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MMSD by the Numbers:
52 25,003 O oo

SC h OO | S St u e ntS Students Receiving 21 Schools offer dual-language
i i Wi : Special Education immersion

4 Compre.hens.we high schools 2nd Largest in Wisconsin St ices Y

4 Alternative high schools e Bilingual Program

12 Middle schools AAAA®®®

32 Elementary schools i

Black or African American 18%

APAAAAA®®® Economically
7’09 5 APAO®®A®® Disadvantaged
StCI ff Hispanic 26% @
18% Teachers of color ®®®®®®®®®®
30% Staff of color @@@@@@@@@@ English Learners
®BA®A®®
5,000
Volunteers ®®e®e®®B®®® .‘.
A®RARAAA®A®®® l ﬂl
200+ A®RAAAA®A®®®
ARPAARA®A®®® MADISON

METROPOLITAN
SCHOOL DISTRICT

Partnerships

Two or more races 10%
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Why This, Why Now?

Madison’s expected growth of
100,000 people by 2050 and the
City of Madison: “Housing
Forward” plan, which aims to add
15,000 new housing units by 2030.
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100,000

New Neighbors
oy 2050
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Building for the Future Plan will:

e Assess current school attendance areas and MMSD's
district boundary.

e Establish attendance areas where development is
occurring in areas near land owned by MMSD.

e FEvaluate current programs and options.

e Understand what our families value for their child’s
educational experience.
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Student
Density
Fall 2025

Yellow areas indicate
higher student
concentration, while
blue areas indicate
lower concentration.
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Capacity and Utilization

Current & Projected Resident Utilization Rates
(based on current Attendance Areas)

Target Current Projected 2030 Projected 2035
Capacity | Utilization Utilization Utilization
Chavez* 651 80% 80% 77%
Crestwood 441 66% 66% 67%
Elvehjem 546 74% 73%
Emerson 458 68% 58%
Franklin/Randall 798 83% 82%
Gompers 315 59% 54% Utilization Rate
Hawthorne 458 78% 75% (# of Residents / Capacity)
Henderson 494 68%
Huegel 458 No Utilization Rate
Kennedy 531 65%-74%
Lake View 329 = 75%-84%
Lapham/Marquette 709 85%-94%
Leopold 769 = 95%+
Lindbergh 238 = <65%
Lori Mann Carey 384
Lowell 458
Mendota 366
Midvale/Lincoln 1,073
Muir 458
Olson 651
i *
g;ﬁ';ifr: idge igg *Referendum 24 schools
Schenk 421 with updated capacities
Shorewood 420 * % ; ;
StaphanE 546 Potential School Site
Thoreau 439
Van Hise 357
Sprecher** 450

# of Schools <65% 3 9 7.0



Birth Rate Analysis
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Student Yield Factors Used in Study

Student Yield Factors (SYF)
help determine the
forecasted number of
students from new residential
developments. For
single-family detached
homes, the K-12 SYF is 0.203,
which means MMSD could
expect to gain 20 students for
every 100 new single-family
detached homes.

Student Yields from Current Housing

Single-family
detached

Single-family | Apartments

Affordable
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Developments
e 120 projects are currently |

active or planned. o
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12,214 units are included
in the forecast.
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24% of new housing will
be in Franklin Randall ES.

Crestuiood

81% of the units are
apartments.

Development Type:

I Affordable

B Apartment

I single family attached

I single family detached
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Far \j\lest
Region

Change Areas Q,
T, S, Rrezones
non-contiguous
areas of Stephens
to neighborhood
schools.

Change Area O
rezones

non-contiguous
Olson to Anana.

Change Area W

Current Boundary

Communi ty
Middleton

Park st

I

&Il
&

*

&) Olson ES
Extension

[ArealES

ey

D N

T =2, | E
4 :
 owen|
Conservatfon
] Park . ent St
o ) e
~uner Dr %
>
:

S Muir, ES| £ £
&
£ ORI
Van Hise ES
Mineral Point Rd, Miner:

Stephens ES

B - Tok

rezones the Allied
community to
neighborhood
school Orchard \
Ridge.

Change Areas N,
M, and E rezoned
to balance ‘
utilization. \

Schools

Non-neighborhood

School Name

Anana ES
Chavez ES
Crestviood ES

I Extension Area ES
Huegel ES

| Midvale Lincoln ES
Muir ES
Oison ES

Orchard Ridge ES
I shorewood ES
Stephens ES
Thoreau ES
Van Hise ES
Zone Option Crestwood
Stephens ES
) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools
Schools without Language
Immersion
X Potental School Site

Schroeder Rd Odana Hills
Transportation
& Times
Y 2 Orcl
chanana S & .=’-Eiage
& 6 []
X %
Huegel ES 5
T Ar ZoneIO_p!:ion

Crestwood
Stephens ES

Has Island
Zone

Rd

11201t

Lady
Badger Prairie
County Park

Draft Scenario Boundary

Communi ty

Middleton

-
Sclitoeder Rd

______ Odana Hills %

Golf Course_

& i .
Olson ES

Extension

' J
23 Potential Impact Areas

SchoolName
Anana ES
Chavez ES
Crestwood ES
I Extension Area ES

Anana ES

Elver Park

Huegel ES e i e e

I Midvale Lincoln ES |

Muir ES |

Olson ES 1 & 1
Orchard Ridge ES i & & \ G

3

B shorewoodES 000 d=ooD
Thoreau ES

Van Hise ES

2
[
! |
Stephens ES i
#1) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools |
&) Schools without Language 3 Los L LR
Immersion g C
k s (
et

X Potential School Site
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Obse

rvatory Dr

Rd
— e University Ave
Current e
Elderberry R < ~ Randall ES

Chavez
Boundary

Britt
Par

Lake
Wingra

Tumbledown|
Trails Golf Cluf

The current
Chavez

attendance
boundary is

Odana Hills

Midvale|
Lincoln|ES) ]

Olson ES

shown here in
full, with
non-contiguous
areas addressed

Mid Town

Extension

'ArealES]

%

7 Fild Rd

University
Ridge Golf
Course

Zone Option nollwood
ArCresty)od pnservancy
Stephens ES

Huegel ES

»Z

Island Zone

in later slides as
Fricrguryy
art of the Near =Sy
P S (8e) 18) Leopold ES
West draft Chavez ES
scenario. School Name [0 shorewood ES scy R AL_Lacy Rd =it
Anana ES Stephens ES iger Prairie (£ kge 2
[ | Chavez ES Thoreau ES sunty Park > )
[ Crestwood ES Van Hise ES &3 E
I Extension Area ES Zone Option Crestwood K o <
Franklin Randall ES Stephens ES 2 T
Huegel ES 8N £ 2
Leopld ES (£) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools g =
[ Midvale Lincoln ES () Schools without Language 2 w £ Irish Ln
| Muir ES = Immersion ©
| Olson ES X Potential School Site 3
[0 Orchard Ridge ES € £ &
& = o

17



Near
West
Region

Change Area V
creates clean
boundaries
without disrupting
MS/HS feeder
patterns.

Change Area A
rezones island
zone of Chavez
to Leopold.

Change Area

U rezones
non-contiguous
Thoreau to
neighborhood
school Leopold.

Current Boundar

Shorewood ES|

o
Thoreau ES
G

Island Zone

-

School Name
Chavez ES
[ Emerson ES
Franklin Randall ES
B Henderson ES
Lapham Marquette ES
Leopold ES
Lori Mann Carey ES
Lowell ES
I Midvale Lincoln ES
I Shorewood ES
[ Thoreau ES
Van Hise ES ey Rd
#3) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools
() Schools without Language
= Immersion

Y

= wﬁ’lﬁ\‘ Franklin

S
T
“L

(dl)

~ Randall ES

eopold ES

Chavez ES

Transportati
on Times

o

4 s !

g’"{ﬁi Lapham !

b w}hiarqueﬁte ES
?

K-2and 3-5
School Model

Lori Mann
Carey ES .. ..
\\nn‘ DY

5

Non-contiguous
Area

Larsen Rd

Goodland Pa

Draft Scenario Boundary

&/
Index

~—
|

Ly
. :
Madisan
S = W Dayton S L—‘x Park
el 4
P

_ Franklin
-~ Randall ES

Lake
Wingra

%
Thoreau ES

2 Potential Impact Areas
SchoolName

Franklin Randall ES
W Henderson ES

| Lapham Marquette ES

Leopold ES

Lori Mann Carey ES
[ Midvale Lincoln ES
[ shorewood ES

Thoreau ES
() DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools
() Schools without Language

> Immersion

—

N

N

b

2

7%

s

Laphar!]v NG
Marquette |
¢ 5

y

m
1)

997/t

© Yahara River
NN

Lake
Monona

| S

5, LOMT Mann
Carey ES

Goodland Parl
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Nort.h
Region

Change Areas L
and G rezone
non-contiguous
areas to improve
transportation.

Change Area C
zoned to Mendota
to balance
utilization.

Change Areas |
and H zoned to
Gompers to relieve
capacity pressure
at Lake View.

Change Area D
balances utilization
between Lindberg
and Gompers.

Current Boundary

Yahara =

[ov]

(6 =
Gompers ES ~

Imbalanced
Utilization

934 ft jt
‘ MendotalES

936 fMendota
Mental Health
Institute

Lerdahl Park

Island Zone

" 'Hawthorne ES .

Non-contiguous
Area

GMMErCiaT AVE

School Name
I Emerson ES
| Gompers ES
| Hawthorne ES
T Lake View ES
Lapham Marquette ES ,
[ Lindbergh ES
Lowell ES <4
| Mendota ES
N sandburg ES
W Schenk ES
(#2) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools
() Schools without Language
= Immersion

Lowell ES .~
5 2
0 o

Transportation
Times

IS £

Draft Scenario Boundary

Yahara

ommercrat AVe ]

223 Potential Impact Areas
SchoolName
[ Emerson ES
| Gompers ES
Hawthorne ES
W Lake View ES
[0 Lapham Marquette ES
[ Lindbergh ES
Lowell ES
Mendota ES
N sandburg ES
W Schenk ES
(#2) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools
() Schools without Language
) Immersion

Lowell ES .*
g B
« e}
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Far East Current Boundary Draft Scenario Boundary
Region - N —— =
Sprecher QRS - JSEENEE. . Sl BEEES

o u Imbalanced :
Change Areas B =t | vtitization

and F are rezoned
to the potential
Sprecher ES
attendance area to
balance utilization.

Change Areas K
and J rezone
non-contiguous

o { ioﬂri Mann
areas of Lori Mann Carey ES
Carey to
neighborhood :
! Transportation
schools. sportc

Change Area P
aligns with
transportation and .
balances . o @ oubeeep scoos
utilization. iy ‘ e 42

\HendersonES)




Far East
Region -
Without
Sprecher

Current Boundary

Draft Scenario Boundary

Sandburg ES|

Imbalanced
Utilization

Without Sprecher
ES, changes
would likely need
to be made to
Kennedy,
Schenk,
Hawthorne, and
Elvehjem J
Elementary e
Schools to
balance

utilization Transportatio

n Times

Non-contiguou
s Areas .

23 potential Impact Areas

School Name

" I Elvehjem ES

| Hawthone ES
I Henderson ES
I Kennedy ES

| Lori Mann Carey ES
[ Lowell ES

- Sam:lburg ES

DBE/HHBP Schools

( ﬂ Schools without Language
Immersion

Y Potential School Site

\HendersonES)

School Name
I Elvehjem ES

" [ Emerson ES

| Hawthorne ES
I Henderson ES
[ Kennedy ES
[ Lori Mann Carey ES
well ES

#) DLI/DBE/HHBP Schools

@& hools without Language
— Immersion

* Potential School Site

&3

'Henderson|ES




Capacity and Utilization:
Current and Draft Scenario

Using Current Attendance Areas

Target Current
Capacity Utilization

Chavez* 651 80%
Crestwood 441 6%
Elvehjem 546
Emerson 458 68°/o
Franklin/Randall 798 83%
Gompers 315 59%
Hawthorne 458 78%
Henderson 494 68%
Huegel 458

Kennedy 531

Lake View 329

Lapham/Marquette 709

Leopold 769

Lindbergh 238 67%

Lori Mann Carey 384
Lowell 458 67%
Mendota 366 89%
Midvale/Lincoln 1,073 65%

Muir 458 5°/o
Olson 651
Orchard Ridge* 390 65°ﬁ)
Sandburg 458 73%
Schenk 421

Shorewood 420

Stephens 546

Thoreau 439

Van Hise 357

Sprecher** 450

# of Schools <65%
# of Schools at 95%+

Projected 2030 Projected 2035

Utilization
78%
80 %

74°/o

Utilization

77%

67%

73%
58%
82%
54%
i7:5%0

Using Attendance Areas from

Scenario Planning

Current Projected 2030 Projected 2035
Utilization Utilization Utilization
96% 89% 88%

75% 73%
89% 90%

7% 71% 69%
75%



Building for the Future: Timeline

. —

September 28-October _
92026 December 1-18, 2026
Phase? ~ Phase3 Final Boundary
Community ~ Community Option
Input ~ Input
Final
Updated Draft ~ Refined recommendations
Scenarios to ~ Scenarios
include Middle Board engagement
: and vote

Schools







