations/Issues)” was generated by the Enrollment 

Study Committee on March 1.   

 

Our Group observed that: 

 

15. Mountain View’s attendance areas are not contiguous. 

16. The utilization of total capacity of 4 schools is at 50% or below 

(Middle Paxton, Linglestown, Chambers Hill and Tri-Community). 

17. Attendance boundaries seem to make little sense. 

18. West Hanover’s age is an observation – and it is at full capacity and 

in a growth area. 

19. Chambers Hill, Rutherford, Lawnton and Paxtang are in close 

proximity – all are at 50% to 60% of total capacity. 

20. Lower Paxton’s subdivision plans are not very helpful – the numbers 

don’t match up with our known student population from those areas. 

21. West Hanover’s student population could be absorbed by Middle 

Paxton. 

22. In terms of percent utilization of space – the district is using 57% but 

is paying for 100%. 

23. Tri-Community is also in close proximity to the group listed in #19 

(Chambers Hill, Rutherford, Lawnton and Paxtang). 



 
24. Linglestown and Tri-Community have quite a few support 

classrooms. 

25. Looking at the number of support classrooms doesn’t give us the 

whole picture. 

26. West Hanover goes to Central Dauphin Middle School – Why? 

27. Several years ago, 10 of the elementary schools were able to hold the 

entire sixth grade during the construction/renovation of the middle 

schools. 

 


