
Individuals can access copies of documentation provided to the Board to substantiate administrations’ recommendations, i.e. reports, detailed 
information, agreement documents, etc., the Friday before the Board meeting in each school’s office, the Superintendent's office, or on the Governing 
Board’s page of the District’s website. Persons with disabilities may request reasonable accommodations by contacting (623) 237-7136 at least two 
days prior to the meeting. 

GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 40 
Special Meeting of the Governing Board  

May 28, 2020 4:00 p.m. 

Public Notice - Meeting Agenda 
Notice of this meeting has been posted consistent with the requirements of A.R.S. §38-431.02. 

The meeting’s location is the Board Room in the District Office, 7301 North 58th Avenue, Glendale. 
 

The Board reserves the right to change the order of items on the agenda, with the exception of public hearings, which are 
scheduled for a specific time.   At the chair’s discretion, the Board may carry over consideration of any business not concluded 
by 9:00 p.m. to the next regular meeting’s agenda.  Governing Board members and the attorney for the public body may 
participate via telephone conference call if necessary.  The Governing Board reserves the right to convene to executive session 
for the purpose of obtaining legal advice from its attorney for any item listed on the agenda, in person or by telephone, 
pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3). 
 

GOVERNING BOARD COVID-19 MEETING PROCEDURES - UPDATED 
Until further notice, the Glendale Elementary School District Governing Board will be enforcing the Center for Disease 
Control’s health precautionary recommendation limiting all public gatherings to ten people. Reference: Arizona Attorney 
General’s Opinion dated March 13, 2020 Re:  Concerns Relating to Arizona’s Open Meeting Law and COVID-19).   
 
Members of the public can view the meeting livestream via the Glendale Elementary School District’s YouTube Channel:   
https://www.youtube.com/user/glendaleelementary; or can call in to listen to the meeting by telephone at the numbers 
listed below.  Please note members of the public will not be able to participate in the meeting, only to listen in or view the 
livestream.  Community members may email in comments for Call to the Public to calltopublic@gesd40.org up until Noon on 
the day of the meeting, and the comments will be read into the record during the Call to the Public agenda item. 
 
To listen to the Board meeting by telephone, call one of the following numbers: 
 

1 (602) 666-0783 or 1 (408) 418-9388 
Access Code:  960 622 628 

 
Access to call in for the meeting will begin at 3:45 p.m.  Callers will not hear anything until the meeting begins. 

 
GOVERNING BOARD GOALS 

1. Increase Student Achievement 
2. Ensure the District’s Financial Solvency 
3. Attract and Retain Highly Qualified Staff 

DISTRICT GOALS 
Increase Student Achievement  Eliminate the Achievement Gap 

 
 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call 
 

2. Opening Exercises 
a. Adoption of Agenda 
b. Approval of Acting Clerk (if necessary) 
c. Offer of Spanish Interpretation 
d. Moment of Silence  
e. Pledge of Allegiance 
 

3. Call to the Public 
The public is invited to submit comments on any issue within its jurisdiction via email to be read to the Board during Call 
to the Public, subject to reasonable time, place and manner restrictions.  Governing Board members are not permitted to 
discuss or take legal action on matters raised during open call to the public unless the matters are properly noticed for 
discussion and legal action.  However, the law permits Board members to do the following at the conclusion of the open 
call to the public: (a) Respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the Board; (b) Ask staff to review a matter; 
or (c) Ask that a matter be put on a future agenda.   
 
Those wishing to submit comments for Call to the Public may email their comments to calltopublic@gesd40.org up to Noon 
on the meeting date.  The email will be read into the meeting record during the Call to the Public agenda item.   
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4. Study Session 
The Governing Board and Administration will conduct a study session regarding the following topics: 

 
a. Updated Demographic Study 

The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding an update to the Demographic Study. 
 

b. Budget Impacts of Declining Enrollment 
The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding the budget impacts of declining enrollment. 
 

c. Planning for 2020-2021 School Year with COVID-19 
The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding planning for the 2020-2021 school year with 
COVID-19. 

 
5. Consent Agenda 

a. Certified Personnel Report  
It is recommended the Governing Board approve the employments, resignations, retirements, promotions, 
leaves of absence, cancellations of employment, terminations and/or contract renewals of certified 
personnel.  
 

b. Classified Personnel Report 
It is recommended the Governing Board approve the employments, resignations, retirements, promotions, 
leaves of absence, cancellations of employment, and/or terminations of classified personnel. 
 

c. Property, Casualty and Liability Insurance 
It is recommended the Governing Board approve Arizona School Risk Retention Trust’s annual planning 
document renewal premiums, including the Trust administration fee for prepaid legal, property, casualty 
and liability insurance, effective July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021, up to the maximum renewal amount of 
$812,132, as presented. 

 
d. Authorization to Settle Claims up to Deductible Limits 

It is recommended the Governing Board authorize the Assistant Superintendent for Financial and 
Auxiliary Services, or his designee, to approve the settlement and payment of claims up to the deductible 
limits in the insurance policy for fiscal year 2020-2021. 
 

6. Future Meetings and Events 
a. Future Meetings and Agenda Item Requests. 

The Governing Board will review the list of upcoming Board meetings and potential agenda topics. 
Governing Board Members will have the opportunity to request items to be included on future meeting 
agendas for discussion, information and/or action. 

 
7. Summary of Current Events 

a. Superintendent Report 
The Superintendent will present a brief summary of current events. 
 

b. Governing Board Report 
Governing Board Members will present brief summaries of current events, as necessary.  

 
8. Adjournment 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 
STUDY SESSION 

 
 

AGENDA NO:       4.A.        TOPIC:  Updated Demographic Study  
 
SUBMITTED BY:     Mr.  Mike Barragan, Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Business Services  
 
DATE OF REPORT:     May 28, 2020  
 
Study Session: 
 
The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding an update to the Demographic Study. 
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Study Scope
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•Grade level characteristics
•Geographic distribution
•Alternative providers

Enrollment Trends

•Population characteristics
•Household type and age structure
•Housing supply and occupancy rates

Demographic 
Characteristics

•Current development activity
•Housing market conditions
•Future development potential

Residential 
Development 

Impacts

•District
•Sub‐District

Enrollment 
Projections



Planning Geography
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Planning areas or 
“grids” are used 
to compile 
enrollment and 
demographic 
data for 
consistent areas 
over time.

The grids are a 
quarter‐section  
or smaller in size.



40th Day Headcount Enrollment
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K‐8 Enrollment grew by about 19% (2,193 students) between 2000/01 and 2006/07, 
and then fell by 9% (1,225 students) through 2010/11 driven by the impacts of the 
recession and immigration policy.

District enrollment increased by 869 students from 2010/11 through 2013/14 as the 
economy recovered, but since then has lost 2,124 students, driven by competition 
from charter schools and smaller in‐coming kindergarten classes.



Enrollment Grade Cohorts
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Like most areas the enrollment growth during the boom was led by the youngest grade 
cohorts, although the older ones have now caught up as the size of the K‐2 cohort has 
plummeted over the past three years.

The recent declines in the K‐2 cohort are likely a function of lower birth rates during and after 
the recession, the age structure of the population, and competition from charter schools.



Distribution of Students
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The physical 
location of each 
student is used 
to track the 
distribution of 
enrollment over 
time and to 
relate 
demographic 
and housing 
data to student 
generation.



Enrollment Density
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Student density 
varies from very 
low levels, to 
some of the 
highest levels 
found in metro 
Phoenix.

Small, very high 
density areas 
create challenges 
for facility and 
transportation 
planning.
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2010/11 to
2013/14Change in Enrollment -

Enrollment 
growth 
occurred in 
most parts of 
the District 
during the 
economic 
recovery 
period.
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2013/14 to
2019/20Change in Enrollment -

Widespread 
losses have 
occurred over 
the past six 
years caused by 
changing 
demographics 
and the draw of 
charter schools.



Annual Change*
2000 2010 2019 2000-10 2010-19

Population 90,501 97,573 109,104 0.8% 1.2%
Under 5 9.8% 9.3% 8.4% 0.3% 0.1%
5 to 13 15.4% 15.9% 14.8% 1.1% 0.4%
14 to 17 6.0% 6.7% 6.9% 1.9% 1.6%
18 to 21 7.3% 6.7% 6.0% 0.0% -0.1%
22 to 54 46.7% 44.8% 45.3% 0.3% 1.4%
55 to 59 3.8% 4.5% 5.0% 2.6% 2.3%
60 to 74 7.2% 8.2% 9.6% 2.1% 3.1%
75 and up 3.8% 3.8% 4.0% 0.7% 1.8%

Housing Units 33,493 37,623 38,207 1.2% 0.2%
Occupied 93.9% 84.7% 90.8% 0.1% 0.9%
Vacant 6.1% 15.3% 9.2% 10.8% -5.3%

Households 31,435 31,884 34,692 0.1% 0.9%
15 to 24 9.8% 7.6% 6.0% -2.4% -1.5%
25 to 34 22.2% 19.3% 18.7% -1.2% 0.6%
35 to 44 22.4% 21.1% 19.9% -0.4% 0.3%
45 to 54 17.7% 21.2% 22.2% 2.0% 1.4%
55 to 64 11.6% 14.7% 16.9% 2.6% 2.5%
65 to 74 8.7% 8.7% 9.3% 0.1% 1.7%
Over 75 7.5% 7.4% 7.0% 0.1% 0.3%

Population Per 2.88 3.06 3.14 6.3% 0.3%

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990, 2000 and 2010;
               American Community Survey; 2017; Applied Economics, 2019.
* Compound annual rate of change.

Demographic Trends
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44.6% 40.4% 38.6%

25.2% 25.2% 23.2%
Large population 
increase in the 
2000’s, with slow 
growth since 2010. 

Most age groups 
increased 
proportionally 
during the boom, 
while the younger 
groups have lagged 
during the bust and 
recovery.

Recent changes in 
the age profile of 
households is 
weighted toward 
older cohorts.



Birth Rate Trends
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Births per 1,000 people aged 15 to 45 years

Birth rates in Arizona plummeted by 19% during the recession.

The rate stabilized after 2011 and then dropped another 13% over the last four 
years, resulting in 7.1% fewer births (after adjusting for population growth).
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Sources: Arizona Department of Health Services; Applied Economics, 2019.
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Alternative Providers
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Charter School Enrollment
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In 2010/11 area 
charter schools 
enrolled about 2,100 
students, or about 
13.5% of the school‐
age population.

In 2019/20 area 
charter schools 
enrolled about 5,900 
students, or about 
36.6% of the school‐
age population.

3,405

Year # Schools KG 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th Total Change

In District
2010-11 1 82 64    70    51    55    40    54    25    441      
2011-12 1 77 76    74    70    57    52    44    53    27    530      89        
2012-13 1 75 62    75    74    68    49    43    39    41    526      (4)        
2013-14 1 69 70    68    62    68    59    46    36    36    514      (12)      
2014-15 1 68 73    71    72    59    62    51    41    33    530      16        
2015-16 2 116 82    83    80    69    59    59    42    39    629      99        
2016-17 2 94 113  88    94    83    67    60    59    40    698      69        
2017-18 2 117 98    134  96    92    87    82    75    58    839      141      
2018-19 2 112 117  104  110  97    99    104  84    82    909      70        
2019-20* 3 202 276  246  262  226  225  225  218  85    1,963   1,054   

Nearby**
2010-11 6 170  162  154  157  158  144  142  299  276  1,662   
2011-12 6 193  174  177  157  169  161  163  311  307  1,812   150      
2012-13 6 226  207  203  193  149  156  154  331  312  1,931   119      
2013-14 6 243  240  195  183  196  163  157  316  324  2,017   86        
2014-15 7 245  250  235  223  199  230  159  308  321  2,170   153      
2015-16 9 362  285  302  272  284  236  262  441  455  2,899   729      
2016-17 9 344  357  310  306  285  292  272  517  428  3,111   212      
2017-18 9 317  352  345  316  337  298  334  550  512  3,361   250      
2018-19 10 474  400  386  390  367  396  325  512  534  3,784   423      
2019-20* 10 412  453  386  407  395  397  393  552  578  3,973   189      

Total
2010-11 7 252  226  224  208  213  184  196  324  276  2,103   
2011-12 7 270  250  251  227  226  213  207  364  334  2,342   239      
2012-13 7 301  269  278  267  217  205  197  370  353  2,457   115      
2013-14 7 312  310  263  245  264  222  203  352  360  2,531   74        
2014-15 8 313  323  306  295  258  292  210  349  354  2,700   169      
2015-16 11 478  367  385  352  353  295  321  483  494  3,528   828      
2016-17 11 438  470  398  400  368  359  332  576  468  3,809   281      
2017-18 11 434  450  479  412  429  385  416  625  570  4,200   391      
2018-19 12 586  517  490  500  464  495  429  596  616  4,693   493      
2019-20* 13 614  729  632  669  621  622  618  770  663  5,936   1,243   

Source: Arizona Department of Education; Applied Economics, 2019.
* 2019-20 ADM
** Charter schools located within approximately one mile of the District's boundaries.



Residential Development
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Permitted Housing Units by Type

571 new units were permitted in the last 10 years (1.5% of inventory).

Development has generally been in small subdivisions. The spike in production in 
2017/18 was due to the rapid development at Alice Park.

Increases in activity are expected over the next three to four years.
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Residential Potential
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Housing Units by Type and Timeline for Development

Most of the 1,600‐unit long term (10+ years) potential is multifamily.

There is potential for about 3,100 additional housing units in active/infill 
projects and those that could begin construction over the next 10 years.



Development Potential
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Most of the 
identified 
potential is 
located in the 
western 
portion of the 
District.

Some of the 
land now 
planned as 
multifamily 
could be 
changed to 
single family 
use.



Development Timing
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Major builders 
are opening 
three new 
subdivisions  
totaling about 
260 lots.

About 200 
units in two 
apartment 
projects are to 
be started 
within the 
next year.



Year Population Total Units Total
Single 
Family

Multi-
family Occ Rate Households Pop/HH

2010/11 97,573 37,623 51 19 32 84.7% 31,884 3.060
2011/12 101,192 37,675 52 48 4 87.5% 32,966 3.070
2012/13 101,162 37,761 86 86 0 87.0% 32,852 3.079
2013/14 102,887 37,849 88 87 1 88.0% 33,307 3.089
2014/15 106,765 37,867 18 16 2 91.0% 34,459 3.098
2015/16 105,992 37,895 28 28 0 90.0% 34,106 3.108
2016/17 106,644 37,928 33 33 0 90.2% 34,211 3.117
2017/18 107,342 37,994 66 14 52 90.4% 34,347 3.125
2018/19 108,327 38,136 142 142 0 90.6% 34,551 3.135
2019/20 109,104 38,207 71 71 0 90.8% 34,692 3.145
2020/21 110,815 38,663 456 248 208 91.0% 35,183 3.150
2021/22 112,126 38,907 244 244 0 91.2% 35,483 3.160
2022/23 113,322 39,162 255 113 142 91.4% 35,794 3.166
2023/24 114,235 39,359 197 15 182 92.0% 36,210 3.155
2024/25 114,170 39,423 64 36 28 92.0% 36,269 3.148
2025/26 114,234 39,522 99 91 8 92.0% 36,360 3.142
2026/27 114,398 39,658 136 118 18 92.0% 36,485 3.135
2027/28 114,612 39,832 174 96 78 92.0% 36,645 3.128
2028/29 114,571 39,902 70 48 22 92.0% 36,710 3.121

2017/18-2022/23 1,223 691 532 1,659
2022/23-2027/28 543 389 154 500

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding indicates actuals.

New Units

Demographic Projections
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Housing additions 
likely to increase over 
the next 3 or 4 years, 
then return to current 
levels.

Population per 
household expected 
to decline slightly as 
the population 
continues to age.



School-Age Pop. & Enrollment
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The current net 
difference 
between school‐
age population 
and enrollment  is 
about 4,700 
persons resulting 
in an enrollment‐
population ratio 
of 71.0%.

Based on trends over the past 10 years, 
the enrollment‐population ratio is likely to 
decline to about 62% by 2028/29.

School-Age Population * K-8 Enrollment Net Enrollment -
Year Households Total Per Household Total Per Household Difference Population Ratio

2010/11 31,884   15,509 0.486 12,704 0.398 2,805     81.9%
2011/12 32,966   16,153 0.490 13,193 0.400 2,960     81.7%
2012/13 32,852   16,262 0.495 13,288 0.404 2,974     81.7%
2013/14 33,307   16,654 0.500 13,573 0.408 3,081     81.5%
2014/15 34,459   17,003 0.493 13,527 0.393 3,476     79.6%
2015/16 34,106   16,608 0.487 13,217 0.388 3,391     79.6%
2016/17 34,211   16,440 0.481 13,038 0.381 3,402     79.3%
2017/18 34,347   16,288 0.474 12,559 0.366 3,729     77.1%
2018/19 34,551   16,170 0.468 11,904 0.345 4,266     73.6%
2019/20 34,692   16,128 0.465 11,449 0.330 4,679     71.0%
2020/21 35,183   16,030 0.456 11,127 0.316 4,903     69.4%
2021/22 35,483   16,005 0.451 10,857 0.306 5,148     67.8%
2022/23 35,794   15,983 0.447 10,603 0.296 5,380     66.3%
2023/24 36,210   16,007 0.442 10,367 0.286 5,640     64.8%
2024/25 36,269   15,872 0.438 10,143 0.280 5,729     63.9%
2025/26 36,360   15,752 0.433 9,877 0.272 5,875     62.7%
2026/27 36,485   15,648 0.429 9,749 0.267 5,899     62.3%
2027/28 36,645   15,559 0.425 9,638 0.263 5,921     61.9%
2028/29 36,710   15,429 0.420 9,542 0.260 5,887     61.8%

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
* Population age 5 through 13, corresponds with Kindergarten through 8th grade.
Bolding Indicates Actuals



School-Age Pop. & Enrollment
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Enrollment Scenarios
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The low scenario 
assumes the E‐P ratio 
drops 1% per year 
faster than expected.

The high scenario 
assumes that the 
rate of decline in the 
E‐P ratio will drop to 
the 10‐year average 
rate, which is lower 
than the last five 
years.

Total EP Ratio Scenario Enrollment Change
Fall Low Mid High Low Mid High

2010/11 12,704 12,704 12,704
2011/12 13,193 13,193 13,193 489 489 489
2012/13 13,288 13,288 13,288 95 95 95
2013/14 13,573 13,573 13,573 285 285 285
2014/15 13,527 13,527 13,527 -46 -46 -46
2015/16 13,217 13,217 13,217 -310 -310 -310
2016/17 13,038 13,038 13,038 -179 -179 -179
2017/18 12,559 12,559 12,559 -479 -479 -479
2018/19 11,904 11,904 11,904 -655 -655 -655
2019/20 11,449 11,449 11,449 -455 -455 -455
2020/21 11,018 11,127 11,239 -431 -322 -210
2021/22 10,642 10,857 11,075 -376 -270 -164
2022/23 10,286 10,603 10,922 -356 -254 -153
2023/24 9,957 10,367 10,788 -329 -236 -134
2024/25 9,643 10,143 10,660 -314 -224 -128
2025/26 9,296 9,877 10,487 -347 -266 -173
2026/27 9,085 9,749 10,455 -211 -128 -32
2027/28 8,892 9,638 10,439 -193 -111 -16
2028/29 8,715 9,542 10,437 -177 -96 -2
2021/22-2028/29 -2,734 -1,907 -1,012

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding indicates actuals.



Projected Enrollment by Cohort
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K‐8 enrollment is 
forecast to decline 
throughout the 
projection period.

Long term 
stabilization, or even 
increases in 
enrollment are 
possible based on 
turnover of existing 
households and the 
characteristics of 
households entering 
the District.

Enrollment by Level K-8 Percent Share of Enrollment
Year K-3 4-8 Enrollment Change K-3 4-8

2010/11 5,939 6,765 12,704 -2.5% 46.7% 53.3%
2011/12 6,207 6,986 13,193 3.8% 47.0% 53.0%
2012/13 6,287 7,001 13,288 0.7% 47.3% 52.7%
2013/14 6,326 7,247 13,573 2.1% 46.6% 53.4%
2014/15 6,204 7,323 13,527 -0.3% 45.9% 54.1%
2015/16 5,913 7,304 13,217 -2.3% 44.7% 55.3%
2016/17 5,696 7,342 13,038 -1.4% 43.7% 56.3%
2017/18 5,259 7,300 12,559 -3.7% 41.9% 58.1%
2018/19 4,934 6,970 11,904 -5.2% 41.4% 58.6%
2019/20 4,785 6,664 11,449 -3.8% 41.8% 58.2%
2020/21 4,662 6,465 11,127 -2.8% 41.9% 58.1%
2021/22 4,663 6,194 10,857 -2.4% 42.9% 57.1%
2022/23 4,613 5,990 10,603 -2.3% 43.5% 56.5%
2023/24 4,564 5,803 10,367 -2.2% 44.0% 56.0%
2024/25 4,458 5,685 10,143 -2.2% 44.0% 56.0%
2025/26 4,393 5,484 9,877 -2.6% 44.5% 55.5%
2026/27 4,386 5,363 9,749 -1.3% 45.0% 55.0%
2027/28 4,404 5,234 9,638 -1.1% 45.7% 54.3%
2028/29 4,432 5,110 9,542 -1.0% 46.4% 53.6%
Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding Indicates Actuals.
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Projected Enrollment by Cohort



Attendance Areas
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Planning area 
projections are 
aggregated by 
attendance area 
and adjusted for 
open enrollment 
to develop 
projections by 
school. 



Projected Enrollment by School
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The differences between enrollment by attendance area and enrollment by school show a 
great deal of consistency over time.

All but one or two schools are likely to experience declining enrollment over the next five 
years with more stable conditions after that.

Actual Projected Change
School 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 '13-'19 '19-'24 '24-'28

American 786  776  779  712  699 672 602 578 633 618 596 589 580 586 603 598 -184 -13 9
Bicentennial South 613  653  586  569  518 466 482 474 492 485 486 480 478 484 489 499 -131 -2 19
Bicentennial North 819  820  797  792  789 695 666 646 613 595 588 589 564 570 558 551 -153 -77 -38
Burton 786  794  767  732  673 649 591 553 543 528 529 516 502 490 481 473 -195 -75 -43
Coyote Ridge 918  872  807  818  753 732 726 718 713 721 700 700 690 688 680 680 -192 -26 -20
Desert Garden 730  698  706  729  656 615 557 539 531 518 501 491 481 479 479 479 -173 -66 -12
Challenger 673  666  633  677  734 682 694 695 660 647 628 610 581 559 536 515 21 -84 -95
Desert Spirit 901  912  910  907  896 802 738 721 681 636 620 607 595 600 600 587 -163 -131 -20
Discovery 754  738  766  742  730 674 647 630 594 588 552 532 511 497 482 481 -107 -115 -51
Horizon 836  861  864  845  854 809 836 754 721 710 704 695 678 675 655 651 0 -141 -44
Imes 542  538  506  503  516 557 498 474 464 456 440 424 412 402 394 388 -44 -74 -36
Landmark 750  810  805  733  768 699 723 676 641 616 604 577 560 552 551 548 -27 -146 -29
Jack 917  813  776  760  692 618 624 621 609 606 589 577 567 563 563 564 -293 -47 -13
Mensendick 999  994  977  934  917 871 824 793 779 744 739 718 701 672 658 636 -175 -106 -82
Sine 673  669  674  750  626 602 510 442 429 411 408 406 405 399 393 388 -163 -104 -18
Smith 924  924  861  916  811 838 761 835 806 778 751 743 712 684 674 673 -163 -18 -70
Sunset Vista 899  940  944  867  866 857 897 918 888 886 872 829 800 789 782 771 -2 -68 -58
Other 53  49  59  52  61 66 73 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 20 -13 0

TOTAL 13,573 13,527 13,217 13,038 12,559 11,904 11,449 11,127 10,857 10,603 10,367 10,143 9,877 9,749 9,638 9,542 -2,124 -1,306 -601

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
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The school‐age population of the District is falling, and 
enrollment in charter schools is increasing, resulting in steady 
declines in District enrollment that are likely to persist.

The amount of current residential construction, and the 
potential for new residential development in the future is not 
sufficient to offset the factors reducing enrollment.

Future enrollment is likely to be impacted by additional charter 
schools, or the expansion of existing ones, so marketing and 
program choice will continue to be important to the District.

The community is positioned for increased redevelopment 
activity in the future, but the impact of this activity may not 
have a significant impact on the school‐age population.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
  
The purpose of this Demographic and Enrollment Analysis for the Glendale Elementary School District 
(District) is to identify current and historic demographic, development and enrollment trends, and to 
anticipate future trends to create District-level and sub-District enrollment projections by grade through 
2028/29. The Demographic and Enrollment Analysis for the 2018/19 school year incorporates updated 
information on enrollment, housing and occupancy rates, household and population characteristics and 
residential development.  The following is a summary of major findings. 
 

• Total Kindergarten through 8th grade (K-8) enrollment on the 40th day of school in the 
2019/20 year was 11,449 students, down 455 students (3.8 percent) from 2018/19. This 
represents the sixth consecutive year of decline following three-year growth period from 
2011/12 through 2013/14. Enrollment levels have been inconsistent, with periods of modest 
growth and decline, resulting in a net loss of about 2,500 students since peaking at roughly 
13,900 in 2006/07. Heavy losses between 2007/08 and 2010/11 were driven by poor economic 
conditions after the collapse of the housing market. District enrollment reached a low of 12,700 
students in 2010/11 following four consecutive years of decline. A short-lived period of 
increasing enrollment that began in 2011/12 ended in 2014/15. Current K-8 enrollment is now 
below 2000/01 levels. 
  

• Despite increasing occupancy rates and a modest amount of new construction activity in the 
District, the number of in-coming Kindergarteners continues to be impacted by the below 
average birth rates that began during the recession. This trend is likely to continue for several 
more years. The lagged effects of lower birth rates during the recession and the impact of 
increased competition from alternative education providers is evidenced by the significant 
decline in K-2 enrollment since 2014/15. The older cohorts generally follow the K-2 trends in 
succession, which explains the recent declines in the 3-5 and 6-8 cohorts; enrollment in the 6-8 
cohort declined this year for the first time since a slight drop occurred in 2014/15.  
 

• Enrollment is fairly evenly distributed throughout the residential areas of the District, although 
about 66 percent of in-District students reside west of Grand Avenue. This is primarily due to a 
higher concentration of multifamily and higher-density single family housing in this area. 
Lower concentrations of enrollment in the northeast part of the District may be due in part to 
increased competition from charter schools.  About 560 enrolled students (4.7 percent) reside 
outside District boundaries. This is down significantly from the 720 out-of-District students 
that were enrolled in 2016/17, but relatively similar to the number of out-of-District students 
that were enrolled last year. 
 

• Enrollment declines during the past five years were widespread throughout the District but 
concentrated in the grids east of Grand Avenue and south of Glendale Avenue. This new 
pattern is likely due to the numerous charter schools that are located just outside of the 
District’s southern border; these schools have recently experienced significant K-8 enrollment 
growth, a topic that will be discussed later in this report. The small number of grids that saw an 
increase in enrollment since 2013/14 are more numerous in the eastern half of the District, 
where there has tended to be less competition from alternative providers.   
 

• Between 2000 and 2010, Census data on the age of householders shows declines in the age 
categories that drive elementary enrollment (25 to 34 and 35 to 44) and growth in the 45 to 54 
age group, which drives secondary enrollment; these trends have continued into 2018 and the 
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share of householders over 55 years has increased considerably. The highest annual growth rate 
in the past eight years was in householders aged 55 to 64 years, which is indicative of the 
aging-in-place that is occurring in many neighborhoods within the District.   
 

• In the 2018/19 school year there were two charter schools serving K-8 students within the 
District and an additional 10 charter schools operating within a mile of District boundaries. In 
total, these 12 schools enroll nearly 4,700 K-8 students. A new charter school, Academy of 
Math and Science Glendale, is under construction in the District (45th Avenue and Glendale) 
and is currently enrolling Kindergarten through 7th grade students for the 2019/20 school year. 
Charter school enrollment in 2018/19 totaled nearly 4,700 students, which represents a 74 
percent increase over the 2,700 students enrolled in 2014/15. This dramatic increase is largely 
due to the opening of three new nearby schools in 2015/16 (Ethos Academy, Academy of Math 
and Science Camelback and Western School of Science and Technology) and another this year 
(Edison School of Innovation); together, these four schools enrolled nearly1,900 K-8 students 
in 2018/19.  
 

• Residential development in the District has been modest during the past ten years, which is 
typical of a mature area that is mostly built-out. Fewer than 600 net new housing units were 
added during the decade, or less than 60 per year and single family housing accounted for 84 
percent of all units added.  
 

• The identified residential potential in the District is estimated to be less than 5,000 units. Only 
about 40 percent of the total potential is for single family housing, due to the lack of available 
land for development. Multifamily housing has not been a major contributor to new housing in 
recent years, but there is significant long-term future potential. Residential development is 
expected to surge in the next year and remain strong for another three years as several new 
single family subdivisions and multifamily projects enter production. Single family growth is 
expected to slow in the middle of the projection period while multifamily remains active. 
Housing production in the last half of the projection period is expected to be somewhat higher 
than in recent years, but still limited. 
 

• Projections of the District’s school-age population and enrollment-population (EP) ratio 
suggest that enrollment will decline by an average of 260 students per year during the first five-
year period (through 2024/25); losses are expected to continue during the second four years of 
the projection period, but at a slower rate (with declines averaging about 150 students per year). 
Overall, the projections result in a net decrease of about 1,900 students over the next nine years 
for enrollment totaling 9,542 students by 2028/29, which represents a 16.7 percent decline in 
enrollment from current levels. 
 

• Small-area projections indicate declines in enrollment in every attendance area, except 
Bicentennial South, over the next five years; substantial declines (over 20 percent) are 
projected in the Discovery, Horizon and Sine areas during this period. Overall, enrollment in 
nine of the 17 attendance areas is projected to decline by 10 percent or more by 2024/25. 
Losses moderate during the second 5-year period and two attendance areas are expected to see 
minor enrollment gains (American and Bicentennial South); four of the 17 attendance areas are 
projected to have enrollment losses of 10 percent or more during the second half of the period. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
  
The demographic and enrollment analysis for the Glendale Elementary School District (District) 
incorporates information on current and historic enrollment, housing occupancy rates and residential 
development and demographic characteristics into 10-year enrollment projections. The District is split 
into 75 sub-areas, or grids, as shown in Map 1.  Most of the grids are quarter-sections of approximately 
160 acres each, except along Grand Avenue and the Grand Canal in the southwestern corner of the 
District where the quarter-sections are split diagonally. Four other quarter-sections are also split in order 
to coincide with attendance area boundaries.   
 
In addition to the District-wide enrollment forecasts, this report includes enrollment projections at the grid 
level. These small-area projections provide sufficient detail to support facility and attendance area 
planning activities and are developed by combining the location of current students by grid with the 
expected number of housing additions and the students generated from that new housing. 

MAP 1 
DISTRICT LOCATION AND PLANNING GEOGRAPHY 
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The balance of this report is separated into four sections: Existing Conditions, Residential Development, 
District-Level Projections, and Sub-District Projections. Section 2, Existing Conditions, provides a 
historical context for interpreting the current District enrollment levels and a detailed review of student 
distribution by grade and geography. 
 
Section 3, Residential Development, presents information on current construction activity, vacancy rates 
and the potential future supply of new housing by unit type. It provides housing growth forecasts using 
estimates of construction timing based on current activity, ownership and zoning status of vacant land 
available for residential development. 
 
District-level enrollment projections are provided in Section 4. These projections are created by 
combining the expected residential housing additions with the existing District population, accounting for 
regional and local trends in socioeconomic conditions.  
 
Section 5, Sub-District Projections, describes the anticipated change in enrollment within the District 
based on factors, such as additions to housing inventory, occupancy rates and population per household 
trends. These projections are created by combining the grid location of current students in the District 
with the expected number of housing additions, the school-age persons generated from them, and the 
likely share of those persons that will attend a District school. The small-area projections are aggregated 
by current attendance area in order to provide baseline projections, but they can also be summed to 
examine alternative attendance areas. These projections are then adjusted to predict enrollment by school 
based on the current relationship between where students live and where they attend school. 
 
The information and observations contained in this report are based on our present knowledge of the land 
use and development patterns of the area under analysis, the current physical and socioeconomic 
conditions of the affected areas, and regional forecasts. Estimates and projections made in this report are 
based on hypothetical assumptions. However, even if the assumptions outlined in this report occur, there 
will usually be differences between the estimates and projections and the actual results because events 
and circumstances frequently do not occur precisely as expected. Applied Economics is under no 
obligation to update this report for events occurring after the date of its release. 
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MAP 2 
GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN DISTRICT SCHOOLS 
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Map 3 normalizes the distribution of the student point data by showing the number of students in each 
grid. The lowest levels of enrollment density are found in the industrial areas along Grand Avenue and on 
both sides of Northern Avenue in the western half of the District. The highest enrollment levels per grid 
are generally located west of Grand Avenue, in the residential areas between 59th and 67th Avenues, 
although two pockets of strong enrollment are located along Grand Avenue, in the southernmost and 
northernmost corners of the District. 
 

MAP 3 
CURRENT ENROLLMENT PER GRID 
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The change in enrollment by grid between 2010/11 and 2013/14 is illustrated in Map 4. It shows a widely 
scattered mix of enrollment gains and losses throughout the District. Map 5 shows the change in 
enrollment by grid since 2013/14. Unlike the previous period, enrollment declines during the past five 
years were widespread throughout the District but concentrated in the grids east of Grand Avenue and 
south of Glendale Avenue. This new pattern is likely due to the numerous charter schools that are located 
just outside of the District’s southern border; these schools have recently experienced significant K-8 
enrollment growth, a topic that will be discussed later in this report. The small number of grids that saw 
an increase in enrollment since 2013/14 are more numerous in the eastern half of the District, where there 
has tended to be less competition from alternative providers. 
 

MAP 4 
CHANGE IN ENROLLMENT: 2010/11 – 2013/14 
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MAP 5 
CHANGE IN ENROLLMENT: 2013/14 – 2019/20 
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2.2 DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS 
 

Table 1 contains Census data on population and housing in the District for 2000 and 2010, along with 
estimates for 2018. Understanding changes in the population, age distribution, ethnic composition and 
housing characteristics can help explain recent enrollment trends, as well as predict future changes. The 
changes between 2010 and 2018 may be slightly smaller by comparison, but they reinforce trends 
revealed by the data from the previous Census. The percentage change from 2000 to 2010 and 2010 to 
2018 is shown as a compound annual rate so that growth can be compared between the two time periods. 
 

TABLE 1 
DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS 

2000 Census 2010 Census 2018 Estimate Change 2000-2010   Change 2010-2018
Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent* Total Percent*

Population
Total 90,501 100.0% 97,573 100.0% 108,327 100.0% 7,072 0.8% 10,754 1.3%
By Race & Ethnicity:
White 45,253 50.0% 32,358 33.2% 35,565 32.8% -12,895 -3.3% 3,207 1.2%
African American 5,415 6.0% 7,419 7.6% 9,307 8.6% 2,004 3.2% 1,888 2.9%
Native American 1,887 2.1% 1,702 1.7% 1,512 1.4% -185 -1.0% -190 -1.5%
Asian 1,775 2.0% 3,284 3.4% 4,193 3.9% 1,509 6.3% 909 3.1%
Hispanic 36,066 39.9% 52,671 54.0% 57,599 53.2% 16,605 3.9% 4,928 1.1%
Other 105 0.1% 139 0.1% 151 0.1% 34 2.9% 12 1.0%
By Age:
Under 5 8,860 9.8% 9,100 9.3% 9,093 8.4% 240 0.3% -7 0.0%
5 to 13 13,961 15.4% 15,509 15.9% 16,185 14.9% 1,548 1.1% 676 0.5%
14 to 17 5,451 6.0% 6,554 6.7% 7,567 7.0% 1,103 1.9% 1,013 1.8%
18 to 21 6,563 7.3% 6,545 6.7% 6,394 5.9% -18 0.0% -151 -0.3%
22 to 54 42,252 46.7% 43,729 44.8% 49,034 45.3% 1,477 0.3% 5,305 1.4%
55 to 59 3,439 3.8% 4,436 4.5% 5,417 5.0% 997 2.6% 981 2.5%
60 to 74 6,500 7.2% 7,975 8.2% 10,448 9.6% 1,475 2.1% 2,473 3.4%
75 and up 3,475 3.8% 3,725 3.8% 4,188 3.9% 250 0.7% 463 1.5%

Housing Units
Total 33,493 100.0% 37,623 100.0% 38,136 100.0% 4,130 1.2% 513 0.2%

Occupied 31,435 93.9% 31,884 84.7% 34,551 90.6% 449 0.1% 2,667 1.0%
   Owner 16,620 49.6% 15,789 42.0% 15,204 39.9% -831 -0.5% -585 -0.5%
   Renter 14,815 44.2% 16,095 42.8% 19,347 50.7% 1,280 0.8% 3,252 2.3%
Vacant 2,058 6.1% 5,739 15.3% 3,585 9.4% 3,681 10.8% -2,154 -5.7%
By Unit Type:
Single Family 20,260 60.5% 22,890 60.8% 23,344 61.2% 2,630 1.2% 454 0.2%
Multifamily 13,233 39.5% 14,733 39.2% 14,792 38.8% 1,500 1.1% 59 0.0%

Households
Total 31,435 100.0% 31,884 100.0% 34,551 100.0% 449 0.1% 2,667 1.0%

By Age of Householder:
15 to 24 3,085 9.8% 2,410 7.6% 2,089 6.0% -675 -2.4% -321 -1.8%
25 to 34 6,972 22.2% 6,148 19.3% 6,462 18.7% -824 -1.2% 314 0.6%
35 to 44 7,040 22.4% 6,738 21.1% 6,864 19.9% -302 -0.4% 126 0.2%
45 to 54 5,550 17.7% 6,761 21.2% 7,656 22.2% 1,211 2.0% 895 1.6%
55 to 64 3,640 11.6% 4,692 14.7% 5,847 16.9% 1,052 2.6% 1,155 2.8%
65 to 74 2,740 8.7% 2,763 8.7% 3,204 9.3% 23 0.1% 441 1.9%
Over 75 2,345 7.5% 2,372 7.4% 2,429 7.0% 27 0.1% 57 0.3%
Population Per 2.88 3.06 3.14 0.18 0.6% 0.08 0.3%

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2000 and 2010; Applied Economics, 2019.
* Annual compound rate of change.



 11

Population growth in the 1990’s was largely due to the revitalization of downtown Glendale, rather than 
the construction of new housing. Improved occupancy rates continued in the early-to-mid 2000s, but then 
declined dramatically in the last few years of the decade, following the collapse of the housing market. In 
total, the District’s population grew by nearly 7,100 people from 2000 to 2010, equating to an annual 
growth rate of 0.8 percent, compared to 1.3 percent annual growth from 2000 to 2018. Between 2010 and 
2018 the occupancy rate improved dramatically (from 85 to 91 percent), resulting in a higher annual 
growth rate and the addition of nearly 10,800 residents.  
 
The age distribution of the population remained relatively stable between 2000 and 2010, with slight 
decreases in the 22 to 54 year old population as a share of total population, and increases in the 55 to 74 
year old cohort. This can be attributed to the disproportionate effect of the economic collapse on younger 
householders. Between 2010 and 2018, lower recession-era birth rates resulted in virtually no growth in 
the population under 5 years and the school-age (5 to 13 years) population. Overall, the share of the 
population that is 13 years or younger dropped from 25 to 23 percent between 2010 and 2018, which is a 
significant factor impacting future District enrollment. The fastest growing segment between 2010 and 
2018 was the population over 54 years, suggesting aging-in-place of existing homeowners. Despite 
limited growth in the younger cohorts, population per household increased from 2.88 to 3.06 between 
2000 and 2010, and increased further in 2018, to 3.14.  
 
Between 2000 and 2010, more than 4,100 housing units were added to the inventory, equating to a 
compound annual growth rate of 1.2 percent. Between 2010 and 2018, however, the annual growth rate 
dropped to 0.2 percent with the addition of just 513 units. The mix of single and multifamily units has 
remained relatively unchanged during this time period; in fact, the District has maintained about a 60/40 
split between single family and multifamily units over the past 18 years.  
 
Between 2000 and 2010, Census data on the age of householders shows declines in the age categories that 
drive elementary enrollment (25 to 34 and 35 to 44) and growth in the 45 to 54 age group, which drives 
secondary enrollment; these trends have continued into 2018 and the share of householders over 55 years 
has increased considerably. The highest annual growth rate in the past eight years was in householders 
aged 55 to 64 years, which is indicative of the aging-in-place that is occurring in many neighborhoods 
within the District.  
 
While rental units turn over more frequently, they usually maintain a similar householder profile from one 
tenant to the next. Although owner-occupied units tend to turnover less frequently, the lower mobility 
rates that resulted from the recession may have held older homeowners in place even longer, leading to 
enrollment declines in some areas. In the long-term, there is potential for increased housing turnover and 
some regeneration of the school-age population, however, these population changes happen much more 
slowly than those that result from new construction, and hence have a lesser impact on short-term 
enrollment levels. 
 

2.3 ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROVIDERS 
 

Public school districts face increasing competition for students from charter and private schools, as well 
as from neighboring public school districts through open enrollment policies. In the 2018/19 school year 
there were two charter schools serving K-8 students within the District and an additional 10 charter 
schools operating within a mile of District boundaries, as listed on Table 2. In total, these 12 schools 
enroll nearly 4,700 K-8 students. A new charter school, Academy of Math and Science Glendale, is under 
construction in the District (45th Avenue and Glendale) and is currently enrolling Kindergarten through 7th 
grade students for the 2019/20 school year. The largest nearby schools are the Academy of Math and 
Science Camelback (1,140 K-8 students) and Imagine Cortez Park, which enrolled nearly 800 students 
between its elementary and middle campuses at the beginning of the 2018/19 school year.  



 12

 
TABLE 2 

ENROLLMENT IN LOCAL NON-DISTRICT SCHOOLS 

 
 

 
  

Charter Schools:
Total

School Name Address City Zip Grades K-8* 
Charter Schools - In District
Camelback Academy 7634 W. Camelback Road Glendale 85303 KG-8th 555
Ethos Academy 8840 N. 43rd Avenue Glendale 85302 KG-8th 354
Academy of Math and Science Glendale 4520 W. Glendale Avenue Glendale 85301 KG-7th ---
Total In-District 909
Charter Schools - Nearby**
ACCLAIM Academy 7624 W. Indian School Road Phoenix 85033 KG-8th 380
Academy of Math and Science Camelback 6633 W. Camelback Road Phoenix 85033 KG-8th 1,143
Imagine Cortez Park Elementary 3535 W. Dunlap Avenue Phoenix 85051 KG-5th 556
Imagine Cortez Park Middle 3535 W. Dunlap Avenue Phoenix 85051 6th-8th 240
North Pointe Preparatory 10215 N. 43rd Avenue Phoenix 85051 7th-12th 243
Westland School 4141 N. 67th Avenue Phoenix 85033 KG-12th 201
Westland School Brighton Campus 8632 W. Northern Avenue Glendale 85305 KG-12th 217
Great Hearts Academies- Maryvale Prep 6301 W. Indian School Road Phoenix 85033 KG-8th 414
Western School of Science and Technology 6515 W. Indian School Road Phoenix 85033 7th-12th 207
Edison School of Innovation (New) 8340 W. Northern Avenue Glendale 85305 KG-8th 183
Total Neaby 3,784
Grand Total 4,693
Source: Arizona Department of Education; Applied Economics, 2019.
* 2018-19 ADM
** Charter schools located within approximately one mile of the District's boundaries.
*** Opening 2019/20.

Private Schools:
Total

School Name Address City Zip Grades K-8
Private Schools - In District
Grace Lutheran School 5600 W. Palmaire Avenue Glendale 85301 KG-8th 103
Our Lady Of Perpetual Help 7521 N. 57th Avenue Glendale 85301 KG-8th 256
Total In-District 359
Private Schools - Nearby*
Glenview Adventist Academy 6801 N. 43rd Avenue Phoenix 85019 KG-8th 119
St Louis The King School 4331 W. Maryland Avenue Glendale 85301 KG-8th 230
Total Nearby 349
Grand total 708
Source: NCES Private School Universe Survey (PSS), 2015-16 Data, 2019; Applied Economics 2019.
* Private schools located within approximately one mile of the District's boundaries.
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In the 2015/16 school year (the most recent data available) there were two private K-8 schools located in 
the District, with about 360 students, and another two within a mile of District boundaries that enroll an 
additional 350 students. The largest of these private schools are Our Lady of Perpetual Help and St. Louis 
The King, with 2015/16 enrollment of more than 200 students each. 
 
Table 3 shows the charter enrollment by grade since 2010/11. Charter school enrollment in 2018/19 
totaled nearly 4,700 students, which represents a 74 percent increase over the 2,700 students enrolled in 
2014/15. This dramatic increase is largely due to the opening of three new nearby schools in 2015/16 
(Ethos Academy, Academy of Math and Science Camelback and Western School of Science and 
Technology) and another this year (Edison School of Innovation); together, these four schools enrolled 
nearly1,900 K-8 students in 2018/19. 
 

TABLE 3 
HISTORIC ENROLLMENT IN LOCAL CHARTER SCHOOLS BY GRADE 

 

 

Year # Schools KG 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th Total Change

In District
2010-11 1 82 64    70    51    55    40    54    25    441      
2011-12 1 77 76    74    70    57    52    44    53    27    530      89        
2012-13 1 75 62    75    74    68    49    43    39    41    526      (4)        
2013-14 1 69 70    68    62    68    59    46    36    36    514      (12)      
2014-15 1 68 73    71    72    59    62    51    41    33    530      16        
2015-16 2 116 82    83    80    69    59    59    42    39    629      99        
2016-17 2 94 113  88    94    83    67    60    59    40    698      69        
2017-18 2 117 98    134  96    92    87    82    75    58    839      141      
2018-19* 2 112 117  104  110  97    99    104  84    82    909      70        

Nearby**
2010-11 6 170  162  154  157  158  144  142  299  276  1,662   
2011-12 6 193  174  177  157  169  161  163  311  307  1,812   150      
2012-13 6 226  207  203  193  149  156  154  331  312  1,931   119      
2013-14 6 243  240  195  183  196  163  157  316  324  2,017   86        
2014-15 7 245  250  235  223  199  230  159  308  321  2,170   153      
2015-16 9 362  285  302  272  284  236  262  441  455  2,899   729      
2016-17 9 344  357  310  306  285  292  272  517  428  3,111   212      
2017-18 9 317  352  345  316  337  298  334  550  512  3,361   250      
2018-19* 10 474  400  386  390  367  396  325  512  534  3,784   423      

Total
2010-11 7 252  226  224  208  213  184  196  324  276  2,103   
2011-12 7 270  250  251  227  226  213  207  364  334  2,342   239      
2012-13 7 301  269  278  267  217  205  197  370  353  2,457   115      
2013-14 7 312  310  263  245  264  222  203  352  360  2,531   74        
2014-15 8 313  323  306  295  258  292  210  349  354  2,700   169      
2015-16 11 478  367  385  352  353  295  321  483  494  3,528   828      
2016-17 11 438  470  398  400  368  359  332  576  468  3,809   281      
2017-18 11 434  450  479  412  429  385  416  625  570  4,200   391      
2018-19* 12 586  517  490  500  464  495  429  596  616  4,693   493      

Source: Arizona Department of Education; Applied Economics, 2019.
* 2018-19 ADM
** Charter schools located within approximately one mile of the District's boundaries.



 14

Map 6 shows the location of schools by type in the District. The largest of the charters, the Academy of 
Math and Science Camelback, is located just outside the District’s southern border; since opening, the 
school has increased its enrollment drastically, growing from 397 students in 2015/16 to roughly 1,140 K-
8 students this year, which likely had a significant effect on District enrollment in the area. The second 
largest, Imagine Cortez Park, is located about a mile east of the District’s northeast border, near 35th and 
Dunlap Avenues. The new Academy of Math and Science Glendale that is opening in 2019/20 is located 
just inside the District’s eastern boundary (45th Avenue and Glendale) and is expected to cause 
significantly elementary enrollment declines in the District schools nearby. 
 

MAP 6 
AREA SCHOOLS BY ENTITY TYPE 
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3.0 RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 
 

 
 

3.1 HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 
 
Residential development in the District has been modest during the past ten years, as illustrated on Table 
4 below. This is not unusual for a mature area that is mostly built-out. Fluctuations in housing activity 
appear relatively pronounced due to the limited number of projects involved. Fewer than 600 net new 
housing units were added during the decade, or less than 60 per year. The spike in production in 2017/18 
is attributable to rapid development at Alice Park. 
 
The residential building permits shown below are grouped into housing categories that reflect correlations 
between the types of housing and the age structure of the households likely to occupy them. Group 
quarter facilities, such as nursing homes, are not included as either retirement or multifamily housing. 
Single family housing accounted for 84 percent of all units added, with a fairly even split between 
densities less than 3.5 lots-per-acre and over 4.5 lots-per-acre; this is due to the divergent development in 
the District, with low-density, infill housing concentrated in the area west of 67th Avenue and higher 
density construction more widely located throughout the District. 
 

TABLE 4 
HOUSING PERMITS 

 
 
Recent development activity in the District is illustrated on Map 7, which depicts housing permits issued 
from the end of 2017 to early 2019. There has been a heavy concentration of permit activity at Alice Park 
(63rd Avenue between Northern and Olive). A new area of concentration is at Bethany Ranch (71st 
Avenue and Bethany Home Road), a subdivision where housing construction began in early 2019. 
  

Housing Type 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18   Total

Non-Retirement Housing
Single Family 2 du/ac or less -      -      15       2         2         -      4         6         6         3         38     
Single Family 2.01 - 3.5 du/ac 4         12       16       28       68       21       17       18       -      -      184   
Single Family 3.51 - 4.5 du/ac (1)        5         1         7         16       (5)        4         8         8         11       54     
Single Family 4.51 - 6 du/ac 2         2         16       49       1         -      3         1         -      128     202   
Single Family 6.01du/ac & Over 2         -      -      -      -      -      -      -      -      -      2       
Total Single Family 7         19       48       86       87       16       28       33       14       142     480   

Multifamily, Low Density  -      4         4         -      1         2         -      -      -      -      11     
Multifamily, Standard Courtyard  -      28       -      -      -      -      -      -      -      -      28     
Total Multifamily -      32       4         -      1         2         -      -      -      -      39     

Total Non-Retirement 7         51       52       86       88       18       28       33       14       142     519   

Retirement Housing
Multifamily, Low Density  -      -      -      -      -      -      -      -      52       -      52     

Total 7         51       52       86       88       18       28       33       66       142     571   

Sources: Maricopa Association of Governments; Construction Monitor; Maricopa County Assessor; Applied Economics, 2019.
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MAP 7 
RESIDENTIAL PERMITTING 
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3.2 FUTURE DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL 
 
The identified residential potential in the District is estimated to be less than 5,000 units. This includes 
defined projects and raw land with development potential beyond a practical ten-year horizon. Table 5 
shows projected unit counts by type of product and the estimated time period that construction could 
begin on lots within those projects; it is also possible that some areas will not develop at all. The Infill 
category generally includes rural lots and small custom projects that are likely to be under development 
intermittently over a number of years; this type of development could be anywhere in the District, but it is 
more likely to be found in the western portion. Both the unit potential and the timing estimates on this 
table will change as new information is acquired. 
 
Only about 40 percent of the total potential is for single family housing, due to the lack of available land 
for development. Multifamily housing has not been a major contributor to new housing in recent years, 
but there is significant long-term future potential. There are two dormant projects in the District, near 79th 
Avenue and Glendale Avenue, which were started in the 1970’s but never completed; the condominium 
or triplex housing units that were built are occupied, but there has been no movement to complete these 
projects and none is expected in the foreseeable future. There is considerable activity forecast in the near-
term (within the next one to three years), while development levels in the later years of the projection 
period are less certain. 
 

TABLE 5 
POTENTIAL NEW HOUSING BY DEVELOPMENT TIMELINE 

 
 
Maps 8 and 9 show currently active and future development areas by land use and the estimated timing to 
begin development, as presented on the table above. There are a few vacant parcels in the northern part of 
the District, although most new growth is expected in the west, especially between 67th and 83rd Avenues. 
Other parcels could be opened by redevelopment, but since it is not possible to specifically identify them 
in advance that estimated potential is included in the Infill category. 
 
  

Housing Type Projects Infill Dormant 1 Year 2-3 Years 3-5 Years 5-10 Years 10+ Years   Total

Single Family 2 du/ac or less -       15        -         -         -         -         -          49          64          
Single Family 2.01 - 3.5 du/ac -       11        -         89          51          -         30           99          280        
Single Family 3.51 - 4.5 du/ac 50        451      -         195        -         -         82           36          814        
Single Family 4.51 - 6 du/ac -       -       -         -         -         22          230         121        373        
Single Family 6.01du/ac & Over -       -       -         -         208        -         -          104        312        
Single Family Attached -       -       30          -         -         -         -          -         30          
Manufactured Housing -       -       -         -         -         -         -          -         -         
Total Single Family 50        477      30          284        259        22          342         409        1,873     

Multifamily, Low Density -       -       44          96          350        76          -          161        727        
Multifamily, Standard Courtyard -       761      -         108        -         192        -          1,078     2,139     
Total Multifamily -       761      44          204        350        268        -          1,239     2,866     

Total 50        1,238   74          488        609        290        342         1,648     4,739     

Sources: City of Glendale;Applied Economics, 2019.

   Active Vacant Land
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MAP 8 
FUTURE LAND USE 
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MAP 9 
DEVELOPMENT TIMING 
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3.2.1 MARKET CONDITIONS 
 

The overall state of the U.S. economy remains strong as the second longest economic expansion in over a 
century continues. According to data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) the unemployment rate 
has averaged 4.0 percent over the first seven months of 2018, holding steady at 3.9 percent to 4.0 percent 
between April and July. Hourly earnings have increased, though modestly. Regional and local trends 
frequently differ from national ones, but overall economic conditions have increased household mobility, 
which is an important factor for Arizona where there is typically substantial in-migration from other 
regions of the country. 
 
Conditions in the Phoenix metropolitan region continue to be positive. Population in Maricopa County 
has increased by 482,400 persons since the depths of the recession in 2010, reaching an estimated total 
population of 4,307,000 in July 2017. Growth has averaged 73,000 persons per year since 2012, but has 
been slightly above that for the last three years.  
 
The civilian labor force in the Phoenix metropolitan area in the first half of 2018 increased by 18,900 
persons according to preliminary BLS estimates, reaching 2,354,800 workers in July, while the number of 
unemployed persons fell by 4,400 during the year to 100,700. The July unemployment rate of 4.3 percent 
is higher than the low of 3.4 percent in May, but it is still a healthy rate that is lower than those seen in 
January and February of this year. The average of 4.1 percent through 2018 to date compares favorably to 
the 4.0 percent national average. There have been strong employment gains in the construction, 
manufacturing, and professional services sectors, with modest losses in the trade/transportation/utilities 
sector in 2018. 
 
The residential real estate market has rebounded dramatically since the last recession. As reported by the 
Arizona Republic from Arizona Regional Multiple Listing Service data, median home prices reached a 
record of $265,000 in June 2006, before falling to $120,000 by September 2011, about four years into the 
recession. In June 2018, twelve years after the previous record, median house price reached $268,000, 
with prices still escalating, driven largely by low levels of supply.  
 
While housing costs continue to escalate in metro Phoenix, it is still a more affordable location than other 
parts of the west. According to the Cushman & Wakefield “Housing Opportunity Index” which measures 
the percentage of new and existing homes sold that were affordable to families at the area’s median 
income level, most west coast cities had very low affordability indexes. Phoenix had an index of 63.1 
percent in the fourth quarter of 2017, followed closely by Salt Lake City at 62.1 percent. Dallas and San 
Antonio, had indexes of 49.6 and 59.2 percent, respectively’ with Houston at 60.0 percent. Las Vegas was 
rated at 58.7 and Denver 50.3 percent. In the Southwest region, only Tucson and Albuquerque had higher 
affordability ratings at 72.7 and 71.6 percent, though they both are much smaller markets. 
 
The vibrancy of the local housing market is also demonstrated by a 2018 report on master planned 
communities by RCLCO (formerly Robert Charles Lesser & Co.) Of the 48 communities nationwide with 
the highest sales, six are in Arizona. Texas has the greatest number of communities at 15 while Florida 
has four of the top seven selling master planned communities. However, Arizona has only a quarter the 
population of Texas, and a third of Florida. The Arizona communities are all located in the Phoenix metro 
area, but are widely dispersed from Eastmark in Mesa (#6) to Verrado in Buckeye (#13) and Vistancia in 
Peoria (#19). 
 
The depth and severity of the 2007-2009 recession didn’t just pause or slow housing construction, but 
caused alterations in the geographic direction of new development. The broad outcomes of some of this 
shifting can be seen in housing completions data from the Maricopa Association of Governments. The 
north and northeastern portions of the metro area accounted for about 15 to 20 percent of all single family 
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completions during the housing “boom” years of 2004 to 2006. Between 2007 and 2010, at the depth of 
the recession, these areas still accounted for 18 percent of single family completions and in the last three 
years about 21 percent. This is a low-growth region and generally affluent, showing higher levels of 
financial stability during the recession. The Southeast Valley has long been a desirable housing market, 
accounting for 36 percent of all single family completions with over 11,000 units in 2000. By 2006, 
competition from outlying areas, and decreasing land availability, had steadily reduced that proportion to 
17 percent. The onset of the recession reversed that trend, with the Southeast Valley increasing its market 
share from 19 to 38 percent between 2008 and 2011, and an average of 34 percent of single family 
completions over the past three years. 
 
A much different dynamic has occurred in areas with more entry-level housing. Housing growth in Pinal 
County, including the city of Maricopa and the San Tan Valley, grew rapidly in the 2000’s, accounting 
for about 26 percent of the metro housing completions by 2006. The area’s share of growth began falling 
during the recession and dropped to just 15 percent by 2011, increasing just slightly by 2017. In the 
Northwest Valley, new housing construction was also strong, averaging about 14 percent of the metro 
total from 2000 to 2006. The activity in the Northwest plummeted during the recession and currently 
accounts for only about 4 percent of the metro total. 
 
While the housing market is improving, along with the economy overall, it has not returned to normal 
except possibly in terms of median sales price. In response to the disrupted housing market, developers 
and builders have altered or added products and strategies. Because of financial constraints there have 
been new product lines introduced for entry-level buyers by some builders, while others have targeted the 
move-up market with additional options, or focused on added values such as more energy efficient 
homes. Smaller lot sizes have also been introduced, with cluster or court designs, as well as increases in 
townhouse/row house and single family attached construction.  
 
The main challenges to the local residential market currently involve affordability, in particular for 
younger people. Impediments to purchasing a house delay new household formation. The primary factors 
for young people are high levels of student debt and difficulties in obtaining a down payment, according 
to a recent survey by real estate website PropertyShark. Since wage rates have not kept pace with housing 
cost increases, the problem is difficult to resolve. Coupled with increases in rental rates, the time frame 
for first time purchases becomes even more extended. In addition to the impacts specifically on young 
people, construction prices are increasing due to labor shortages and increases in material costs. 
 
Higher density single family construction can be expected to continue in two forms. In suburban areas, 
smaller lot sizes allow for lower prices on family-sized houses of three or four bedrooms. Some buyers 
are willing to sacrifice house size for locations near social amenities, which is driving significant infill 
development in downtowns and other commercial areas. One method of providing affordable product is 
high-density housing on small infill lots. Single family rental complexes, such as those built by NexMetro 
(Avilla) and Christopher Todd, have proven to be very successful in recent years and more such 
properties are expected. 
 
The general consensus is that the next recession will likely begin in about 2020. No period of expansion is 
endless, and there have been some mixed signals of economic slowing already. However, the next 
recession should be mild, and housing is not anticipated to decline significantly. The reason is that the 
next downturn will likely be related to inflation and interest rates, not uncontrolled housing speculation. 
In Arizona, especially metro Phoenix, the increases in non-service sector employment, continued low 
housing costs relative to other metro areas, and the increasing diversity of housing products should also 
provide a greater level of economic stability.  
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3.2.2 DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
 
The residential market activity in the District has fluctuated in the past few years. While the recession 
slowed the housing market throughout the metro region, there was still a market for small projects with 
limited infrastructure costs, such as infill development in older neighborhoods with relatively low land 
costs. Ten non-retirement projects in the District were built-out after 2008, ranging from 58 acres to less 
than two, averaging about 18 acres and 58 housing units. Alice Park, which is expected to build-out in 
early 2019, has 187 lots on 35 acres. The housing market in the District is generally in an expansion 
period and activity is increasing, but it is limited somewhat due to the lack of available land. 
 
Garrett-Walker Homes has become very active in the District. As Alice Park was building-out in early 
2019, the company opened Bethany Ranch at 71st Avenue and Bethany Home Road. This subdivision 
consists of 56 single family lots with prices starting at about $224,000 as of early June 2019; build-out is 
expected to be attained in 2020.  
 
The company has also started land preparation 
on West Pointe Village, at 71st Avenue and 
Olive (right). This project contains 89 single 
family lots on about 26 acres. Garrett-Walker 
is also working on a higher-density portion of 
this project on the west side of 71st Avenue, in 
the Peoria Unified School District, that is 
expected to be similar to Bethany Ranch. 
House production is expected later in 2019, 
with build-out in 2020/21. 
 
KB Homes has begun ground preparation at 
83rd Avenue and Northern for Northern Ridge 
Estates. This 53-lot subdivision is on about 12 
acres and is scheduled to open in the fall of 
2019. 
 

At 79th Avenue and Camelback Road Taylor 
Morrison Homes has begun work on El Prado, 
a 119-lot subdivision on a 29 acre parcel (left). 
House construction is anticipated to begin in 
late 2019 and continue into 2021/22. 
 
Aside from Alice Park and some infill 
construction, there has been little single family 
development in the last two to three years. 
Between 2013/14 and 2016/17 single family 
permitting averaged about 23 units per year; in 
2019/20 there will be a total of 317 lots in four 
active subdivisions by three major builders. 
This is a substantial increase from previous 
activity levels, but it is not sustainable given 
the amount of land that is available. 

 
There are two multifamily projects expected to begin construction in 2019/20 that should have an impact 
on District enrollment. At 59th Avenue, north of Northern, is a development called 59 Evergreen. This 
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will be a standard 96-unit, 2-story garden apartment complex. Plans for a “tot lot” and a larger share of 
three-bedroom units indicate the possibility for a significant level of family occupancy. Construction is 
expected to start in 2019. The other project, Libertad Glendale, is at 65th Avenue and Maryland (south of 
Glendale. This will be an affordable housing development that is targeted to families, and the 108 
multifamily units are scheduled to open in 2020. 
 
At a site at 51st Avenue and Olive/Dunlap, originally planned for retail development, Empire Group has 
plans for a high-density, single family rental project that will contain 208 units. The project has generated 
some controversy and approval at this time is not certain. If approved construction should be expected to 
start in late 2019 or early 2020 and proceed rapidly. The single family rental product has quickly gained 
popularity in the metro region, but there doesn’t seem to be consistency in the resident make-up, so it is 
difficult to gauge the student impact. 
 
Other projects that are expected to open in the first half of the projection period include Orangewood 
Terrace, a 51-lot low-density project at 79th Avenue and Orangewood (north of Glendale Avenue), and 
the final parcel at Manistee Ranch (51st and Northern) that is planned for 76 townhouse units. Neither of 
these projects will likely have a significant impact on District enrollment. 
 
The Glendale Lakes Golf Course at 55th Avenue and Northern closed in March 2019. Discussions are 
ongoing with local residents about the future plans for the city-owned property; while little certain, 
apartments will not to be a component of any future development. If developed as conventional single 
family at densities similar to adjacent subdivisions, there could be about 90 to 120 lots with about three-
quarters of the property developed as residential. Land values are higher now than when those 
subdivisions were built in the 1960’s and 1970’s, so higher densities should be expected, and around 150 
lots would be a reasonable estimate as a conventional subdivision. The actual configuration will be 
determined in coming months, but development is not forecast to start for at least four to five years or 
later. 
 
While there are no large tracts of available land in the District, there are a number of vacant parcels that 
could become available for development. These are primarily in the western portion of the District and 
are similar in size to parcels entering production now. Another factor that could increase new housing 
development is a change in 2019 in rules for tax credit projects that deemphasizes access to mass transit, 
such as light rail, in the approval process. This could prompt more interest in such projects in the District. 
It should be noted though, that tax credit projects could be for senior citizens rather than low income 
families. 
 
In summary, residential development is expected to surge in the next year and remain strong for another 
three years as several new single family subdivisions and multifamily projects enter production. Single 
family growth is expected to slow in the middle of the projection period while multifamily remains active. 
Housing production in the last half of the projection period is expected to be somewhat higher than in 
recent years, but still limited; plans at Glendale Lakes could modify the timing of that forecast somewhat.  
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4.0 DISTRICT PROJECTIONS 
 

4.1 POPULATION AND HOUSING 
 

Long-term enrollment projections for the District are calculated based on regional growth trends, 
demographic characteristics and current school-age population data for the District. The District can 
expect an increase in new housing construction over the next five years as housing projects in the 
northern and western portions of the District enter production, as shown in Table 6. Infill development in 
the last half of the projection period will generally return to near current levels, although some increase in 
multifamily projects is anticipated.   
 

 

TABLE 6 
HISTORIC AND PROJECTED POPULATION AND HOUSING: 2010/11 – 2028/29 

 

 
 
Occupancy rates are expected to increase very slightly during the first five-year period and then remain 
constant at 92 percent for the remainder of the projection period. At the same time, per household 
population is expected to increase gradually through 2022/23 and then decline for the rest of the 
projection period, as the housing stock and resident population ages; typically, population per household 
will peak when neighborhoods are occupied for the first time. The District’s overall population is 
expected to increase by nearly 6,300 people (5.8 percent) by 2028/29, reaching a total of about 114,600 
people. An additional 2,170 households (6.3 percent) are expected to be created over the same period due 
to a combination of increased occupancy and new housing units.  
  

Year Population Total Units Total
Single 
Family

Multi-
family Occ Rate Households Pop/HH

2010/11 97,573 37,623 51 19 32 84.7% 31,884 3.060
2011/12 101,192 37,675 52 48 4 87.5% 32,966 3.070
2012/13 101,162 37,761 86 86 0 87.0% 32,852 3.079
2013/14 102,887 37,849 88 87 1 88.0% 33,307 3.089
2014/15 106,765 37,867 18 16 2 91.0% 34,459 3.098
2015/16 105,992 37,895 28 28 0 90.0% 34,106 3.108
2016/17 106,644 37,928 33 33 0 90.2% 34,211 3.117
2017/18 107,342 37,994 66 14 52 90.4% 34,347 3.125
2018/19 108,327 38,136 142 142 0 90.6% 34,551 3.135
2019/20 109,104 38,207 71 71 0 90.8% 34,692 3.145
2020/21 110,815 38,663 456 248 208 91.0% 35,183 3.150
2021/22 112,126 38,907 244 244 0 91.2% 35,483 3.160
2022/23 113,322 39,162 255 113 142 91.4% 35,794 3.166
2023/24 114,235 39,359 197 15 182 92.0% 36,210 3.155
2024/25 114,170 39,423 64 36 28 92.0% 36,269 3.148
2025/26 114,234 39,522 99 91 8 92.0% 36,360 3.142
2026/27 114,398 39,658 136 118 18 92.0% 36,485 3.135
2027/28 114,612 39,832 174 96 78 92.0% 36,645 3.128
2028/29 114,571 39,902 70 48 22 92.0% 36,710 3.121

2019/20-2023/24 1,223 691 532 1,659
2024/25-2028/29 543 389 154 500

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding indicates actuals.

New Units
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4.2 ENROLLMENT 
 
Table 7 shows the relationship between the school-age population in the District and the actual and 
projected District enrollment. This enrollment to population ratio, or EP ratio, shows the loss of students 
to other districts, charter and private schools, net of the 560 students coming to the District from 
elsewhere.  
 
 

TABLE 7 
STUDENT POPULATION, ENROLLMENT, AND CAPTURE: 2010/11 – 2028/29 

 
 

 

 
The difference between the resident school-age population and enrollment in 2019/20 is 4,679 students; 
since most of the District’s students also reside within the District, this net difference implies that net, the 
District is capturing 71.0 percent (the EP ratio) of the resident students. The District’s EP ratio has 
declined significantly since 2013/14 due to the growth of charter schools in the area, and it is projected to 
continue to decrease throughout the projection period, ultimately dropping to 61.8 percent by 2028/29.  
 
Figure 4 displays current and projected school-age population and enrollment, and the EP ratio which is 
keyed to the right axis. These projections suggest that District enrollment will decline by an average of 
over 250 students per year during the first five-year period (through 2024/25); losses are expected to 
continue during the second four years of the projection period, but at a slower rate (with declines 
averaging about 150 students per year). Overall, the projections result in a net decrease of about 1,900 
students over the next 9 years, which represents a 16.7 percent decline in enrollment from current levels.  
 
 
  

School-Age Population * K-8 Enrollment Net Enrollment -
Year Households Total Per Household Total Per Household Difference Population Ratio

2010/11 31,884   15,509 0.486 12,704 0.398 2,805     81.9%
2011/12 32,966   16,153 0.490 13,193 0.400 2,960     81.7%
2012/13 32,852   16,262 0.495 13,288 0.404 2,974     81.7%
2013/14 33,307   16,654 0.500 13,573 0.408 3,081     81.5%
2014/15 34,459   17,003 0.493 13,527 0.393 3,476     79.6%
2015/16 34,106   16,608 0.487 13,217 0.388 3,391     79.6%
2016/17 34,211   16,440 0.481 13,038 0.381 3,402     79.3%
2017/18 34,347   16,288 0.474 12,559 0.366 3,729     77.1%
2018/19 34,551   16,170 0.468 11,904 0.345 4,266     73.6%
2019/20 34,692   16,128 0.465 11,449 0.330 4,679     71.0%
2020/21 35,183   16,030 0.456 11,127 0.316 4,903     69.4%
2021/22 35,483   16,005 0.451 10,857 0.306 5,148     67.8%
2022/23 35,794   15,983 0.447 10,603 0.296 5,380     66.3%
2023/24 36,210   16,007 0.442 10,367 0.286 5,640     64.8%
2024/25 36,269   15,872 0.438 10,143 0.280 5,729     63.9%
2025/26 36,360   15,752 0.433 9,877 0.272 5,875     62.7%
2026/27 36,485   15,648 0.429 9,749 0.267 5,899     62.3%
2027/28 36,645   15,559 0.425 9,638 0.263 5,921     61.9%
2028/29 36,710   15,429 0.420 9,542 0.260 5,887     61.8%

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
* Population age 5 through 13, corresponds with Kindergarten through 8th grade.
Bolding Indicates Actuals
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TABLE 8 
PROJECTED K-12 ENROLLMENT BY SCENARIO 

 

 
 
  

Total EP Ratio Scenario Enrollment Change
Fall Low Mid High Low Mid High

2010/11 12,704 12,704 12,704
2011/12 13,193 13,193 13,193 489 489 489
2012/13 13,288 13,288 13,288 95 95 95
2013/14 13,573 13,573 13,573 285 285 285
2014/15 13,527 13,527 13,527 -46 -46 -46
2015/16 13,217 13,217 13,217 -310 -310 -310
2016/17 13,038 13,038 13,038 -179 -179 -179
2017/18 12,559 12,559 12,559 -479 -479 -479
2018/19 11,904 11,904 11,904 -655 -655 -655
2019/20 11,449 11,449 11,449 -455 -455 -455
2020/21 11,018 11,127 11,239 -431 -322 -210
2021/22 10,642 10,857 11,075 -376 -270 -164
2022/23 10,286 10,603 10,922 -356 -254 -153
2023/24 9,957 10,367 10,788 -329 -236 -134
2024/25 9,643 10,143 10,660 -314 -224 -128
2025/26 9,296 9,877 10,487 -347 -266 -173
2026/27 9,085 9,749 10,455 -211 -128 -32
2027/28 8,892 9,638 10,439 -193 -111 -16
2028/29 8,715 9,542 10,437 -177 -96 -2
2020/21-2028/29 -2,734 -1,907 -1,012

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding indicates actuals.
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Figure 5 compares the K-8 enrollment projections by scenario, illustrating the magnitude of the various 
assumptions regarding the District’s future EP ratio over time. As the presence of alternative providers 
has grown, the EP ratio has increasingly become one of the most important factors affecting projections, 
and in many districts it is the most important factor in projecting enrollment. 

 
FIGURE 5 

PROJECTED K-12 ENROLLMENT BY SCENARIO 

 
 
Projected 40th day enrollment by grade cohort is detailed in Table 9, and the enrollment trends for each 
cohort are illustrated in Figure 6. Total enrollment is projected to decrease by 320 students next year, or 
about 2.8 percent. An annual average rate of decline of about 2.4 percent is projected through 2024/25, 
before dropping to about 1.5 percent per year for the remainder of the projection period.  During the first 
five years of the projection period, the rate of decline by grade level will be greater for the 4-8 cohort as 
the share of students in each grade cohorts, K-3 and 4-8, declines by 3.1 and 1.4 percent per year, 
respectively. By the end of the second half of the projection period the size of the K-3 cohort is projected 
to increase to 46.4 percent while the 4-8 cohort decreases in size down to 53.6 percent.  Projected 40th day 
enrollment by single grade is provided in Table 10. 
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TABLE 10 
40th DAY ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY GRADE 

 

 
 

Projected 100th day enrollment by grade cohort is detailed in Table 11. The overall trend in enrollment 
levels is similar to that of the 40th day projections. Throughout the projection period, 100th day enrollment 
is expected to be at, or slightly below 40th day enrollment; however, in every year the 40th day projection 
is less than the previous year’s 100th day estimate. Table 12 provides the full grade level detail for the 
100th day projections. 
  

Enrollment by Grade K-8 Percent Total
Year PS K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total Change Enrollment

2010/11 273 1,551 1,512 1,441 1,435 1,411 1,424 1,343 1,315 1,272 12,704 -2.5% 12,977
2011/12 277 1,616 1,599 1,532 1,460 1,445 1,395 1,424 1,398 1,324 13,193 3.8% 13,470
2012/13 350 1,574 1,586 1,606 1,521 1,406 1,420 1,402 1,412 1,361 13,288 0.7% 13,638
2013/14 312 1,589 1,564 1,584 1,589 1,501 1,434 1,447 1,417 1,448 13,573 2.1% 13,885
2014/15 305 1,469 1,600 1,564 1,571 1,554 1,464 1,466 1,446 1,393 13,527 -0.3% 13,832
2015/16 382 1,315 1,479 1,571 1,548 1,503 1,483 1,451 1,448 1,419 13,217 -2.3% 13,599
2016/17 356 1,304 1,303 1,484 1,605 1,505 1,503 1,468 1,450 1,416 13,038 -1.4% 13,394
2017/18 458 1,243 1,328 1,270 1,418 1,511 1,432 1,478 1,442 1,437 12,559 -3.7% 13,017
2018/19 381 1,192 1,222 1,291 1,229 1,355 1,391 1,425 1,395 1,404 11,904 -5.2% 12,285
2019/20 369 1,173 1,194 1,164 1,254 1,151 1,313 1,357 1,434 1,409 11,449 -3.8% 11,818
2020/21 359 1,152 1,182 1,178 1,150 1,208 1,131 1,308 1,368 1,450 11,127 -2.8% 11,486
2021/22 350 1,133 1,174 1,179 1,177 1,120 1,201 1,140 1,334 1,399 10,857 -2.4% 11,207
2022/23 342 1,113 1,153 1,170 1,177 1,145 1,112 1,209 1,161 1,363 10,603 -2.3% 10,945
2023/24 334 1,123 1,130 1,146 1,165 1,142 1,134 1,116 1,228 1,183 10,367 -2.2% 10,701
2024/25 327 1,114 1,120 1,103 1,121 1,111 1,111 1,119 1,114 1,230 10,143 -2.2% 10,470
2025/26 318 1,106 1,112 1,095 1,080 1,070 1,082 1,097 1,118 1,117 9,877 -2.6% 10,195
2026/27 314 1,120 1,105 1,088 1,073 1,032 1,043 1,069 1,097 1,122 9,749 -1.3% 10,063
2027/28 310 1,135 1,120 1,082 1,067 1,026 1,006 1,031 1,070 1,101 9,638 -1.1% 9,948
2028/29 307 1,147 1,132 1,094 1,059 1,018 998 993 1,029 1,072 9,542 -1.0% 9,849
Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding Indicates Actuals.
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TABLE 11 
100TH DAY ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY GRADE COHORT

 
TABLE 12 

100th DAY ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY GRADE 
 

 

Enrollment by Level K-8 Percent
Year PS K-3 4-8 Enrollment Change

2010/11 275 6,000 6,876 12,876 -1.2%
2011/12 277 6,226 6,955 13,181 2.4%
2012/13 352 6,328 7,077 13,405 1.7%
2013/14 315 6,436 7,370 13,806 3.0%
2014/15 307 6,306 7,357 13,663 -1.0%
2015/16 386 6,061 7,434 13,495 -1.2%
2016/17 357 5,697 7,405 13,102 -2.9%
2017/18 458 5,273 7,259 12,532 -4.4%
2018/19 381 4,944 6,968 11,912 -4.9%
2019/20 369 4,809 6,659 11,468 -3.7%
2020/21 359 4,686 6,460 11,146 -2.8%
2021/22 350 4,686 6,190 10,877 -2.4%
2022/23 342 4,636 5,985 10,621 -2.4%
2023/24 334 4,587 5,798 10,386 -2.2%
2024/25 327 4,481 5,680 10,161 -2.2%
2025/26 318 4,416 5,479 9,895 -2.6%
2026/27 314 4,409 5,358 9,768 -1.3%
2027/28 310 4,428 5,230 9,657 -1.1%
2028/29 307 4,456 5,106 9,562 -1.0%

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding Indicates Actuals.

Enrollment by Grade K-8 Percent Total
Year PS K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total Change Enrollment

2010/11 275 1,590 1,525 1,443 1,442 1,415 1,441 1,348 1,366 1,306 12,876 -1.2% 13,151
2011/12 277 1,655 1,610 1,522 1,439 1,442 1,391 1,428 1,385 1,309 13,181 2.4% 13,458
2012/13 352 1,599 1,589 1,624 1,516 1,447 1,431 1,405 1,424 1,370 13,405 1.7% 13,757
2013/14 315 1,627 1,586 1,618 1,605 1,496 1,477 1,475 1,441 1,481 13,806 3.0% 14,121
2014/15 307 1,494 1,638 1,588 1,586 1,552 1,473 1,457 1,473 1,402 13,663 -1.0% 13,970
2015/16 386 1,368 1,510 1,620 1,563 1,540 1,503 1,457 1,466 1,468 13,495 -1.2% 13,881
2016/17 357 1,326 1,306 1,480 1,585 1,507 1,524 1,478 1,470 1,426 13,102 -2.9% 13,459
2017/18 458 1,259 1,322 1,293 1,399 1,483 1,449 1,450 1,448 1,429 12,532 -4.4% 12,990
2018/19 381 1,224 1,212 1,279 1,229 1,362 1,376 1,424 1,394 1,412 11,912 -4.9% 12,293
2019/20 369 1,200 1,195 1,169 1,245 1,147 1,314 1,345 1,439 1,414 11,468 -3.7% 11,837
2020/21 359 1,178 1,183 1,183 1,142 1,203 1,132 1,296 1,373 1,455 11,146 -2.8% 11,505
2021/22 350 1,159 1,175 1,184 1,168 1,116 1,202 1,130 1,339 1,404 10,877 -2.4% 11,227
2022/23 342 1,138 1,154 1,175 1,168 1,141 1,113 1,198 1,165 1,368 10,621 -2.4% 10,963
2023/24 334 1,149 1,131 1,151 1,156 1,138 1,135 1,106 1,232 1,187 10,386 -2.2% 10,720
2024/25 327 1,139 1,121 1,108 1,113 1,107 1,112 1,109 1,118 1,234 10,161 -2.2% 10,489
2025/26 318 1,131 1,113 1,100 1,072 1,066 1,083 1,087 1,122 1,121 9,895 -2.6% 10,214
2026/27 314 1,146 1,106 1,093 1,065 1,028 1,044 1,059 1,101 1,126 9,768 -1.3% 10,082
2027/28 310 1,161 1,121 1,087 1,059 1,022 1,007 1,022 1,074 1,105 9,657 -1.1% 9,968
2028/29 307 1,173 1,133 1,099 1,051 1,014 999 984 1,033 1,076 9,562 -1.0% 9,869
Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
Bolding Indicates Actuals.
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5.0 SUB-DISTRICT PROJECTIONS 
 
Sub-District enrollment projections are based on the current number of students in each grid, the expected 
occupancy of existing housing units and absorption of new housing units, and trends in student generation 
from existing housing and new construction. Sub-District forecasts are developed by applying the expected 
levels of District-wide absorption to the supply of residential housing on a project-by-project basis.  
Absorption is first allocated to active residential projects and then to vacant land planned for residential 
development, according to the priorities assigned to each project or project part. 
 
Sub-District enrollment projections are based on the residency of the District student population, as 
determined by grid. The grids are overlaid with attendance areas as shown in Map 10. Grid level projections 
for the next ten years are aggregated by attendance area to show potential enrollment changes at each school, 
adjusting for the fact that the some students do not attend the school designated to serve their neighborhood. 
 

MAP 10 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREAS 
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Table 13 shows the correspondence between students by attendance area versus students by school based 
on the current enrollment information. For example, at Landmark there are 284 students attending 
Kindergarten through 3rd grade, including 244 who reside in the attendance area, 14 from outside the 
District, and the remaining 26 from other attendance areas. While enrollment by attendance area differs 
from the enrollment counts at each campus, projecting enrollment by attendance area is the best approach 
to use since it is tied to the quantifiable demographic and housing characteristics of each neighborhood; 
school enrollment, on the other hand, is influenced by special programs and parent/student choice. 
 
The Coyote Ridge attracted the most K-3 students from outside the District (32 students), and four other 
schools had out-of-District enrollment of 20 or more students. Coyote Ridge also attracted the most 4th to 
8th grade (4-8) students from outside of the District (56 students) while Discovery and Horizon each 
enrolled more than 35 out-of-District 4-8 students. Coyote Ridge (K-3 and 4-8), Desert Spirit and Smith 
(both primarily 4-8) also attracted a sizable number of students from other attendance areas. Of the three 
schools with net losses, Desert Garden/Challenger lost the most; of the total net loss at Desert 
Garden/Challenger, most were 4-8 students (101 of the total 121 K-8 student loss). Overall, about 90 
percent of students attend the school associated with the area in which they reside. 
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TABLE 13 
2019/20 SCHOOL AND ATTENDANCE AREA ENROLLMENT COMPARISON 

 

KINDERGARTEN THROUGH 3RD GRADE 
 

 
4TH THROUGH 8TH GRADE 

 

Atttendance Area Out of Total Total Net    
School/Code 101 102 103 104 105 107 108 110 112 113 114 115 116 117 District Attend Reside Difference

Landmark 101 244 2 3 2 3 1 3 4 2 3 3 14 284  283  1  
Imes 102 2 191 3 1 1 2 1 1 5 207  217  -10  
Smith 103 4 282 6 1 1 9 4 3 9 319  309  10  
Sine 104 5 4 2 181 1 7 1 1 2 204  209  -5  
Jack 105 5 3 573 7 9 1 3 2 21 624  630  -6  
Burton 107 2 2 4 2 217 3 1 4 19 254  234  20  
American 108 9 3 2 1 232 6 2 1 1 12 269  259  10  
Horizon 110 13 6 1 14 3 10 282 1 1 1 1 4 27 364  297  67  
Bicentennial South 112 1 8 437 4 3 2 1 25 481  481  0  
Discovery 113 1 2 1 6 201 3 9 5 20 248  219  29  
Desert Garden 114 4 4 8 1 1 6 3 517 3 3 7 557  577  -20  
Coyote Ridge 115 1 1 14 14 6 16 210 7 3 32 304  230  74  
Desert Spirit 116 1 1 3 4 2 2 1 6 1 262 2 7 292  299  -7  
Sunset Vista 117 5 2 4 3 1 6 4 2 3 13 295 15 353  320  33  
Other 2 1 1 2 2 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 0 1 6 25  0  25  
Reside Total 283 217 309 209 630 234 259 297 481 219 577 230 299 320 221 4,785  4,564  221  

Attend=Reside 4,124  90.4% 

Atttendance Area Out of Total Total Net    
School/Code 101 102 103 104 106 107 108 110 109 113 111 115 116 117 District Attend Reside Difference
Landmark 101 371 8 5 4 3 2 7 9 2 3 6 19 439  414  25  
Imes 102 1 264 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 16 291  299  -8  
Smith 103 1 7 364 1 14 5 2 22 1 3 1 21 442  401  41  
Sine 104 5 6 1 269 7 1 1 1 1 1 3 10 306  297  9  
Mensendick 106 1 5 757 11 2 19 2 3 24 824  824  0  
Burton 107 1 2 4 2 284 2 1 3 1 37 337  307  30  
American 108 6 2 1 2 296 8 3 1 15 334  327  7  
Horizon 110 8 12 1 4 9 395 1 1 1 40 472  427  45  
Bicentennial North 109 1 1 8 1 1 1 617 16 1 1 18 666  676  -10  
Discovery 113 2 2 1 1 1 2 17 311 11 6 2 7 36 399  338  61  
Challenger 111 3 1 3 4 2 3 1 665 2 10 694  795  -101  
Coyote Ridge 115 5 3 4 11 14 9 15 295 6 4 56 422  307  115  
Desert Spirit 116 3 2 7 7 1 1 5 7 17 1 383 3 9 446  427  19  
Sunset Vista 117 4 1 4 3 5 3 3 4 4 15 2 18 456 22 544  484  60  
Other 3 2 3 2 9 5 1 4 2 2 4 0 2 1 8 48  0  48  
Reside Total 414 299 401 297 824 307 327 427 676 338 795 307 427 484 341 6,664  6,323  341  

Attend=Reside 5,727  90.6% 
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Table 14 shows projected housing unit additions in projects aggregated by elementary attendance areas through 2027/28. About 62 percent of the 
District’s long-term development potential is located within the Desert Garden/Challenger, Imes, Landmark, Smith and Sunset Vista attendance 
areas, although nearly 70 percent of that potential will not be built in the next decade.  Half of all the development that will occur in the next ten 
years is expected to be in American and Sunset Vista attendance areas. Significant building is also expected in the Coyote Ridge, Landmark and 
Smith attendance.  Other attendance areas contain some scattered potential, but few major projects.  In total, about 63 percent of the long-term 
development potential in the District will remain unbuilt at the end of the projection period. 
 

TABLE 14 
POTENTIAL HOUSING ADDITIONS BY ATTENDANCE AREAS 

 

 
 

Projections of new students resulting from housing absorption are coupled with current enrollment information, as well as demographic and EP 
ratio trends, to generate enrollment projections by grid. Map 11 illustrates the projected pattern of growth over the next five years, while Map 12 
shows growth over the second five year period. During the first five-year period, growth is generally found in areas west of Grand Avenue, 
including Sunset Vista Desert Garden, Smith and Coyote Ridge; American is the only attendance area east of Grand Avenue to have any 
substantial growth during this period. Growth in the second half of the projection period is limited to just a few grids in the American, Desert 
Spirit and Coyote Ridge attendance areas. 

Inventory   Projected Additions
Attendance Area Built Unbuilt Total 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 Total Remaining

American 16 384 400 59 60 120 28 2 1 26 43 45 28 413 0
Bicentennial N/S 6 50 56 14 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56 0
Burton 32 288 320 0 2 0 0 10 3 4 2 11 8 39 249
Coyote Ridge 0 219 219 0 28 52 39 0 0 18 24 18 0 179 40
Desert Garden/Challenger 1 684 685 0 0 1 0 9 15 1 0 1 3 30 654
Desert Spirit 18 156 174 0 0 1 0 0 14 32 32 14 0 95 61
Discovery 0 160 160 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 160
Horizon 32 152 184 0 0 0 42 38 3 0 2 7 1 92 60
Imes 191 473 664 2 2 2 1 21 12 3 9 30 7 87 386
Landmark 152 514 666 2 98 3 1 12 7 3 5 16 5 153 360
Jack/Mensendick 9 248 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 246
Sine 48 149 198 0 0 0 0 8 4 1 3 11 3 30 120
Smith 70 477 547 2 110 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 122 355
Sunset Vista 114 785 900 2 113 64 143 96 3 11 15 19 15 478 308

TOTAL 690 4,739 5,429 81 456 244 255 197 64 99 136 174 70 1,776 2,998

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
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MAP 11 
CHANGE IN ENROLLMENT: 2019/20 – 2023/24 

 
MAP 12 

CHANGE IN ENROLLMENT: 2023/24 – 2028/29 
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The small-area projections are shown aggregated by current attendance area in Table 15.  These projections indicate declines in enrollment in 
every attendance area, except Bicentennial South and Smith, over the next five years. Substantial declines are projected in the Horizon, Landmark, 
Desert Spirit, Discovery, Challenger and Sine areas between 2019/20 and 2024/25. Overall, enrollment in nine of the 17 attendance areas is 
projected to decline by 10 percent or more by 2024/25. Losses moderate during the second 5-year period and two attendance areas are expected to 
see minor enrollment gains (American and Bicentennial South); four of the 17 attendance areas are projected to have enrollment losses of 10 
percent or more during the second half of the period. None of the attendance areas show increases in enrollment in both five-year periods. 

 

TABLE 15 
ACTUAL AND PROJECTED ENROLLMENT BY ATTENDANCE AREA 

 

 

Actual Projected Change
Attendance Area 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 '13-'19 '19-'24 '24-'28

American 658 651 694 655 650 650 586 560 610 591 565 563 557 562 574 573 -72 -23 10
Bicentennial South 703 705 580 571 514 479 481 477 497 484 485 481 480 486 491 501 -222 0 19
Bicentennial North 863 859 807 817 831 722 676 651 627 611 615 615 594 603 585 578 -187 -61 -38
Burton 702 731 712 667 649 622 541 503 492 480 479 467 457 440 433 428 -161 -74 -39
Coyote Ridge 674 637 567 596 554 552 537 531 530 536 522 525 518 514 510 513 -137 -12 -12
Desert Garden 727 715 740 708 676 629 577 566 562 560 543 537 529 526 526 527 -150 -40 -10
Challenger 774 779 766 769 811 761 795 796 752 733 702 683 659 643 632 608 21 -112 -75
Desert Spirit 827 851 854 888 870 794 726 711 676 632 616 608 592 596 600 587 -101 -118 -21
Discovery 672 684 672 648 633 567 557 540 496 487 453 438 417 403 391 391 -115 -119 -47
Horizon 772 785 748 762 750 709 724 647 613 600 598 580 562 555 539 538 -48 -144 -42
Imes 548 545 500 521 528 576 516 492 481 476 461 446 431 426 420 416 -32 -70 -30
Landmark 693 725 726 672 714 644 665 619 593 574 562 537 527 519 509 503 -28 -128 -35
Jack 792 717 757 758 693 621 630 624 609 604 589 578 569 565 564 566 -162 -52 -12
Mensendick 935 951 1,012 938 936 861 824 796 787 759 752 735 718 691 675 653 -111 -89 -82
Sine 627 619 653 699 609 572 506 439 426 409 404 402 395 396 390 385 -121 -104 -16
Smith 922 892 883 875 814 807 742 823 791 766 746 737 709 680 671 662 -180 -5 -75
Sunset Vista 811 817 846 773 779 780 804 821 806 807 795 754 731 719 706 698 -7 -50 -56
Out of District 873 864 700 721 548 558 562 533 509 494 480 455 432 423 422 416 -311 -107 -39

TOTAL 13,573 13,527 13,217 13,038 12,559 11,904 11,449 11,127 10,857 10,603 10,367 10,143 9,877 9,749 9,638 9,542 -2,124 -1,306 -601

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
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Table 16 shows the same projected enrollment allocated to schools based on the difference between the attendance area and facility enrollment 
levels by school. While the differences could change, due to a number of variables that cannot be foreseen, the school projections presented in this 
format can be useful for staffing and facility planning purposes. Projections of enrollment by school follow a fairly similar pattern to the 
attendance area projections since the majority of students in the District attend their designated school. Enrollment losses are projected to be most 
severe at Horizon, Landmark and Desert Spirit in the next five years, although losses at each of these schools are substantially less in the second 
five-year period. No school is projected to have an enrollment increase during the next five years. Only two schools (American and Bicentennial 
South) are expected to increase enrollment during the second four years of the projection period; of the remaining schools, three (Challenger, 
Mensendick and Smith) are projected to have enrollment losses of 70 students or more each during the second four-year period. 
 

TABLE 16 
ACTUAL AND PROJECTED ENROLLMENT BY SCHOOL 

 

 

Actual Projected Change
School 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 '13-'19 '19-'24 '24-'28

American 786  776  779  712  699 672 602 578 633 618 596 589 580 586 603 598 -184 -13 9
Bicentennial South 613  653  586  569  518 466 482 474 492 485 486 480 478 484 489 499 -131 -2 19
Bicentennial North 819  820  797  792  789 695 666 646 613 595 588 589 564 570 558 551 -153 -77 -38
Burton 786  794  767  732  673 649 591 553 543 528 529 516 502 490 481 473 -195 -75 -43
Coyote Ridge 918  872  807  818  753 732 726 718 713 721 700 700 690 688 680 680 -192 -26 -20
Desert Garden 730  698  706  729  656 615 557 539 531 518 501 491 481 479 479 479 -173 -66 -12
Challenger 673  666  633  677  734 682 694 695 660 647 628 610 581 559 536 515 21 -84 -95
Desert Spirit 901  912  910  907  896 802 738 721 681 636 620 607 595 600 600 587 -163 -131 -20
Discovery 754  738  766  742  730 674 647 630 594 588 552 532 511 497 482 481 -107 -115 -51
Horizon 836  861  864  845  854 809 836 754 721 710 704 695 678 675 655 651 0 -141 -44
Imes 542  538  506  503  516 557 498 474 464 456 440 424 412 402 394 388 -44 -74 -36
Landmark 750  810  805  733  768 699 723 676 641 616 604 577 560 552 551 548 -27 -146 -29
Jack 917  813  776  760  692 618 624 621 609 606 589 577 567 563 563 564 -293 -47 -13
Mensendick 999  994  977  934  917 871 824 793 779 744 739 718 701 672 658 636 -175 -106 -82
Sine 673  669  674  750  626 602 510 442 429 411 408 406 405 399 393 388 -163 -104 -18
Smith 924  924  861  916  811 838 761 835 806 778 751 743 712 684 674 673 -163 -18 -70
Sunset Vista 899  940  944  867  866 857 897 918 888 886 872 829 800 789 782 771 -2 -68 -58
Other 53  49  59  52  61 66 73 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 20 -13 0

TOTAL 13,573 13,527 13,217 13,038 12,559 11,904 11,449 11,127 10,857 10,603 10,367 10,143 9,877 9,749 9,638 9,542 -2,124 -1,306 -601

Source: Applied Economics, 2019.
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GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 
STUDY SESSION 

 
 

AGENDA NO:       4.B.        TOPIC:  Budget Impacts of Declining Enrollment  
 
SUBMITTED BY:     Mr.  Mike Barragan, Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Business Services  
 
DATE OF REPORT:     May 28, 2020  
 
Study Session: 
 
The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding the budget impacts of declining 
enrollment. 
 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 
STUDY SESSION 

 
 

AGENDA NO:       4.C.        TOPIC:  Planning for 2020-2021 School Year with COVID-19  
 
SUBMITTED BY:     Ms. Cindy Segotta-Jones, Superintendent   
 
DATE OF REPORT:     May 28, 2020  
 
Study Session: 
 
The Governing Board will conduct a study session regarding planning for the 2020-2021 school year 
with COVID-19. 
 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT  
 

ACTION AGENDA ITEM 
 
AGENDA NO:      5.A.   TOPIC:    Certified Personnel Report    
 
SUBMITTED BY:    Ms. Jacque Horine, Director of Human Resources   
 
RECOMMENDED BY:    Ms. Deby Valadez Assistant Superintendent for Human Resources   
 
DATE ASSIGNED FOR CONSIDERATION:    May 28, 2020   
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 

It is recommended the Governing Board approve the employments, resignations, retirements, 
promotions, leaves of absence, cancellations of employment, terminations, and/or contract renewals 
of certified personnel.     

 
New Employment 

1. Begay, Robyn Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
2. Colin, Lesley Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
3. Collins, Elizabeth Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
4. Espinoza Ramos, Arintzy Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
5. Estorga, Melissa Teacher $41,500  08/03/2020 
6. Girvan, Tabitha Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
7. Harris, Melissa Teacher $49,750  08/03/2020 
8. Helm, Taylor Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
9. Horcher, Jessica Teacher $41,500  08/03/2020 
10. Jelinek, Erica Teacher $42,250  08/03/2020 
11. Jones, Amber Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
12. Kirsch, Hilary Teacher $44,500  08/03/2020 
13. Martir, Nora Teacher $50,500  08/03/2020 
14. Montelongo Nevarez, Anahi Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
15. Peters, Jared Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
16. Savic, Olga Teacher $46,000  08/03/2020 
17. Taylor, Conor Teacher $40,750  08/03/2020 
18. Tengesdal, Erika Teacher $40,000  08/03/2020 
 

Rescind Resignation 
1. Alonzo, Brooke*  Teacher    05/06/2020 
2. Carmichael, Gerrard*  Teacher    05/05/2020  
*Contract Renewal for 20-21 SY  
 

Correction to Resignation 
1. Kegley, Sheri  Achievement Advisor    06/05/2020  
 

Resignation 
1. Aranda, Alexsandra  SELS Other Employment 05/22/2020 
2. Johnson, Christopher  Teacher Other Employment 05/14/2020 
3. Hrycyk, Cara  Psychologist Intern Position Ended 05/27/2020 
 

Retirement 
1. Cummings, James  Director of Communications Retirement  07/02/2020 



 

Updated 5/22/2020 

GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
 

ACTION AGENDA ITEM 
  
AGENDA NO:   5.B.  TOPIC:   Classified Personnel Report  
 
SUBMITTED BY:    Mr. Brian Duguid, Coordinator for Human Resources  
 
RECOMMENDED BY:    Ms. Deby Valadez, Assistant Superintendent for Human Resources  
 
DATE ASSIGNED FOR CONSIDERATION:    May 28, 2020   
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
 

It is recommended the Governing Board approve the employments, resignations, retirements, promotions, 
leaves of absence, cancellations of employment, and/or terminations of classified personnel.  
 
 

Position Change 
1. Beltran, Maribel  from Campus Monitor to Ed. Assist Standard $12.00  08/10/2020 
2. Castanon, Cristina  from Ed. Assist Sped. Res. to Ad. Assist. Self-contained. $13.26  08/06/2020 
3. Sosa, Jonathan  from Unit Operations to Skilled Maintenance $20.20  05/04/2020 
4. Tovar, Roxanne  from Campus Monitor to Activity Leader  $12.00  08/10/2020 

       
Retirement 

1. Litwiller, Diane   Student Information Specialist      05/22/2020 
 

Resignation 
1. Hernandez-John, Sonia Ed. Assist. Standard   Other Employment  02/28/2020 
2. Ramirez, Claudia  Attendance Secretary   Personal    05/22/2020 

 
Increase in Hours 

1. Diaz Rodriguez, Dora from 2.75 to 3.25 hrs./per day   $12.00  08/10/2020 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT  
 

ACTION AGENDA ITEM 
 
 
AGENDA NO:   5.C.  TOPIC:   Property, Casualty, and Liability Insurance  
 

 
SUBMITTED BY:  Ms. Joanna Morse, Risk Manager    
 
RECOMMENDE BY: Mr. Mike Barragan, Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Auxiliary Services   
 

 
DATE ASSIGNED FOR CONSIDERATION:   May 28, 2020  
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 

It is recommended the Governing Board approve Arizona School Risk Retention Trust, Inc. (ASRRT) 
annual planning document (APD) renewal premiums, including the Trust administration fee for 
prepaid legal, property, casualty and liability insurance effective July 1, 2020 – June 30, 2021 up to 
the maximum renewal amount of $812,132.00 as presented.  
 
There is an increase of $8,807.00 or (1%) from the prior year.   
 
Below you will find the cost for the following fiscal years (FY):  

  
The increase(s) are in the following categories: 
 

 Administrative Practices Liability………………………$  9,500 
 Automobile Liability……………………………………….$    309 
 Excess Liability (Second Excess)…………………………$    212 
 Prepaid Legal Indemnity…………………………………..$ 5,585 

 
The decrease(s) are in the following categories: 
 

 General Liability (including School Governing Board  
and Teachers Professional Liability)…………………....$ 2,542 

 Excess Liability (First Excess)…………………………….$ 1,209 
 Excess Liability (Third Excess)…………………………...$    182 
 All Risk Property including flood and earthquake…..$ 1,868    
 Automobile Physical Damage…………………………….$    541 
 Commercial Crime………………………………………….$      33 

 
No changes to the following categories: 
 

 Storage Tank System Third Party Liability Cleanup 
 Equipment Breakdown 

  2020-2021 2019-2020 2018-2019 2017-2018 2016-2017 

Annual Contribution   $ 778,632.00   $ 769,825.00   $ 753,900.00   $ 743,674.00   $ 669,714.00  

Authorization Insurance Rep Fee  $     8,500.00   $     8,500.00   $     8,500.00   $     8,500.00   $     8,500.00  

TRUST Administration Fee  $   25,000.00   $   25,000.00   $   25,000.00   $   25,000.00   $   25,000.00  

Grand Total  $  812,132.00  $ 803,325.00   $ 787,400.00   $ 777,174.00   $ 703,214.00  



Trust Agreement Number:  219-2020

Glendale Elementary School District No. 40

Date:  4/22/2020
Proposal Acceptance Form (PAF)

Contribution Terms:  7/1/2020 until 7/1/2021

General Liability (including School Governing Board and Teachers Professional Liability)
Limit:

Aggregate Limit:

Deductible:

Contribution: $171,685

All Risk Property (including Flood and Earthquake)
Limit:

Deductible:
Contribution:

$1,000/Occurrence

Automobile Liability
Limit:

Deductible: Contribution:

Excess Liability
First Excess: $10,000,000 excess of $10,000,000/Occurrence and underlying aggregate limit, where applicable

Contribution:

$363,831

$83,919

$22,523

Total Insurable Value:  $252,467,286

$10,000,000/Occurrence, Offense, or Wrongful Act 

$10,000,000 Employee Benefit Administration Liability
$10,000,000 Professional Liability
$2,000,000 Employers Liability/Accident or Disease

No deductible/Occurrence, Offense, or Wrongful Act 

$10,000,000/Occurrence

$15,000 each Person/$250,000 each Accident Underinsured Motorist (Appendix A.1, Endt. No. 5)
$15,000 each Person/$250,000 each Accident Uninsured Motorist (Appendix A.1, Endt. No. 4)

No deductible/Occurrence

Administrative Practices Liability (Appendix A.1, Endorsement No. 6A)

Limit:

Deductible: No deductible/Occurrence
Contribution:

$150,000/Claim; $300,000 Annual Aggregate

$35,000

Limit: $100,000/Claim; $200,000 Annual Aggregate

Coverage A and B:

Coverage C:

Flood Limit: $100,000,000/Occurrence, Annual Aggregate shared with all Trust members
Earthquake Limit: $100,000,000/Occurrence, Annual Aggregate shared with all Trust members

Second Excess: $5,000,000 excess of $20,000,000/Occurrence and underlying aggregate limit, where applicable
Contribution: $3,941

Third Excess: $10,000,000 excess of $25,000,000/Occurrence and underlying aggregate limit, where applicable
Contribution: $3,378

Fourth Excess: $15,000,000 excess of $35,000,000/Occurrence and underlying, $50,000,000 aggregate limit,
where applicable

Contribution: Included at no charge

For Profit Activities (Appendix A.1, Endorsement No. 8)
Limit:
Deductible:

Contribution: Available, but Not Accepted

$1,000,000/Occurrence (0 Activities)
No deductible/Occurrence

$2,000,000 Employers Liability/Accident or Disease

$500,000 Employers Liability/Accident or Disease

$1,000,000 Professional Liability for Clinical Practicum Students/Occurrence/Student
$1,000,000 Cyber Liability/Occurrence

$3,000,000 Professional Liability for Clinical Practicum Students/Student

$15,000,000 Cyber Liability, Pool Shared Annual Aggregate

$5,000 Cyber Liability/Occurrence

Mold Coverage Reinstatement of Limit Program (Appendix A.3, Endorsement No. 1)  
Limit:
Aggregate Limit:
Deductible:

Contribution: Available, but Not Accepted
$1,000/Occurrence
$75,000/Agreement Period (Coverage Year)
$25,000/Occurrence of Fungus, Bacteria, or Wet or Dry Rot Remediation by Location

Administrative Practices Liability 

Criminal Legal Defense 

$1,000,000 Cyber Liability, District Annual Aggregate



I, the undersigned, as the District Authorized Representative of Glendale Elementary School District No. 40 do hereby accept, on behalf 
of the above-named District, the coverage indicated above.  I understand that for any type of coverage listed above that states 
“Available, but not accepted,” no coverage is being provided by the Trust in connection therewith for the applicable coverage period.  In 
addition, no coverage, even if accepted, is in place if the corresponding annual contribution has not been paid to the Trust by the due 
date established by the Trust.  I further represent and confirm that all information previously provided to the Trust by the District in the 
Exposure Summary for the applicable coverage period is accurate and complete.

Title:

Date:Signature:

The Trust reserves the right to modify coverage limits, terms and conditions, including overall coverage structure, based on the results of reinsurance 
negotiations. The District will be notified if any such modifications result in a reduction in coverage or an increase in contribution.  Nothing in this document 
is intended to expand the coverage provided pursuant to the Trust's Coverage Agreements, and the terms, limits, conditions, definitions, and exclusions of 
such Coverage Agreements will control the scope of coverage provided by the Trust.

Trust Agreement Number:  219-2020

Glendale Elementary School District No. 40

Date:  4/22/2020
Proposal Acceptance Form (PAF)

Contribution Terms:  7/1/2020 until 7/1/2021

$100,000,000/Accident, Property Damage and Extra Expense Combined
Equipment Breakdown
Limit:
Deductible:

Contribution:
Commercial Crime
Limits:

Deductible:

Contribution:

Limit:
Aggregate Limit:

$2,000,000 Annual Aggregate for Legal Defense Expenses
Deductible:

Contribution:

Annual Contribution Subtotal:
Authorized Insurance Representative (AIR) Fee:

TRUST Administration Fee:

$778,632
$8,500

$25,000

$7,463

$9,068

$4,620
Retroactive Date: Per Schedule

$1,000/Accident

$1,500,000/Occurrence:

$100/Occurrence

$2,000,000 each Claim (0 AST, 4 UST)
$4,000,000 Annual Aggregate for Third Party Claims and First Party Remediation Costs

$10,000/Claim

Annual Trust Contribution Grand Total: $812,132

Storage Tank System Third Party Liability and Cleanup

$300,000
Pre-Paid Legal Services Indemnity
Aggregate Limit:
Deductible: None

Contribution: $52,085

$1,500,000/Occurrence:
$1,500,000/Occurrence:

$1,500,000/Occurrence:
$1,500,000/Occurrence:
$1,500,000/Occurrence:

Employee Theft
Forgery or Alteration
Inside Premises - Theft of Money and Securities

Outside the Premises
Computer Fraud
Funds Transfer Fraud

$1,500,000/Occurrence: Inside Premises - Robbery or Safe Burglary of Other Property

$1,500,000/Occurrence: Money Orders and Counterfeit Money

Automobile Physical Damage
Limit:
Deductible:
Deductible:

Actual Cash Value

Contribution: $21,119
Collision:  $250/Accident/Vehicle
Comprehensive:  $250/Accident/Vehicle

Course of Construction (Appendix A.3, Endorsement No. 3) 
Limit:
Deductible:

Contribution: Available, but Not Accepted

Total Insurable Value of the renovation project
$1,000/Occurrence

Statutory, as outlined in A.R.S. § 11-952.01(S)
Unemployment Insurance Liability (Appendix A.9)
Aggregate Limit:
Deductible: None

Contribution: Available, but Not Accepted



Optional Coverages Offered by the Trust

NOTE:  Please refer to the Coverage Agreements for a complete description of the coverages offered.  

Trust Agreement Number:  219-2020

Glendale Elementary School District No. 40

Date:  4/22/2020
Proposal Acceptance Form (PAF)

Contribution Terms:  7/1/2020 until 7/1/2021

Please contact your member services coordinator if you want to add any of the below optional coverages.

$3,500

For Profit Activities (Appendix A.1, Endorsement No. 8)

Annual Contribution (excludes AIR and Admin. fees):

$1,000,000/Occurrence/Annual Aggregate (1 Activity)Limit:

Deductible: No deductible/Occurrence

For Profit Activities provides liability coverage for the member's for profit activities for operations that are not ordinary educational 
operations.

$24,500

Mold Coverage Reinstatement of Limit Program (Appendix A.3, Endorsement No. 1)

Annual Contribution (includes AIR and Admin. fees):

$75,000/Agreement Period (Coverage Year)Aggregate Limit:
Deductible: $1,000/Occurrence

Mold Coverage Reinstatement of Limit Program offers $25,000 of additional no fault mold coverage for a specific location.

$25,000/Occurrence of Fungus, Bacteria, or Wet or Dry Rot Remediation by LocationLimit:

Course of Construction (Appendix A.3, Endorsement No. 3) 

 $1,000/Occurrence
Limit:
Deductible:

Total Insurable Value of the new construction and/or renovation project

Course of Construction covers new construction and/or renovations to a building or structure, namely the materials in 
transit, materials at the worksite, and materials affixed to or a part of the construction and/or renovation, while at the risk 
of the district.  The district is required to notify the Trust in writing in advance of all construction or renovation projects in 
excess of $100,000 as a precondition to coverage.

Unemployment Insurance Liability (Appendix A.9)

Statutory, as outlined in A.R.S. § 11-952.01(S)Aggregate Limit:

Deductible: None

The Unemployment Insurance (UI) Program covers liability for payments that arise from a claim filed by a former 
employee for UI benefits to the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES) and administrative expenses associated 
with handling and/or defending of UI claims.  The district must complete a Power of Attorney Letter as a precondition to 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT  
 

ACTION AGENDA ITEM 
 
 
AGENDA NO:   5.D.  TOPIC:     Authorization to Settle Claims Up to Deductible Limits  
 

 
SUBMITTED BY:  Ms. Joanna Morse, Risk Manager    
 
RECOMMENDE BY: Mr. Mike Barragan, Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Auxiliary Services   
 

 
DATE ASSIGNED FOR CONSIDERATION:    May 28, 2020  
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 

It is recommended the Governing Board authorize the Assistant Superintendent for Financial and 
Auxiliary Services, or his designee, to approve the settlement and payment of claims up to the 
deductible limits in the insurance policy for fiscal year 2020-2021.  
 
RATIONALE: 
 
The Trust Board has procured the liability insurance for the District with deductible limits ranging 
from $1,000 to $25,000, depending on the type of claim. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
 

INFORMATIONAL AGENDA ITEM 
 
AGENDA NO:   6.A.     TOPIC:     Future Meetings            
 
SUBMITTED BY:    Ms. Cindy Segotta-Jones, Superintendent       
  
RECOMMENDED BY:    Ms. Cindy Segotta-Jones, Superintendent      
 
DATE ASSIGNED FOR CONSIDERATION:    May 28, 2020   
 
Board Meetings dates for the 2019-2020 school year are listed below with the agenda topics anticipated for 
each meeting.  Routine items, i.e., vouchers, personnel reports, travel, etc., are not included in the list. 

June TBD Board Retreat: 
Class Sizes 
Board Self Evaluation Instrument 
Program Evaluation/Sustainability 
Board Goals 
Discipline Reports 

June 11 Strategic Plan Update/Discussion 
Employee Garnishments 
Student Activity Treasurer 
Execution of Vouchers 
Workers Compensation, Property, Casualty and Liability Insurance 
Claims Service Agreement 
Authorization to Settle Claims 
Evaluation Handbooks 

June 25 Superintendent’s 2020-2021 Performance Pay Criteria 
Superintendent Evaluation Instrument 
Principal and Teacher Evaluation Ratings 
Proposed Expenditure Budget 
State Assessment Data 
Extracurricular Fee Schedule 
SFB Capital Plan 
Facility Use Fee Schedule and Agreement 

 

Agenda Item Requests Tracking: 

 

Agenda Item Date of Board 
Request 

Board Member 
Making Request 

Date Placed 
on Agenda 

Action Taken 
 

Sick Leave Buy Back Policy 
Study Session 

8/22/19 Mary Ann Wilson  Information provided in 
Board Update 9.20.19 

SmartSchools Detailed 
Report on Costs/Savings 

9/12/19 Jamie Aldama  Information provided in 
Board Update 9.20.19 

Census Resolution 9/12/19 Brenda Bartels 10/14/19 Resolution Adopted 
Superintendent’s 
Evaluation Instrument 

10/14/19 Sara Smith  Added to June 25 
upcoming agenda items 
list 

Staff Resignation Data 1/9/20 Monica Pimentel  Information provided in 
the Board Update 2.14.20 

Add Strategic Plan Review 
to Calendar 

2/6/20 Sara Smith  Added to June 25 
upcoming agenda items 
list 

Add Board Retreat to 
Calendar 

2/6/20 Sara Smith 2/13/20  
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