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June 15, 2011 

 

 

Senator Andy Biggs, Chairman 

Joint Committee on Capital Review 

1716 West Adams 

Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

 

Dear Senator Biggs: 

 

A.R.S. § 15-2002, subsection A, paragraph 13, requires the School Facilities Board (SFB) to 

submit demographic assumptions, construction schedules, and cost estimates for the New School 

Construction Program to the Joint Committee on Capital Review by June 15.  

 

The FY 2011 budget authorized the SFB to approve new school construction projects, subject to 

legislative appropriation. The SFB awarded two projects in the FY 2011 capital plan cycle, 

valued at $7.8 million.  The SFB also cancelled 1 project valued at $1 million, for a total net 

award of $6.8 million. 

 

Included in this report are: 

 

 Demographic Context 

 

This section includes a summary of the statewide new construction climate and its 

projected impact on the SFB. 

 

 Projected Schedules of Projects that are Board Approved 

 

Schedules and cost estimates are provided for all new school construction projects 

approved by the SFB that are not yet completed. 

 

 Projects Scheduled to be Approved in FY 2012 

 

Schedules and cost estimates are provided for conceptually-approved projects that could 

be approved in the next capital plan cycle if ADM projections materialize. 
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 Backup Information used in FY 2011 Capital Plan Cycle 

 

This section contains the ADM projections established for the districts that applied to the 

SFB for new construction in their FY 2011 Capital Plans, and information that was used 

in the analyses.  The backup is divided into the following geographic regions: 

 

Pima County  

Central and West Maricopa County 

Northwest Maricopa County 

East Maricopa County and Pinal County 

All Other Regions 

 

 Appendix – ADM Projections Submitted by Districts not Requesting New 

Construction 

 

Even districts that do not seek new school construction funds from the SFB are asked to 

submit student population projections in their capital plans.  This section contains the 

projections submitted by the districts that complied. 

 

This report will also be posted on the SFB website.  Please feel free to contact me with any 

questions or comments.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Dean T. Gray 

 

 

cc: Janice K. Brewer, Governor 

 John Kavanagh, JLBC 

John Arnold, OSPB Director 

Jack Brown, JLBC Staff 

Dale Frost, OSBP Staff 

Members of the School Facilities Board 
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Demographic Context



Economic and Demographic Context for New School Construction  
Updated June 15, 2011 

 
Overview of Arizona’s Housing Market 

 
During the last decade, Arizona experienced remarkable changes in its demographic and 
economic makeup. Between April 1, 2000 and April 1, 2010, the State’s population grew 
by 24.6% from 5.13 million to 6.39 million, placing Arizona as the second fastest 
growing state, only outpaced by Nevada (35.1% increase).  It also moved Arizona to the 
16th most populous state in the nation from previously the 20th. Maricopa County, listed 
among the top 10 most populous counties in the nation, added almost a million people in 
the decade, more than any other U.S. county, reaching a population of 3.82 million in 
2010. Pinal County, ranked as the second fastest growing county in the nation, more than 
doubled its population in the same period (U.S. Census Bureau 2010).  
 

Chart 1 New Residential Housing Units Authorized in Arizona 2000-2010 
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  Source: Real Estate Center, Arizona State University.  

 
Much of the population growth appears to have taken place in the middle part of the 
decade concurrent with the housing boom. Between 2000 and 2010, more than 655,000 
new housing units were added to Arizona (U.S. Census Bureau 2000 & 2010) and over 
50% of these were built during 2004 and 2007 (Chart 1).  From a total of 2.19 million 
housing units in 2000, that number soared to 2.84 million in 2010 (U.S. Census Bureau 
2000 & 2010), undergoing a surge of 29.9%, outpacing the population growth by more 
than 5%,  resulting in mounting housing vacancies.  
 
Chart 1 presents an overview of the new residential housing permits issued annually in 
Arizona during the first decade of the new millennium. While the annual growth during 
the first three years was moderate, it took off in 2003 and the total number shot up to over 
100,000 in 2005. The picture of the second half of the decade, however, was the opposite. 
Just as permitting activity soared during the first half, it started plummeting from 2006, 
only in a more dramatic fashion.  The total of the permits issued during 2006-2010 

  1 



numbered less than the two-year total for 2004 and 2005. In 2010, it sank to just above 
12,500, one-eighth of the peak level and the lowest during the decade. 
 
Much has been said about what caused this downturn in the housing market. It has been 
widely acknowledged that Arizona overbuilt during the housing boom, especially in the 
two major metro areas in 2004 and 2005 as a result of investor purchases. With a third of 
its economy heavily dependent upon construction and its related services, Arizona 
boasted an annual GDP growth rate of 8.7% in 2005 and was touted as the fastest 
growing economy in the nation, together with Nevada (8.2%) and Florida (7.8%) (U.S. 
Bureau of Economic Analysis June 2006 release; The Arizona Republic June 7, 2006, 
Business section, D1). Yet, soon “When the bubble burst and the speculators were no 
longer buying houses, it became obvious that the market was flooded. Some analysts 
estimate the surplus was as high as 80,000 homes at its peak.” (Arizona Capital Times, 
May 29, 2009, Vol. 110 Issue 22, p. 24). The situation was confounded by the national 
credit crisis that surfaced in 2007.  The declining housing prices and the difficulty of 
obtaining credit drove many would-be buyers to the sidelines, prolonging the process of 
absorbing the housing overstock. Today, Arizona, together with Nevada and Florida, is 
listed as one of the top five worst housing markets in the nation, with 51% of its 
homeowners having negative equity on their mortgage, second only to Nevada (CNN 
Money February 24, 2010). The First Quarter Real Estate Market Report 2011 recently 
released by Zillow.com placed Phoenix at the top among the 132 metro areas tracked in 
the nation with 68.4% of the homeowners with negative equity as housing prices 
continued to decline in the region. According to Arizona State University’s monthly 
Resale Market Reports, foreclosures went up to account for 40% of the single-family 
resales during the first four months of 2011 in Maricopa County.  
 
In the following, we take a closer look at the housing downturn in Arizona. 
  
AZ Housing Market  
Chart 2 depicts the monthly number of residential housing permits issued in Arizona 
between January 2005 and December 2010. According to SFB staff’s research, the annual 
permit numbers published by Arizona’s Economy of University of Arizona are 
consistently lower than those by Real Estate Studies of Arizona State University, and 
likely lower than the actual number of constructed housing units; however, the two 
sources of quarterly permit data produce almost exactly the same pattern. Since ASU’s 
Real Estate Studies does not provide the monthly permit data which could be particularly 
telling for the period when the dramatic housing downturn unfolded, SFB staff used the 
monthly data by Arizona’s Economy in this chart.  In Chart 2, the number of permits 
reached its peak in the summer of 2005 and started to decline in the fall of that year. The 
market went sideways for about half a year before the bubble finally burst in the summer 
of 2006. Permitting activities picked up speed in the spring of 2007, giving the false 
indication of a rebound. The upturn was followed by an even deeper decline that led to a 
low of less than 1,000 permits in December of 2008. Except for a few months, the 
number of monthly permits has mostly remained around 1,000 since then, which is about 
one-eighth of the peak levels in the summer of 2005.  
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Chart 2  New Residential Housing Units Authorized in Arizona  
January 2005 to December 2010 
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Source: Arizona’s Economy, University of Arizona, various issues published between July 2005 and 
March 2011.  

 
 

Chart 3a New Housing Units Authorized and Units Sold (New & Resale)  
in Phoenix Metro Area January 2005-December 2010 
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Source: Arizona’s Economy, University of Arizona, various issues published between July 2005 and 
March 2011.  

 
Phoenix and Tucson Metro Housing Markets   
Chart 3a presents information on permits and both new and existing housing sales for the 
Phoenix metro area (Maricopa and Pinal counties). The number of permits generally 
follows the same pattern as the State. There were substantial rebounds in housing sales 
(most of which were resales) between March and December of 2009 and between March 
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and July 2010, most likely due to the tax rebates offered to first-time homebuyers. The 
historic low housing prices resulting from flurries of foreclosures have also contributed to 
the bumped sales volume since 2009.   
 
The housing permit situation in the Tucson metro area (Pima County) is similar. The 
sales activities, however, exhibit a pattern with much less fluctuation (Chart3b). The 
foreclosure rate has been consistently and substantially lower than that of Phoenix metro 
area according to Realtytrac.com. The home price has significantly dropped from its 
boom years but never with the same trajectory of the Phoenix metro area (Arizona Home 
Prices and Home Values, Zillow.com).   

 
 

Chart 3b New Housing Units Authorized and Units Sold (New & Resale) 
in Tucson Metro Area January 2005-December 2010 

0

200

400

600

800

1,000

1,200

1,400

1,600

1,800

2,000

Jan
 05

Ap
r 0
5
Jul
 05
Oc
t 0
5
Jan
 06

Ap
r 0
6
Jul
 06
Oc
t 0
6
Jan
 07

Ap
r 0
7
Jul
 07
Oc
t 0
7
Jan
 08

Ap
r 0
8
Jul
 08
Oc
t 0
8
Jan
 09

Ap
r 0
9
Jul
 09
Oc
t 0
9
Jan
 10

Ap
r 1
0
Jul
 10
Oc
t 1
0

New Housing Permits Units Sold (New & Resale)

 
Source: Arizona’s Economy, University of Arizona, various issues published between July 2005 and 
March 2011.  

 
 
Predictability of the Housing Market 
Few economists predicted the severity and length of this housing downturn. The W.P. 
Carey School of Business at Arizona State University regularly polls a panel of nearly 20 
economists and institutions and publishes their economic forecasts, including single-
family permits, for Arizona in Western Blue Chip Economic Forecast. Table 1 
summarizes their consensus forecasts of single-family permits as an annual percentage 
change for 2005 through 2012. The forecasts for a particular year are updated monthly 
until the year draws to a close. The numbers cited below were published in the December 
issue just prior to the year in question, except for 2012 which is quoted from the June 
2011 issue.   
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Table 1: Forecasted and actual Arizona single-family permits percentage change over 
previous year  
Year Consensus Forecast  Actual  
2005 -3.4% 2.2% 
2006 -5.2% -29.9% 
2007  -6.8% -29.7% 
2008  -4.8% -51.9% 
2009  -0.1% -36.0% 
2010 18.5% -24.1% 
2011 26.0% 4.3% (June 2011 forecast) 
2012 27.3% (June 2011issue) N/A 

 

Sources: Data on Consensus Forecast for single-family permits is from the December issue of the previous 
year, Western Blue Chip Economic Forecast.  Data on Actual single-family permits is from Real Estate 
Center, Arizona State University. 
 
Comparing the forecasts and actual numbers, it is obvious that the consensus forecasts 
were widely off the mark five years in a row (2006 – 2010). Most economists vastly and 
repeatedly underestimated the housing downturn. The panelists predicted that the year 
2010 would finally see a rebound with an increase of 18.5%; in the June 2010 issue the 
panelists predicted an even higher increase of 19.8%. Their June forecasts were usually 
much more accurate than their forecasts made in the previous December, but in 2010 the 
treacherous housing market once again evaded their expectation, declining steeply by 
24.1%.  This year’s forecast released in June has been lowered to 4.3% from 26.0%, 
indicating that the new housing market has been far from faring well as the panel 
predicted last December.  
 
S&P/Case-Shiller Home Price Index and ASU Repeat Sale Index 
The S&P/Case-Shiller Home Price Indices are the most watched housing price indicators. 
Chart 4 shows the S&P/Case-Shiller Home Price Index for the Phoenix metro area, one 
of the 20 MSAs that the indices track. The solid line measures the Phoenix price index 
(left vertical axis); the dashed line measures the year-over-year change of the Phoenix 
price index (right vertical axis). Just as prices shot straight up between 2004 and the 
summer of 2006, they came crashing down starting in August 2006. Between then and 
May 2009, home prices in Phoenix dropped 53.4%. Starting in June 2009, the index 
trended up for nearly a whole year, resulting in an overall year-over-year increase during 
March 2010 and August 2010, and giving much hope that the housing market was 
stabilizing and recovering. However, the index dropped again afterwards for eight 
consecutive months (June 2010 to Jan 2011), and the year-over-year change went 
negative starting from Sept 2010.  
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Chart 4: S&P/Case-Shiller Home Price Index for Phoenix Metro Area 
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The Arizona State University Repeat Sale Index (ASU-RSI) measures changes in average 
Phoenix-area home prices from year to year. The latest index reveals a similar story: after 
an estimated 2.6% increase from May 2009 to May 2010, a downward trend ensued. In 
December 2010, the year-over-year change drops to -8.1%.  One year ago, there were 
indications suggesting that the housing market in Arizona was stabilizing; at this point, 
however, it is obvious that the good news about the housing market is yet to come.  

 
 

Chart 5: Actual and Projected New Residential Permits  
Compared with Projected Population Growth Rates 
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Source: Arizona’s Economy, University of Arizona,  March 2011 issue. 
*Actual number of permits is used for 2010, and projected numbers used for 2011-2014. 
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Projected Residential Permit and State Population Growth 
The housing construction has a close if not perfect relationship with the state’s population 
growth. Since Census 2010 data was released, Arizona’s Economy made a preliminary 
adjustment to its population projection in its March 2011 issue. There is virtually no 
change in the projected population for the current year compared to 2010, followed by a 
minimal 0.5% increase in 2012. It is not until 2014 that the annual population growth 
tops 100,000.  The projected residential permits follow the similar pattern (Chart 5). 

 
 
 

Arizona School District ADM 
 
Proposed or actual school closures have been widely reported in the media as the result of 
the enrollment drop and tight budgets. On April 17 2011, The Arizona Republic ran a 
comprehensive front-page story on Arizona schools’ disappearance, examining major 
causes as well as possible traumatic effects. It reports that at the beginning of the 
academic year 2010-2011, 67 district schools were newly closed or on the verge of 
closure, compared to 37 four years earlier according to Arizona Department of Education 
(ADE).  Given the dramatic downturn in the housing market, the slowdown in population 
growth, and the ensuing weak economy, the school district ADM growth had been 
decelerating for a couple of years before finally turning negative in FY 2009 (Table 2). 
The preliminary ADM counts for FY 2011 released by ADE as of May 31, 2011 show 
that many school districts experienced enrollment declines, and that the statewide public 
school district ADM suffered a further loss of 1.7%.  A large part of the deceleration in 
the past few years could be attributed to the faster growth rate of charter school 
enrollments.  Indeed, the total ADM of public school districts and charter schools has 
declined a mere 0.4% from FY 2009 to FY 2011, with school districts progressively 
losing students and charter school enrollment making successive strides.  
 
Table 2: ADM growth in public school districts and charter schools  

Fiscal Year 100th day ADM 
(Districts) * 

District ADM 
growth rate 

100th day ADM 
(Charters) * 

Charter ADM 
growth rate 

FY 2001 794,178  52,577  
FY 2002 811,417 2.2% 62,462 18.8% 
FY 2003 829,263 2.2% 70,046 12.1% 
FY 2004 844,687 1.9% 77,364 10.4% 
FY 2005 870,169 3.0% 83,025 7.3% 
FY 2006 896,663 3.0% 84,980 2.4% 
FY 2007 917,215 2.3% 88,526 4.2% 
FY 2008 929,396 1.3% 92,257 4.2% 
FY 2009 925,897 -0.4% 99,378 7.7% 
FY 2010 918,313 -0.8% 107,805 8.5% 
FY 2011 902,270 -1.7% 118,666 10.1% 

 

* From ADE’s LEA information request website 
05/31/2011: http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx (using the 
same criteria counting kindergarten enrollment as one -half).  The ADM counts for online charter schools 

e removed. ar
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One wildcard factor, namely the effect of SB1070, was much talked about before and at 
the beginning of the school year in Fall 2010.  School officials from a number of districts 
in the Valley including Chandler Unified, Balsz Elementary and Peoria Unified expected 
and saw a drop in enrollment in several predominantly Hispanic schools due to what they 
believed was the effect of the law (The Arizona Republic May 28, 2010, Pg. A1; The 
Republic/azcentral.com, July 30, 2010; et al). A September article in The Arizona 
Republic claimed that the illegal immigrants living in Arizona declined by 100,000 from 
six months earlier even though the law’s most controversial provisions were blocked
before it went into effect at the end of July 2010 (The Arizona Republic Sept 10, 2010, 
Pg. 8).   However, the preliminary ADM count for FY 2011 does not appear to support
the statement that the much debated immigration law has caused a significant exodus in 
population. As discussed in the previous paragraph, while the ADM of public school 
district enrollment in FY 2011 underwent a sizable decline of 1.7%, the charter school
enrollment in Arizona rose significantly, and the combined total ADM of public school 
districts and charter school enrollment in FY 2011 was merely 0.5% down from that of 
FY 2010, an ADM loss of nearly 5,200, which indicates that the decreased public school 
district enrollment was more likely the result of competition from charter schools, the 

ght state budget, weak economy, and a slowdown of population growth.  

T le 3: Number o ic t   d F 1 0

ti
 

ab f distr ts tha  gained or lost ADM uring Y 200 -FY2 11  
   FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY 05 FY 06 FY 07 FY 08 FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 

# Growing Districts 118 115 110 1 138 126 22 117 91 79 74 
# Declining Districts 105 105 104 94 79 92 103 127 139 141 
Gainer/Loser Ratio 1.12 1.10 1.06 1.30 1.75 1.37 1.14 0.72 0.57 0.52 

 

Sources: Data for FY02-FY10 is calculated from ADM tables prepared for SFB by
calculated from ADE’s LEA information request website 

 ADE; data for FY11is 

5/31/2011: http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx0  

t, it would be 
asonable to expect that it might take a couple of years to see a rebound.  

te that lost the most ADM and the ten 
istricts that gained the most ADM in FY 2011.  

 
There are 215 public school districts that enrolled students in FY 2011(ADE’s ADM 
counts as of May 31, 2011). Among these districts, 74 experienced ADM growth and 141 
had declining ADM between FY 2010 and FY 2011 (Table 3). The ratio of growing 
districts to declining districts dropped steadily over the past five years. For every district 
that saw its ADM decline in FY 2006, there were 1.75 districts that grew in ADM. 
Currently, for every district whose ADM is declining, there is only 0.52 district that is 
growing. This trend is consistent with the precipitous drop in the number of housing 
permits over the same period. Given the dire state of the housing marke
re
 
This is only part of the story. The other part is that the declining districts tend to be those 
that have sufficient capacity and the growing districts tend to be those without available 
capacity.  Table 4 lists the ten districts in the sta
d
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s that lost ADM and top 10 districts that gained ADM between 
FY 2010 and FY 2011 

 
Table 4: Top 10 district

District 
FY 11 100th day 

ADM 
ADM Change 
FY10 to FY11 

Top 10 Districts in ADM Decline 
Tucson Unified District 50,661 -2,010 
Mesa Unified District 62,169 -1,587 
Washington Elementary School District 20,722 -924 
Amphitheater Unified District 14,192 -857 
Deer Valley Unified District 33,853 -722 
Phoenix Union High School District 24,397 -640 
Peoria Unified School District 35,427 -636 
Cartwright Elementary District 16,562 -628 
Flagstaff Unified District 9,584 -589 
Roosevelt Elementary District 9,876 -556 
Sunnyside Unified District -513 16,102 

Top 10 Districts in ADM Growth 
Chandler Unified District 37,301 982 
Tempe Union High School District 13,632 390 
Higley Unified School District 9,591 340 
Litchfield Elementary District 9,825 338 
Florence Unified School District 7,926 312 
Agua Fria Union HS District 6,640 254 
Laveen Elementary District 4,801 250 
Vail Unified District 9,701 239 
Dysart Unified District 23,268 192 
Gadsden Elementary District 4,880 175 
Buckeye Union High School District 3,626 172 

From ADE’s LEA information request website 
05/31/2011: http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx 

opulation growth, and changes in enrollment to best 
plan for new school construction.  

 
In summary, as Arizona’s residential housing market experienced an incredible bubble-
bust cycle in the past few years, population growth and student enrollment growth have 
slowed down significantly.  Since FY 2009, the enrollment growth has turned negative 
and continued to be on the decelerating curve. All of these conditions are reflected in the 
current fiscal year’s award for new schools construction, which is the lowest since the 
Students First program was implemented both in terms of the number of awards and in 
terms of dollars. The SFB also cancelled a previously approved project.  There is no 
doubt that the current slow-down has been severe; however, there is still need for new 
school construction in certain communities, mostly in the suburbs of the Phoenix and 
Tucson metro areas. Going forward, SFB will continue to closely monitor the condition 
in the housing market, trends of p



Projected Schedules of Projects that are Under Construction or Board Approved  



SFB New Construction Projects Approved (1)
as of June 15, 2011

(does NOT include projects delayed due to moratorium)

District Project Number Project Type
Grade 
Level

Student 
Capacity Status

Bo
App

D

ard 
roval 
ate

Construction 
Begin FY

Open 
FY

Total NC 
Funding 

Amount (2)
Cave Creek Unified 070293000-9999-006N New School      9-12 406 Board Approved      3/9/06 12 13 $6,379,640
Fowler Elementary  (2) 070445000-9999-008N New School      K-5  844 On Hold             11/2/06 NA (2) NA (2)      NA (2)
Fowler Elementary  (2) 070445000-9999-011N New School      6-8  1,088 On Hold             11/2/06 NA (2) NA (2)      NA (2)
Laveen Elementary 070459000-9999-006N New School      K-8  1,155 Board Approved      4/6/06 12 13 $12,943,704
Litchfield Elementary (3) 070479000-9999-009N New School      K-5  900 On Hold             11/2/06 14 15 $9,441,360
Riverside Elementary  (2) 070402000-9999-003N New School      K-8  685 On Hold             3/3/05 NA (2) NA (2)       NA (2)
Sahuarita Unified 100230000-9999-007N New School      9-12 1,195 Under Construction  1/5/06 11 13 $22,604,300
Sunnyside Unified 100212000-9999-004N New School      9-12 634 Board Approved      1/10/08 12 14 $9,960,356
Tanque Verde Unified 100213000-9999-001N Additional Space  7-12 187 Board Approved      4/7/10 12 13 $3,326,176
Vail Unified 100220000-9999-010N New School      6-8  717 Board Approved      1/10/08 12 13 $8,124,247
Vail Unified 100220000-9999-015N New School      9-12 807 Board Approved      11/4/09 12 14 $12,674,919
Yavapai Accommodation 130199000-9999-003N New School      7-12 146 Board Approved      3/1/07 12 13 $2,549,765

$88,004,467

Notes:
(1) Does not include land projects.
(2) Projected to open outside of current funding window.  Staff has recommended that district seek cancellation.
(3) No longer projected to open within the current analysis timeframe.  Staff has recommended that district seek cancellation.



SFB New Construction Projects Approved
as of June 15, 2011

(projects delayed due to moratorium)

pen 
 (1)

Open 
FY 
(2)

Total NC 
Funding Amount

ime the project is issued for 

 12 and lifted in FY 13.

$23,751,416

District Project Number Project Type
Grade 
Level

Studen
Capacit

t 
y Status

Board 
Approval 

Date
O
FY

Gila County Regional 040149000-9999-001N New School      7-12 90 Board Approved  12/6/07 13 11 $1,594,600 (3)
Gila County Regional 040149000-9999-002N New School      7-12 63 Board Approved  12/6/07 13 11 $1,116,220 (3)
Liberty Elementary District 070425000-9999-003N New School      K-8  924 Board Approved  1/6/05 14 14 $10,234,963 (3)
Mobile Elementary 070386000-9999-002N New School      K-8  106 Board Approved  2/1/07 13 11 $1,183,833 (3)
Santa Cruz Accommodation 120199000-9999-001N New School      5-12 111 Board Approved  4/7/05 13 11 $1,760,667 (3)
Thatcher Unified District 050204000-9999-001N Additional Space  K-6  116 Board Approved  4/6/11 13 12 $1,330,152
Vail Unified District 100220000-9999-012N New School      K-5  597 Board Approved  1/12/11 13 13 $6,530,981

(1) Fiscal year in which the project is estimated to open.  Assumes the new construction moratorium will be effective through FY
(2) Fiscal year in which the project needs to open based on current ADM projections.
(3) Funding amount based on current formula per square foot.  Will be updated to the approved funding formula in place at the t
bid per Laws 2010, Chapter 332, Section 35.



Projects Scheduled to be Approved in FY 2012 



Projects Scheduled to be Approved in FY 12

District Project Number Project Type
Grade 
Level Square Feet

S
C

tudent 
apacity

Construction 
Begin FY

FY to 
Open

Total NC 
Funding (1)

Benson Unified District 020209000-9999-001N New School     K-4                9,000           112 FY 13 14 $1,229,940
Pima Unified District 050206000-9999-002N New School     K-6              13,500           169 FY 13 15 $1,937,115
Queen Creek Unified District 070295000-9999-005N New School     K-5              63,000           788 FY 13 15 $8,609,580
Laveen Elementary District 070459000-9999-009N New School     K-8              92,400        1,155 FY 14 15 $12,793,704
Sahuarita Unified District 100230000-9999-005N New School     K-8              55,440           693 FY 14 15 $7,676,222

Total 233,340          2,917       $32,246,561

(1) Assumes funding per SF in effect as of 6/15/11.



Backup Information used in FY 2011 Capital Plan Cycle 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Pima County 
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School Districts in Pima  
 

Capital plans considered on this agenda are from school districts in Pima County. The 
county and state population information is presented in the following table.  

Table 1: Population growth in Pima County 2000-2010 

Census 2000 Census 2010 
Annual 

Growth Rate 

Pima   843,746 980,263 1.51% 
Arizona 5,130,632 6,392,017 2.22% 

 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
 

 
Since the 2000 census, Pima County experienced considerable population growth with   
the annual growth rate being midway between the state average of 2.22% and the national 
average of 0.93% for the same period (U.S. Census Bureau: 2010 Census).  It is the 
second most populous county in the state.  Currently, there are 11 unified school districts, 
three elementary school districts, and one accommodation district in the county. 
 
Table 2: ADM growth in four school districts, Pima County, and Arizona FY 2001-2010* 

Fiscal Year 
4-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

4-District* 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Pima 
100-day 

ADM 

Pima 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 16,660  120,407  794,178  
2002 17,695 6.2% 121,587 1.0% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 19,148 8.2% 123,346 1.5% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 20,154 5.3% 123,725 0.3% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 21,671 7.5% 125,021 1.1% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 23,271 7.4% 126,699 1.3% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 24,468 5.1% 127,802 0.9% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 25,717 5.1% 127,289 -0.4% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 26,378 2.6% 126,160 -0.9% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 27,059 2.6% 125,274 -0.7% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate  

2001-2010  5.5%  0.4%  1.6% 
2011 Projection 27,468 1.5%     

 

Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

* Four school districts: Continental Elementary, Marana Unified, Sahuarita Unified, and Vail Unified 

The following Pima County districts submitted requests for new construction in their FY 
11 capital plans: Continental Elementary, Marana Unified, Sahuarita Unified, and Vail 
Unified.  Except for Marana Unified, these school districts experienced substantial and 
consistent growth in ADM over the last decade. However, the stagnant housing market 
this year has further slowed down the enrollment growth.  While Rancho Sahuarita, the 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx


major housing development in the Sahuarita district, has managed to sell approximately 
150 houses (a 56% drop from last year), and Pulte in the Vail district expressed a 
measured optimism thanks to their timely adaptation of the housing design, developers 
and builders in general shared the same view that the housing market is hardly moving, 
even in Vail Unified and Marana Unified which used to be among the growth centers of 
the county.   
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January 11, 2011 Board Meeting
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Central and West Maricopa County  
 

Regional Overview 
 

Agua Fria Union High School 
Avondale Elementary 
Buckeye Elementary 
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Fowler Elementary 
Laveen Elementary 
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Litchfield Elementary 
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School Districts in Central and West Maricopa County  
 

Capital plans considered on this agenda are from fourteen school districts in the central, 
west and northwest parts of Maricopa County. This overview focuses on eleven school 
districts in central and west Maricopa County. The county and state population 
information is presented in the following table.  

Table 1: Population growth in Maricopa County 2000-2010 

Census 2000 Census 2010 
Annual Growth 

Rate 

Maricopa 3,072,149 3,817,117 2.19% 
Arizona 5,130,607 6,392,017 2.22% 

 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
 

 
Since the 2000 census, Maricopa County experienced considerable population growth.  It 
has almost the same level of growth rate as the state average (2.22%) and well above the 
national average of 0.93% for the same period (U.S. Census Bureau: 2010 Census).  It is 
the most populous county in the state.  Currently, there are 15 unified school districts, 34 
elementary school districts, six union high school districts, and one regional district in the 
county. 
 
Table 2: ADM growth in eleven school districts, Maricopa County, and Arizona FY 
2001-2010* 

Fiscal Year 
11-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

11-
District* 

ADM 
Growth 

Rate 

Maricopa 
100-day 

ADM 

Maricopa 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 16,544  478,649  794,178  
2002 18,716 13.1%   495,140 3.4% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 21,473 14.7% 510,296 3.1% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 24,516 14.2% 523,973 2.7% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 28,835 17.6% 544,453 3.9% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 33,640 16.7% 563,226 3.4% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 38,626 14.8% 575,202 2.1% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 43,326 12.2% 585,032 1.7% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 44,264 2.2% 582,427 -0.4% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 44,353 0.2% 575,815 -1.1% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate  

2001-2010  11.4%  2.1%  1.6% 
2011 Projection 45,000 1.5%     

 

Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx


* Eleven school districts: Agua Fria Union HS, Avondale Elementary, Buckeye Elementary, Buckeye 
Union HS, Fowler Elementary, Laveen Elementary, Liberty Elementary, Litchfield Elementary, Palo Verde 
Elementary, Riverside Elementary, and Union Elementary.  

The following districts in central and west Maricopa County submitted requests for new 
construction in their FY 11 capital plans: Agua Fria Union HS, Avondale Elementary, 
Buckeye Elementary, Buckeye Union HS, Fowler Elementary, Laveen Elementary, 
Liberty Elementary, Litchfield Elementary, Palo Verde Elementary, Riverside 
Elementary, and Union Elementary. Located in this area are some of the nation’s fastest 
growing cities and towns, including Avondale, Buckeye, El Mirage, Goodyear, and 
Surprise.  During the last decade, tens of thousands of residential housing units were 
constructed and occupied in this area. As a result, these school districts experienced 
substantial and consistent growth in ADM. However, with the meltdown of the real estate 
market and the subsequent economic recession, this area has also become one of the 
hardest-hit areas by foreclosures and has accumulated a tremendous amount of vacant 
housing units. New housing construction and sales have either come to a complete halt 
during the past year or kept at a minimal level, which is expected to continue into FY 11 
and FY 12. Developers and builders in general are in the waiting mode, hesitant to give 
any timeline as to the possible start date on their future projects. The general consensus 
appears to be that it will take approximately five years for the market to absorb the 
inventory before new housing construction and sales can take off again.  However, as to 
the prospect of this area in the future, there is little doubt that once the economy turns 
around and the housing market rebounds, this area will again be among the growth 
centers in Arizona.  
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School Districts in Central and West Maricopa County    February 1, 2011 Board Meeting













































































































































































































Northwest Maricopa County 
 

Regional Overview 
 

Dysart Unified 
Morristown Elementary 

Nadaburg Unified 



School Districts in Northwest Maricopa County  
 

Capital plans considered on this agenda, besides the eleven school districts reviewed in 
the previous section, are from three school districts in the northwest part of Maricopa 
County. The ADM growth in the three districts, Maricopa County and in the state is 
presented in the following table.  
 
Table 1: ADM growth in three school districts, Maricopa County, and Arizona FY 2001-
2010* 

Fiscal Year 
3-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

3-District* 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Maricopa 
100-day 

ADM 

Maricopa 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 5,775  478,649  794,178  
2002 7,091 22.8%   495,140 3.4% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 8,965 26.4% 510,296 3.1% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 11,141 24.3% 523,973 2.7% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 14,231 27.7% 544,453 3.9% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 17,609 23.7% 563,226 3.4% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 20,472 16.3% 575,202 2.1% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 22,970 12.2% 585,032 1.7% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 23,888 4.0% 582,427 -0.4% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 24,156 1.1% 575,815 -1.1% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate  

2001-2010  17.2%  2.1%  1.6% 
2011 Projection 24,418 1.1%     

 

Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

* Three school districts: Dysart Unified, Morristown Elementary, and Nadaburg Unified.  

The following districts in Northwest Maricopa County submitted requests for new 
construction in their FY 11 capital plans: Dysart Unified, Morristown Elementary, and 
Nadaburg Unified.  These three districts interestingly represented three levels of growth 
and size during the last decade as their locations spread progressively further north.  
Dysart Unified, in ten years, grew into a district with the ADM reaching more than 
23,000 in FY 10, a nearly 350% increase over its ADM in FY 01, and thus has become 
one of the fastest growing districts in the state.  Nadaburg Unified, right next to Dysart on 
the north, doubled its enrollment from FY 01 to FY 10.  Last year, its ADM was just over 
1,100 including its tuitioned out high school students.  Morristown Elementary, located 
far out in the north, remains one of the smallest school districts in the state with the ADM 
at 144 in FY 10. As the real estate market and economy goes south, not surprisingly, 
these three districts exhibit distinct patterns.  Developments which were previously 
planned in the Morristown district now are placed on hold indefinitely with developers 
stating that there would be hardly any activity going on for next ten years given its far-out 
location and lack of infrastructure.  In Nadaburg Unified, new housing construction has 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx


almost come to a complete halt this year; however, when the economy picks up, it is 
expected to continue growing.  Dysart Unified, on the other hand, still saw a few hundred 
new housing units built this past year, an impressive feat compared to other districts. 
Once the market rebounds, this district should resume its growth although the annual 
growth rate at a double-digit level looks like a thing of the past.    
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East Maricopa County and Pinal County 
 

Regional Overview  
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School Districts in East Maricopa County and Pinal County  
 

Capital plans considered for this overview are from nine school districts in the eastern 
part of Maricopa County and Pinal County. The county and state population information 
is presented in the following table.  
 
Table 1: Population growth in Maricopa and Pinal County 2000-2010 

Census 2000  Census 2010  
Annual Growth 

Rate 

Maricopa 3,072,149 3,817,117 2.19% 
Pinal   179,727    375,770 7.65% 

Arizona 5,130,632 6,392,017 2.22% 
 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
 

 
Since Census 2000, Maricopa County experienced considerable population growth.  It 
had almost the same growth rate as the state average and well above the national average 
of 0.93% for the same period (U.S. Census Bureau: 2010 Census).  It is the most 
populous county in the state, accounting for 60% of the state’s population.  Currently, 
there are 15 unified school districts, 34 elementary school districts, six union high school 
districts, and one regional district in the county.  The East Valley has been one of the 
fastest growing areas in Maricopa County. In the past decade, tens of thousands of 
residential housing units were constructed and occupied in this area. Although the center 
of growth has been shifting to the West Valley, there are still pockets in the East Valley 
that have plenty of room to grow. Three school districts from this area submitted requests 
for new construction in their FY 11 capital plans; they are the Chandler Unified, Higley 
Unified, and Queen Creek Unified districts.  
 
Pinal County is located between Maricopa and Pima counties along Interstate 10. It is 
often considered an extension of the Greater Phoenix Metro Area. Pinal was by far the 
fastest growing county in Arizona with an annualized growth rate of 7.65% since the 
2000 census, more than three times the state average. In fact, according to the U.S. 
Census Bureau, the newly released 2010 census data demonstrates that Pinal County was 
one of the two fastest growing counties in the whole nation during the past decade.  It is 
the third most populous county in the state behind Maricopa and Pima. Currently, there 
are seven unified schools districts, nine elementary school districts, two union high 
school districts, and one accommodation district in the county. Six school districts 
submitted capital plans this year, and they are Casa Grande Elementary, Florence 
Unified, J. O. Combs Unified, Maricopa Unified, Stanfield Elementary, and Toltec 
Elementary.  
 
  



 
Table 2: ADM growth in three districts, Maricopa County, and Arizona FY 2001-2010* 

Fiscal Year 
3-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

3-District* 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Maricopa 
100-day 

ADM 

Maricopa 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 20,731  478,649  794,178  
2002 25,778 24.3%   495,140 3.4% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 28,724 11.4% 510,296 3.1% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 32,494 13.1% 523,973 2.7% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 36,756 13.1% 544,453 3.9% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 40,748 10.9% 563,226 3.4% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 43,815 7.5% 575,202 2.1% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 47,377 8.1% 585,032 1.7% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 49,610 4.7% 582,427 -0.4% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 50,666 2.1% 575,815 -1.1% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate 2001-10  10.4%  2.1%  1.6% 

2011 Projection 51,778 2.2%     
 

Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

* Three school districts: Chandler Unified, Higley Unified, and Queen Creek Unified 

Table 3: ADM growth in six school districts, Pinal County, and Arizona FY 2001-2010* 

Fiscal Year 
6-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

6-District* 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Pinal 
100-day 

ADM 

Pinal 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 9,274  25,567  794,178  
2002 9,785 5.5% 25,864 1.2% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 10,411 6.4% 26,583 2.8% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 11,284 8.4% 27,405 3.1% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 13,364 18.4% 29,866 9.0% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 16,787 25.6% 34,086 14.1% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 20,943 24.8% 39,341 15.4% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 23,966 14.4% 42,956 9.2% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 26,134 9.0% 44,619 3.9% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 26,981 3.2% 45,167 1.2% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate  

2001-2010  12.6%  6.5%  1.6% 
2011 Projection 26,668 -1.2%     
Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

* Six school districts: Casa Grande Elementary, Florence Unified, J. O. Combs Unified, Maricopa Unified, 
Stanfield Elementary, and Toltec Elementary. 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx
http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx


The three districts from the east Maricopa County and the six districts from Pinal County 
had combined annualized ADM growth rates of 10.4% and 12.6% respectively during the 
last decade (Tables 2 & 3).  The growth rate was on a declining curve since the early 
2000’s for east Maricopa County, whereas the ADM for the six districts in Pinal County 
peaked during 2006-07. The meltdowns of the real estate market and the subsequent 
economic recession have affected these districts to varying degrees.  Chandler Unified, 
thanks to its high-tech industry, high income, and great schools, remains the best 
performing district in the current real estate market with a considerable amount of new 
housing units being constructed and sold. Higley, located next to Chandler, comes 
second. The other districts in the two areas, however, appear to be all struggling with 
foreclosures or with a very slow market. Similar to central and west Maricopa, the 
consensus is that it will take approximately five years for the housing market in the area 
to stabilize.  We expect when the housing market rebounds and the economy picks up, 
districts in Pinal County will again grow quickly, especially those with close proximities 
to east Maricopa County.  
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School Districts in East Maricopa County, and Pinal County 
April 4, 2011 Board Meeting

1 - Chandler Unified.    2 - Higley Unfied.    3 - Queen Creek Unified.  4 - J.O. Combs Unified. 
5 - Maricopa Unified. 6 - Casa Grade Elem.  7 - Florence Unified. 8 - Stanfield Elem.  9 - Toltec Elem. 



















































































































































































































All Other Regions 
 

Overview  
 

Benson Unified 
Bullhead City Elementary 

Gadsden Elementary 
Pima Unified 

Prescott Unified 
Red Mesa Unified 
Snowflake Unified 
Thatcher Unified 

Tonto Basin Elementary 
Yuma Union High School 

 



Overview for the Rest of the Regions in Eight Counties 
 

Capital plans considered on this agenda, besides the nine school districts in East 
Maricopa County and Pinal County reviewed in the previous section, are from ten school 
districts in eight counties in Arizona. These districts are from diverse regions, and there 
are no common themes for them except that the current economic recession has affected 
all of them and they are all located in less populous counties in the state. In the following 
table, the county and state population information is presented. 
 
Table 1: Population growth in eight counties 2000-2010 

Census 2000  Census 2010 
Annual Growth 

Rate 

Apache    69,423   71,518 0.30% 

Cochise  117,755 131,346 1.10% 

Gila    51,335   53,597 0.43% 

Graham     33,489    37,220 1.06% 

Mohave   155,032  200,186 2.59% 

Navajo      97,470  107,449 0.98% 

Yavapai    167,517   211,033 2.34% 

Yuma    160,026    195,751 2.04% 

Arizona 5,130,632 6,392,017 2.22% 
 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2010 census 
 

 
Apache County is located in the northeastern part of the state, bordering New Mexico to 
the east and Utah to the north. It also touches Colorado at the Four Corners. Between the 
2000 and 2010 censuses, the county’s population grew at a minimal level of 0.30%, 
slightly more than one-eighth of the state’s growth rate. There are four elementary school 
districts and seven unified school districts in the county. Red Mesa Unified is the only 
district that submitted a capital plan this year.  
 
Cochise County is at the southeast corner of the state, directly east of Pima and Santa 
Cruz counties. Major population centers are Sierra Vista, Douglas, Bisbee, and Benson. 
During the mid 2000’s, several developers were actively planning large-scale, master-
planned communities in the west-central part of the county. However, most of them have 
pulled out since then. This changed the growth outlook of the area and pushed back 
population and enrollment growth at least a few years. There are nine unified school 
districts, 13 elementary school districts, and one union high school district in Cochise 
County.  Benson Unified is the only district from Cochise County that submitted a 
request in FY 11.  
 
Gila County is located in the central part of Arizona, bordering Maricopa, Pinal and 
Yavapai counties to the west.  Between 2000 and 2010, the county grew at an annualized 
rate of 0.43%. There are five unified school districts, three elementary school districts, 



and one accommodation school district in Gila County.  Tonto Basin is the only district 
from the county that is on the current agenda.  
 
Graham County, located in the southeast part of the state, is the least populous county 
among the eight counties. According to the newly released 2010 census, the population 
was 37,220 in 2010.  There are four unified school districts, two elementary school 
districts, and one special services school district in Graham County.  Pima Unified and 
Thatcher Unified school districts submitted capital plans this year. 
 
Mohave County covers the northern half of western Arizona. This region borders 
California, Nevada, and Utah. During the past decade, the population in the county 
experienced an impressive annualized growth rate of 2.59%, bringing the county ahead of 
Yuma County to the 5th place in the state.  However, due to the housing market meltdown 
and economic recession, the county has been affected significantly. Currently, there are 
seven elementary school districts, one union high school district, and five unified school 
districts in the county. Bullhead City Elementary School District submitted a capital plan 
for FY 11.  
 
Navajo County is a narrow strip between Apache and Coconino Counties. Its population 
grew at an annualized rate of .98% between the two censuses. Currently, there are 11 
unified school districts and one accommodation school district in the county. Snowflake 
Unified is the only district that submitted a capital plan this year. 
  
Yavapai County is located near the center of the state, between Maricopa and Coconino 
counties. It was among the fastest growing counties in the state during the past decade 
with an annualized growth rate at 2.34% between the two censuses, and the population 
ranks fourth in the state. There are ten elementary school districts, one union high school 
district, nine unified school districts, and one accommodation school district. Prescott 
Unified is the only district that is on the agenda for FY 11. 
 
Yuma County is located at the southwest corner of the state. Its population growth rate 
since 2000 is slightly below the state average, moving the county down to sixth place 
among the 15 counties. There are seven elementary school districts and two union high 
school districts. Gadsden Elementary and Yuma Union districts submitted capital plans 
this year.  
 
The ADM growth in the ten districts, eight counties, and in the state is presented in the 
following table.  
  



 
Table 2: ADM growth in ten school districts, eight counties, and Arizona FY 2001-2010* 

Fiscal Year 
10-District* 

100-day 
ADM 

10-District* 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

8-State 
100-day 

ADM 

8-State 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

Arizona 
100-day 

ADM 

Arizona 
ADM 

Growth 
Rate 

2001 25,953  137,823  794,178  
2002 26,361 1.6%  137,287 -0.4% 811,417 2.2% 
2003 27,119 2.9% 137,795 0.4% 829,263 2.2% 
2004 28,001 3.3% 138,757 0.7% 844,687 1.9% 
2005 28,644 2.3% 139,909 0.8% 870,169 3.0% 
2006 29,373 2.5% 141,565 1.2% 896,606 3.0% 
2007 30,086 2.4% 143,642 1.5% 917,238 2.3% 
2008 30,635 1.8% 142,864 -0.5% 929,084 1.3% 
2009 30,853 0.7% 141,442 -1.0% 925,119 -0.4% 
2010 31,059 0.7% 139,419 -1.4% 915,626 -1.0% 

Annual Growth 
Rate  

2001-2010  2.0%  0.1%  1.6% 
2011 Projection 30,974 -0.3%     

 

Source: Arizona Department of Education LEA information website: 
 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx     

* Ten school districts: Benson Unified, Bullhead City Elementary, Gadsden Elementary, Pima Unified, 
Prescott Unified, Red Mesa Unified, Snowflake Unified, Thatcher Unified, Tonto Basin Elementary, and 
Yuma Union High School.  

Like the rest of the state and most areas of the country, the meltdown of the real estate 
market and the economy has affected these school districts to different degrees. ADM 
growth for most of the school districts has slowed down or turned negative for the current 
fiscal year, consistent with the changes in economy. While a few districts have managed 
to grow, including Benson Unified, Gadsden Elementary, Snowflake Unified, and 
Thatcher Unified, the total ADM for the ten districts this year is expected to be slightly 
lower than that of last year. For more detailed information, please refer to the overviews 
for the individual districts.  

 

http://www.ade.az.gov/schoolfinance/forms/LEAQuery/InformationRequest.aspx
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School Districts from Other Regions in Eight Counties
April 4, 2011 Board Meeting

1 - Benson Unified                         6 - Red Mesa Unified
2 - Bullhead City Elementary         7 - Snowflake Unified  
3 - Gadsden Elementary                8 - Thatcher Unified
4 - Pima Unifed                              9 - Tonto Basin Elementary   
5 - Prescott Unified                       10- Yuma Union
       

















































































































































































































Appendix – ADM Projections Submitted by Districts not Requesting New Construction 
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