MCCPTA Comments for 

Restroom Renovation Assessments
Background:  In FY 2007, MCPS initiated a project to repair restrooms in schools throughout the county.  When completed in the summer of 2009, this project will have renovated restrooms at 47 schools not otherwise scheduled for major construction such as a modernization.  In connection with the six-year CIP to be proposed in October 2009, MCPS intends to propose a new phase of the restroom renovation project.  108 schools will be assessed in the coming months.  The result will produce the order in which the schools will be renovated.  The new project likely will spread these renovations over the next 8-10 years.

Comment deadline:  The purpose of our comments will be to provide meaningful input to assist the inspectors in evaluating the next group of 108 schools.  Please provide comments as soon as possible but no later than June 1.  If your comments are available early, send them to your cluster coordinator.  MCCPTA will submit comments periodically to MCPS and will compile a full set of comments for review.  Feel free to add additional comments about the scope of the project.  We will use these comments to guide our advocacy with respect to the upcoming renovations.

Content and structure:  MCPS will evaluate all facilities in each restroom according to the criteria summarized on the attached page.  Consider your comments as a “punch list” for the inspector to consider.  Your comments will be most helpful if they point out the features or issues most relevant to determining the condition of the restrooms at your school.  Your comments may be as comprehensive as you wish, and may address the condition of toilets, urinals, sinks, privacy dividers, mirrors, paper towel dispensers, soap dispensers as well as entry doors, floor tiles, drainage and windows.  Further, to the extent possible, ventilation, air quality and air flow may be included in the comments.  Comments should use the MCPS assessment criteria as much as possible but also note any other factors relevant to setting the order of restrooms to be renovated.  At a minimum, comments should contain the following sections:

1.  Identify the restrooms that are the most heavily used by students, staff or visitors.  

2.  Identify specific areas of concern.  This should include all facilities where a grade of “needs major work” or “needs replacing” is appropriate.  In addition to the quality of the toilet facilities, please comment on ventilation or other health and safety factors.  Identify the specific restrooms by location and fixtures if possible.  

3.  Identify other relevant considerations for scheduling the renovations.  This should include possible or planned additions or other construction at the school.  This also may include ADA access issues, energy use concerns or student safety and security.

4.  Any other comments, if applicable.  You may comment on any other action you would like MCPS to include in this project, even if it does not explicitly fit the criteria.

MCCPTA Restroom Renovation Comment Form
School name:  ______________________

Cluster:  ___________________________

Date:  ______________

Local PTA contact (for follow up questions):

Name: 

 ______________________

1.  Identify the restrooms that are the most heavily used by students, staff or visitors.  

2.  Identify specific areas of concern.  

3.  Identify other relevant considerations for scheduling the renovations.  

4.  Any other comments, if applicable.  

Restroom Assessment Criteria
The restroom renovation project provides repair and rehabilitation of restroom facilities in schools.  The project restores restrooms to working condition, but generally does not address cosmetic appearances or install upgrades such as low-flow toilets or air dryers.  

In order to assess each school, inspectors survey all facilities in the restrooms.  All facilities are to be evaluated using the following numerical scale


4 = Good as new.  Item is in good condition and needs no work.  Facilities are operable, have no rust, no mold and are not leaking. Air quality is good; exhaust fans are working properly. 


3 = Needs work.  Item needs some work that can be repaired with minor efforts.  Facilities are operable but may need minor work such as repairing leaks or tightening fixture mounts.  No rust or mold is present.


2 = Needs major work.  Item needs major work to restore appropriate operation.  Facilities may demonstrate flaws such as significant leaks, cracks, mold, peeling paint, and peeling or cracked grout etc.  In addition, facilities that need to be re-hung or re-installed can qualify in this category. A rating of 2 should be noted for any exhaust systems that are not adequately circulating air or if the air is stale.  


1 = Needs replacing.  Item needs to be replaced.  The facility is either inoperable, has significant rust, or has deteriorated to the point where repair is not feasible.  A rating of 1 should be assessed if exhaust systems are not present or are inoperable; air quality is poor.

