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Timeline Example

Step I: Initiation

* Kick-off meeting
* Data gathering

e Committee process
framework

s Community engagement
assistance

e Community surveys

June 2022 - July
2022

Step 2: Assessment Step 3: Commitiee

Process

e Enrollment forecast

e Land-use analysis

e Capacity/program analysis

* Preliminary boundary
options

* Develop guiding principles

e District data and
preparation meetings

e Community surveys review

July 2022 - August September 2022 —
2022 January 2023

» Committee facilitation
and board engagement

e Committee technical
support and on-the-fly
scenario modeling

e Community forums

Step 4. Recommendation
* Final boundary
recommendation:
»Maps
»Statistics reports
»GlIS data

» Board engagement and
final presentation

» Additional support

»Implementation
analytics

»Enrollment update

January 2023 —
March 2023
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Technical Process Overview

Student

Data Enrollment _
Management/ AecEEaia Baseline

Internal Reporting
Processing

Demographic &
Land Use Baseline
Analysis Reporting

Software Utilized
Enrollment

Forecasting

Scenario Developmer}\ ‘Sé\

Preliminary/Preferred/Final

Integrate

Feedback Presentation
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Data Compilation

" phal] _—
.I]J] Data Compilation

District
Student information data
School attendance boundaries
School locations
Facilities/program information
Walk zones

Historical enrollment and program
trends

Previous enrollment forecasts
District policies
Building capacities

Other

Metro

v Parcels

v' Zoning and Land Use

Designations

Municipal planners

v Building permits

v Interviews
Buildable lands inventory
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Software & Data Management

BEYF]
Management/
Internal
Processing

-;'-FLO PPS Facility Profiler

Software Utilized
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Fraomework Recommendations

- .
L FLO Community Engagement
-_ Analytics Framework Recommendations

PURPOSE

Throughout the boundary review process the community should be engaged and informed. Community
engagement and information dissemination is critical prior to the boundary review to inform parents of upcoming
changes and during the review process to keep them abreast of the committee"s work. Open houses allow for public
feedback and comment during the process. Upon approval of new boundaries, the District should coordinate
activities and disseminate information to families effected by boundary changes.

PRE-BOUNDARY REVIEW COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
The following recommendations should occur prior to boundary review committee meetings. Materials should be
provided in multiple languages (responsibility of the District), as necessary.
< Public announcement describing the need for boundary changes
# Backpack fliers or letters sent home with students
#  Principal newsletters
*  Newspaperannouncements
+ Automated phone czll announcements
© Announcement of community surveys

< Dedicated page on District website established for boundary revision information
*  Purpose and need for a boundary review and change
#  Results of community surveys and enroliment forecasts (as necessary)
+ Committee make-up (parents, principles, community members)
*  During committee meetings, material should be posted on website 3-4 days after each meeting:
® Meeting Agendas
*  Approved meeting minutes
® Embedded webmap (or link) of Boundary Committee Proposals {as desired)
*  Summary statistics of enrollment and forecast numbers for each proposal (as nesded/desired)
®  Photos or videos of the process
© Social media links

o Contact/feedback mechanism on websitz and dedicated person to respond toinput

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSES

At defined intervals, the Committee will participate in public open-houses to share their progress with the
community. These meetings are extremely important, as they provide transparency and an opportunity for
parents/guardians within affected areas to discuss the current boundary scenario with the Committee members.
Community members will also have the opportunity to provide written comments. We recommend the open
house(s) be free-flow/interactive format with committee members stationed near large format maps to discuss the
committee proposal with the public. It is not recommended that these meetings be "guestion and answer” format,
as Q&A sessions seem to place the focus on District or FLO staff and not on the committee members. The District
will provide a meeting space with enough space to accommodate the expected turnout and areas for large format
maps. The District should also be considerate of acoustics, flow, and easy/close viewing 2nd access to map stations.
The District will also provide stands for all large format maps.

-
- )
- Commiftee Process
- Analyties Framework Recommendations

PURPOSE

The goal of a boundary review process is to utilize core values and guiding principles to inform a well thought cut
and publicly transparent process, frem which final recommendations for reconfigured atendance areas are
provided. The recommendations are developed by a process of engagement between the District, a boundary
review committee, and the community over the course of multiple werkshop style meetings and public open
houses.

These recommendations help support & process that is thorough, transparent, and that balance both the
overarching goals of the District and Board, while also assuring that the community feels informed and that their
voices have been heard.

The boundary review process incorporates a dats-driven decision-making framework based on where students
reside aleng with land-use and residence-based enrollment trends in order to evaluate potential boundary
configuration eptions. Fundamentally, attendance area boundaries define whe will attend & given facility based
upon where students live. District policies can influence student enroliment (2.g., intra-district transfers) in ways
that introduce variability that cannot be accounted for with residence-based assumptions. The District will serve as
an excellent resource for policy and implementation questions, but these guestions are beyond the scope of the
Boundary Review Committee’s guiding principles and objectives.

BOUNDARY REVIEW PROCESS
District Preparation Meetings
The District will need to be informed of the overarching boundary review process, underlying methodelogies,
community involvement, and general responsibilities. A series of meetings with District staff will be necessary prior
to the committee meetings to support the District’s understanding of the framework and ensure the process has
been fully vetted. We recommend including District staff members who may be integral in the committee process,
either as a resource or a decision maker. These staff members include, but are not limited to, representatives in
communications, transportation, nutrition, equity, custodial, technology, student services, and curriculum. We
recommend a series of 2-4 meetings after the kick-off meeting and prior to the committee meetings to discuss the
following

®  Discussion of community survey results

®  Discussion of enrollment projection integration

®  Review draft springboard proposal and scenario modeling workshop

*  Pre-boundary committee meeting preparation and technology testing in meeting space

Committee Makeup

A Boundary Review Committee should be formed with much focus, care, and deliberation. The compaosition and
ongoing input from this team affects the overall direction and success of the entire project and is a critical component
to the overall boundary review process. We recommend that the boundary review committee be comprised of a
combination of District staff (eg, principals) and parents from each affected attendance ares, including
representation from new facilities as required. The District should have staff on hand to assist with answering
questions during the committee meetings and open houses but are not encouraged to take a lead role in the

Community Surveys
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Assessment Overview

X Ty iana - - =
[, ™ Government ~ ady falan - -
Island

Student
Enrolliment ;
Assessment

NE 1220 Ave

Rescarttypa| SHTSTEYeGS: Eyecrlo 10year Curen
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Land Use
Analysis

hra Ave

Forecasts

Enroliment
Forecasting

5229 5207 5.7]

4,989
5,000 4812

4,649
3 4,591
4553 4510 4,468 4,455 4,427 4388 4344 4,350 4363

4,000

3075 3,021 pgp5 2975 pprs 2042 208 3033 5006 540

2807 2847 2231

3,000 2769 2746 2782
> 2472 o33 5310 2393 2361 2371
— 2 335 5061 2 o 2238 55 2079 2089 2128 217% 2140 5p0ep
2,000

2014 | 2015 | 2018 2018 | 2019 2021 | 2022 | 2023 2024 2025 2027 2028 2029

5,229 | 5207 5,171 4812 4,649 14,553 | 4,510 | 4,468 | 4,455 4,427 4,344 4,350 4,363
2,472 2313 2335 2312 2393 2,371 2,238 | 2,151 | 2,079 2,089 2,179 2,140 2,080
=12 3,075|3,021 2,925 2,807 | 2,847 1 2,873 3,042 3,086 3,033 3,006 2,769 2,746 2,782




Understanding the difference

Enrollment Assessment  betweenubere studenss ive

School of ia " 5 - o
Attendanc w “ o s = @ ] 4 2 L £, g E‘ s =
: woow 8§ 8 5 y ® v SPEZE 3535E 3 s
Residence % T > s 5 = =] 8 o 5 Ellal E 20 L 5 Capture  Out  Transfer
Count 2 = E g = E g = i& 298 % 8 X o ‘é a g = Rate  Student Out Rate
Aftendance B o T o 2 z o = o % - q S < g2 8 E « 3 Total
Area g 3 a = = o E‘ 2
(4

Alder ES 5 2 21 2 Q 5 39 3 0 0
Davis ES 2 0 0 6 1 3 4 0 4 [s! 0 21 0 80.3%
Fairview ES 371 3 3 298 0 0 5 2 4 0 2 37 13 0 3 0 80.3%
Glenfair ES 499 & 5 0 412 9 o 1 3 g 1 10 5 0 25 0 82.56%
Hartley ES 491 15 3 3 3 392 22 1 0 4 1 1 8 7 0 31 0 79.8%
Margaret Scott ES 387 1 1 4 2 2 334 1 0 0 & 3 12 10 0 11 0 86.3%
Salish Ponds ES 48] 0 & 3 0 5 3 321 0 9 5 10 37 5 0 7 0 81.3%
Sweetbriar ES 383 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 293 11 0 & 18 31 1 1 0 80.7% 70 19.3%
Troutdale ES 433 0 2 1 0 0 4 0 4 364 1 8 13 33 1 2 0 84.1% 49 15.9%
Wilkes ES 494 13 & 0 Q & 9 3 0 3 420 1 14 1 0 11 0 84.7% 76 15.3%
Woodland ES 500 3 0 2 0 0 1 3 10 11 1 413 33 20 0 2 1 82.6% 87 17.4%
K-5 Subtotals 4,970 411 405 318 428 430 403 419 311 191 133 2 168 1 - — —
Out of District 414 25 10 a8 34 11 2 8 30 95 30 0 119 0 — — —
K-5 Totals 5,386 436 | 415 | 326 | 462 | 441 | 405 | 427 | 341 286 | 163 | 2 | 287 | 1 — — —
Transfer In Student Total 1,342 103 4] 28 50 49 71 36 48 284 163 2 287 1 - - -
Transfer In Rate 25.3% 23.6%) 2.9% | 8.6% | 10.8% | 11.1%| 17.5%] 84% | 14.1% | 15.7% | 17.0%| 9.4% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% - — -

Need to understand program considerations and assumptions — special education, special programs, online education
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Enrollment Forecasts

Students
7,000 Forecasts Aftending
Building/Program 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2029
Alder ES 436 427 402 409 399 392 460
Davis ES 415 412 414 408 404 405 390
6,000 Fairview ES 326 316 314 297 296 295 304
Glenfair ES 462 465 480 492 488 484 484
5229 5207 5171 Hartley ES 441 450 456 459 448 457 440
: Margaret Scott ES 405 403 95 1 380 384 354
5,000 Salish Ponds ES 427 417 407 95 393 391 395
4591 4553 Sweetbriar ES 341 339 324 315 313 304 279
— 2010 4468 4455 4427 4388 4344 4350 4363 Troutdale ES 432 414 387 376 372 372 353
Wilkes ES 506 493 512 501 493 489 457
4.000 Woodland ES 456 451 459 463 479 479 445
’ Reynolds SD 7 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
K-5 4,649 4,591 4,553 4,510 4,468 4,455 4,363
3,075 3,021 5995 2575 2931 5g7s 3042 308 3033 3004
3,000 2,807 2847 — ~282 2760 2745 2782 Middle School
2,472
2,313 2335 2241 2312 2393 2361 2371 2,238 2151 2,179 2140 Students
91 2079 2089 2128 < 140 2,080 Aflending
2,000 Building/Program 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2029
Hauton B Lee MS 813 813 812 741 746 750 718
Reynolds Ms 982 947 933 903 353 812 859
Walt Morey MS 593 596 621 589 547 511 498
1,000 Reynolds SD 7 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 2024 | 2025 | 2026 | 2027 2028 | 2029 6-8 2,393 2,361 2,371 2,238 2,151 2,079 2,080
w—(-5 5229 5207 5171 4989 4,812 4,649 4,591 4,553 4,510 4,468 | 4,455 4,427 4,388 4,344 4,350 4,363
68 | 2,472 2313 2335 2261 2,312 2,393 2,361 2371 2238 2,151 2,079 2,089 2,128 2,179 2,140 2,080
w912 3,075 3021 2925 2975 2,807 2.847 2,931 2,873 3.042 3086 3,033 3,006 2862 2769 2746 2782
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Scenario Development

Springboard

Committee Scenario

| Scenario Development
Preliminary/Preferred/Final

Integrate

(CS) #1 \

Present

Feedback




Open Houses

Community Surveys
Board Presentations
Landing Page Email

Our Approach to Public Processes

Data Driven
Process

« Advanced Enroliment

Emphasis on « Forecasting, Balancing
« and Modeling

Community
Engagement
Opportunities
Agility
« Scenario
Modeling and
Input Gathering

Guiding Principles
Committee Charge

Consensus
Scenarios



Committee Meetfings

» Brings the community
into the decision-making
process and provides the
public touch points along
the way to review and
provide feedback.




On the Fly Scenario Modeling
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On-the-tly Statistical Updates

Attendance Area Existing Committee Option 2
2019 (2019 2019 % 2024 | 2024 2024 % 2029 2029 %
Count | +/- | Capacity | Forecast | + /- | Capacity | Forecast| + /- | Capacity
Cenfral Avenue ES 213 439 | -74 86% 409 -104 80% 427 -86 83% 456 | AT 89% 445 -64d 87% 465 -48 91%
Collins ES B13 516 3 101% B35 22 104% 591 78 1153 414 | 59 81% 406 -107 T9% 458 -B5 89%
Harvard ES 513 400 |1 -113 T8% M2 -171 67% 358 -155 T0% 52 -1 100% 442 -7 86% 464 -49 0%
Midland ES 519 514 -5 99% 475 -44 92% 513 -6 9% 471 -45 91% 4338 -81 84% 474 -45 91%
Brookdale ES M3 R0z | -1 98% "7 -56 81% 427 -86 83% 436 | =77 85% 363 -150 T1% Ir3 -140 T3%
Christensen ES 475 447 | -28 94% 78 g7 80% 386 -85 81% 456 | -19 6% 395 -80 83% 405 -7 85%
Elmhurst ES 466 382 | -74 84% 355 -111 TE% 353 -103 T8% 409 | 57 88% 383 -83 82% 394 -T2 84%
James Sales ES 513 400 |1 -104 80% 355 -158 69% a57 -156 T0% 466 | AT O01% 380 -123 T6% 391 122 T6%
SES Existing Committee Option 2
%SPED| % Racial Diversity|% LEP|% LAP| % McKinney-Vento
ES Central Avenue ES 11.1% 50.1% 11.1% | 17.6% 1.1% 12.1% 52.3% 11.1% | 18.6% 21%
ES Collins ES 12.2% 59 1% 10.6% | 20.7% 2.8% 11.7% 57.4% 9.2% [ 20.0% 2.2%
ES Harvard ES 13.9% 83.7% 37 7% | 30.6% 6.2% 14 6% T8.2% 32.2% | 27.9% 5.0%
ES Midland ES 15.0% T2.6% 13.8% | 20.0% 4. 1% 13.7% T31% 13.7% | 20.1% 4 3%
ES Brookdale ES 11.6% 70.9% 12.8% | 23.7% 6.4% 10.4% 72.0% 13.3% | 24 2% 6.1%
ES Christensen ES 15.1% T6.1% 14.6% | 14.9% 4 9%, 14.3% T6.7% 15.0% | 15.7% 4 5%
ES Elmhurst ES 10.9% T01% 12.4% | 18.7% 3.3% 10.9% 70.1% 12.4% [ 18.7% 3.3%
ES James Sales ES 12.3% 71.9% 14.1% | 25.9% 4 3% 13.9% T01% 13.2% | 24 7% 5.2%

Ability to consider the socio-economic/demographic aspects of the current student body to inform scenarios
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Open Houses

» Public touch-points to
receive input on the
Committee’s progress and
answer questions

o s

» Allow the Committee to
model actionable
suggestions from the
public

» Conducted in-person

» FLO can assist with
additional asynchronous
content

FLO
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Recommendation: Final Boundary Option

* Final Boundary Recommendation
o Maps, Statistics, GIS Data

* Board Engagement and Presentation
o Consensus Report-out
o Recommendation alignment with Guiding
Principles
* Additional support
o Affected student matrix
o Implementation support
o Enrollment update

£ Search McKay Larrabee
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~twi verspective

ortunities for PTO involvement and facilities,
proximity to the HS
Family access
Proximity/walkability
Saves some sp > at Fife Elementary, does not
overload any one school (summary stats does not
take into consideration portables) — great for

pacity

Provides ideal minimal class size - safisfies bond
objectives/goals
SES indicators not that different from what the District SES
is currently experiencing
Best of all scenarios

Take a District-wide perspective
(capacity/forecast/balanced enrollment)

Neighborhood schools
Consider transportation impacts
Maximize proximity to home

Consider racial and ethnic diversity as well as

|
‘ Minimize disruption and impacts to special
programs or special populations (F/R lunch,
Cons: SPED)
o
-

= Not being able to balance SES percentages

parent committee reps only)

Comnmittee Iteration 1
School Name |Grade |2019 2024 2029
" Hedden by Grade, Student Count, and
Discovery ES |Grade K 140| 158 156
|Discovery €5 [Grade 1 134 153 157 Forecast
Discovery ES_|Grade 2 133 162| 158 —— Attendance 2019 = Attendance 2024 = Attendance 2029
Hedden ES Grade 3 155 158 161 T
HeddenES  |Grade 4 135, 155) 165
HeddenES _ |Grade 5 138 146, 167| | 160 —_—
Fife ES Grade K 132 132 134 \_’
Fife ES Grade 1 105 129 134] |
Fife ES Grade 2 149 139 134] | 10
Fife ES Grade 3 131 136 135
Fife ES Grade 4 129 135 136| | 10
Fife ES Grade 5 122 140) 137 Grade Grade Grades
Fife by Grade, Student Count, and Discovery by Grade, Student Count, and
Forecast Forecast
2019 = Attendance 2024 209 2019 —— Attendance 2024 = Attendance 2029
170 170
GradeK Gradel Grade2 Graded Grade4 GradeS Grade K Grade 1 Grade2

Fife School District Enrollment Modeling Report
Sased n ulanglrogmaencare
Student Enroliment and
Grade Total 2019 | 2019% | 2024Forecast | 2024 | 2024% [ 2029 Forecast | 2029 | 2029%
e Group | capacity | 222%™ | ;. | capacty Count +/- | capacity +/- | capacity
T 0 N N 8 0 " I A
Hedden ES (3-5) £ 475 428 -47 90.1% 450 215 | 96.8% 493 18 | 103.8%
Fife ES (K-5) ES 825 768 -57 93.1% 812 -13 | 98.5% 811 14 | 983%
Y N N 0 O O I % B TR TN 7
P O 0 T O 7 % R [
Fife HS (9-12) HS 695 992 297 | 142.7% 1,040 345 | 149.7% 1111 416 | 159.8%
p——
e S it
PR [ D) — p— T EE ) .
Discovery S (K-2) ES 409 407 115% | 48.9% 37.8% 19.9%
Hedden ES (3-5) ES 475 428 114% | 47.2% 41.8% 105%
etstin 0 O 3 P R
T T 3
Surprise Lake MS (6-8) 18.8%
Fifie HS (9-12) 1,008 10.6%

f System (sts) from 2019.20t0 st
exclude calculated based omit students.
(SES) include % Special Education (SPED) based on the "sped” attribute in the SIS, % Racial Diversity (calculated as the percent of non-white or Hispanic
students) based on the "race” attribute in the SIS, % Free/Reduced Lunch based on the "free_reduced" attribute in the SIS, and % English Language

Analytics

Learners (ELL) based on the "ell" attribute in the SIS. SPED students assumed to be served in their home school.



Community Engagement Assistance

¥ Boundary Review

Engaging the community through: e
* community surveys
e working committee meetings
* open houses

Surveys will
define what
families value

mprehensive review of all school attendan,

There is a community engagement recommendations

framework

* We recommend a separate set of meetings with the District’s
Communications team to go over in detail

Timeline

September

. . . About Our Beundary Review i
Scheduling of key information output throughout the 3. any sl areover capcty

duration of the project

November

Establish District web page early on

December

Interactive web map

o Commitles meel
January 2020

ommittes meeti
irst open house

February

= Cornmittes meeti
Second open hous

March

= Recommendation to
Board of Trustees

March-June

= Implementation




Additional Examples — Committee Maps
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Committee map showing number of students
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Additional Examples — Open House Maps
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Additional Examples — Web Map Progress
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Additional Examples — Statistical Reports

Detailed Report

Summary Statistics DRAFT -- Subject to change based on continuation of the i

i o fe] S Attendance Area Overview 2 FLO

0311212020 DRAFT-- Currently under review by the Superintendent. -

12/06/2019 — Analytics
Lake Grove ES
Existing Option A Attendance Area Existing Boundaries (2019-2020) Approved Boundaries (2020-2021)
Total Capacity 524 | Total Capacity 524
Target Capacity 445 | Target Capacity 445 2018 | 2018% | 2018 | 2023 | 2023% | 2023 | 2028 | 2028% | 2028
Target Percentage 85.0% | Target Percentage 85.0% Count| Capacity | Over / |Forecast| Capacity | Over / |Forecast|Capacity | Over /
2019 Count 381 | 2019 Count 463 Under Under Under
%}g ‘}; Capacity T2.7% | 2019 % Capacity 88.4% Deep Creek ES 205 | 819% | -65 206 | 822% | 64 287 | 79.9% | 713
ver / Under -143 | 2015 Over/ Under 61 East Gresham ES | 600 506 | 99.3% | 4 561 | 935% | -39 543 | 905% | 57

Grade K 50 | Grade K 64
Grade 1 52 | Grade 1 6 East Orient £S 435 409 | 240% [ -26 398 | 915% | -37 300 | 89.7% | -45
Grade 2 69 | Grade 2 82 Hall ES 600 506 | 843% | -94 475 | 792% | 125 | 468 | 78.0% | -132
Grade 3 58 | Grade 3 67 Highland ES 468 477 | 1019% | 9 447 | 955% | 21 455 | g72% [ -13
Grade 4 77 | Grade 4 89 Hogan Cedars ES 516 472 | 915% [ -44 523 101.4% 7 528 1023% | 12
Grade 5 75 | Grade 5 35 Hollydale ES 500 533 | 88.8% | 67 | 500 | 833% | 100 | 505 | 842% | 95
gzgg ? 3 823‘; f( g Kelly Creek ES 510 447 | 876% | 63 | 416 | 816% | o4 | 420 | 824% | -o0
Grade 8 0 | Grades 0 North Gresham ES| 600 543 | 905% | 57 504 | 990% | -6 584 | 97.3% | -16
Grade 9 0 | Graded 0 Powell Valley ES | 495 433 | 875% | -62 412 | 832% | 83 415 | 838% | -80
Grade 10 0 | Grade 10 0 West Gresham ES 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0% 0
Grade 11 0 | Grade 11 0 Clear Creek MS 799 640 | 80.1% | -159 728 911% | -1 691 865% | -108
S;’S:nlim hie 9 anf S;“rl‘:’:n:i S 0 sn,: Damascus MS 200 177 | 885% | -23 170 | 850% | -30 161 | 805% | -39
Percent Special Education 171% | Percent Special Education 145 Dexter McCarty M| 684 525 | 76.8% | -150 | 581 849% | -103 | 576 | 84.2% [ -108
Percent TAG 12.3% | Percent TAG 11.2% Gordon Russell MS| 843 813 | 964% | -30 768 | 9114% | 75 702 | 833% | 141
Percent Section 504 1.0% | Percent Section 504 1.1% West Orient MS 444 430 96.8% -14 418 94 1% -26 414 93 2% -30
Percent DLI 0.3% | Percent DLI 0.0% Gresham HS 1,651 1423] 862% | 228 | 1542 | 934% | 109 | 1586 | 961% | 65
Percent Free/Reduced Lunch 5.0% | Percent Free/Reduced Lunch 6.7% Sam Barlow HS 1,789 1556| 87.0% | 233 | 1544 | 863% | 245 | 1531 | 856% | -258
ACCESS 32 | ACCESS 32
DELTA 0 | DELTA 0
Pathways 0 | Pathways 0
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Additional Examples — Statistical Reports

Committee Iteration 1
Attendance |Attendance |Attendance
School Name |Grade (2019 2024 2029
- Hedden by Grade, Student Count, and
Discovery ES |Grade K 140 158 156
Discovery ES |Grade 1 134 153 157 Forecast
School Existing Committee Recommendation Discovery ES |Grade 2 133 162 158 = Attendance 2019 == Attendance 2024 == Attendance 2029
HeddenES |Grade 3 155 158 161 .
HeddenES  |Grade 4 135 155 165 170
HeddenES |Grade5 138 146 167 160 —
ES Cascade Locks ES 65.2% 8.7% 24.6% 27.5% 65.2% 8.7% 246% 275% = p— 12 = 134 | 150 —
ES May Sireet ES 46.6% 18.6% 10.4% 39.1% 14.9% 15.0% 9.8% 37 3% e e——
: i P —
Es Mid Valley ES 79 5% 55.8% 14.7% 79.7% 80.9% 578% 122% 52.8% Fife ES Grade 1 105 129 34
ES Parkdale ES 58 2% 38.9% 16.3% 543% 585% 373% 17.0% 51.0% Fife ES Grade 2 149 139 134) | 150
ES Westside ES 34.0% 13.8% 10.9% 1.3% 335% 16.0% 1.7% 31.9% Fife ES Grade 3 131 136 135] | 110
MS Hood River MS 40.5% 9.4% 10.3% 38.6% 39.3% 91% 10.2% 38.0% Fife S Grade 4 129 135 136 | 100
MS Wyeast MS 71.8% 25.3% 14.1% 68.7% 59.2% 237% 13.7% 65.6% i Cradet e 20 - Eedad s .
Potentially Affected Students Fife by Grade, Student Count, and Discovery by Grade, Student Count,
Forecast and Forecast
; _Aﬂendance o —Aﬁendance 2024_Attsndance o —Attendance 2019 —Aﬁendance zoza—Aﬁendance 2029
Cascade Locks ES 69 69 0 0 0 0 170 70
May Street ES 414 372 42 39 0 3 160 180 —_—— —
Mid Valley ES 198 465 X 21 g 0 150 AN 10
Parkdale ES 208 208 0 0 0 0 140 140 —
Westside ES 530 403 127 119 5 3 T 130
Hood River MS 585 529 56 51 2 3 T N/ 120
110 110
Wyeast MS 383 383 0 0 0 0 WV
100 100
GradeK Grade1l Grade? Grade3 Graded4 Grade5 Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2
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Additional Examples — Informative Maps

District Overview
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