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Allian High School

ank High

ton High
Atrom smith High| | 28| 8 43414 101.6%|
Crossmoll Secondary| \ | . . | 96.2%

Codamood High 75.0% 763.32] 29 a, 87.1% 88 94.3%)| 94
AllianHighSchooll 870 660 75.8% 73319 84.2% 804.4 92.4% 888.93 102.1% 948.13| |
3 75.2% 7 87.7%

Grant High School 1,503 1,131 1,218.04 81.0% 1, 1,431.33 95.2% 14
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District Criteria Summary Report

District Population Capacity Ideal Pop Deviation Percentage
District 1 194575.33 200000 194559.3 16.03 0.0%
District 2 194260.88 200000 194559.3 -298.43 -0.15%
District 3 194445.04 200000 194559.3 -114.26 -0.05%
District 4 194039.15 200000 194559.3 -520.15 -0.26%
District 5 193451.77 200000 194559.3 -1107.53 -0.56%
District 6 194249.84 200000 194559.3 -309.47 -0.15%
District 7 194540.88 200000 194559.3 -18.43 0.0%
District 8 196884.95 200000 194559.3 2325.64 1.19%
District 9 194585.91 200000 194559.3 26.6 0.01%
(MaxPop-MinPop)/Ideal= 1.76%

District Demographics Report

FID District Capacity Enroliment Pct of Capacity Sum_#LEIA Pct of Capacity BiFEAO Pct of Capacity

0] District 1 200,000 194,575.33 97.2% 194,575.33 97.2% 129,854.07 64.9%

1 District 2 200,000 194,260.88 97.1% 194,260.88 97.1% 128,674.35 64.3%

2 District 3 200,000 194,445.04 97.2% 194,445.04 97.2% 226,626.55 113.3%

3 District 4 200,000 194,039.15 97.0% 194,039.15 97.0% 168,378.79 84.1%

4 District 5 200,000 193,451.77 96.7% 193,451.77 96.7% 229,749.97 114.8%

5 District 6 200,000 194,249.84 97.1% 194,249.84 97.1% 96,685.74 48.3%

6 District 7 200,000 194,540.88 97.2% 194,540.88 97.2% 234,081.23 117.0%

7/ District 8 200,000 196,884.95 98.4% 196,884.95 98.4% 141,093.56 70.5%

8 District 9 200,000 194,585.91 97.2% 194,585.91 97.2% 142,043.32 71.0%
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Travel distance: Central location

Undesirable travel conditions (bad sidewalks, business areas, industrial areas)
Traffic flow on major streets

Number of pupils crossing each dangerous intersection

Use of public transportation

Possible new subdivisions
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Type of neighborhood: land use, proximity to business districts
Atmospheric conditions: Smoke, dirt, odors

Sources of noises, Daylight obstructions, Views
Possible new development affecting environment

LR B A

Soil conditions — stable, dry rapidly, avoid excessive rock out-cropping
Topology — not located in flood plains or areas of poor drainage
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297.67
294.96
297.81

Pop Equality
StdDev Max Mean Median
31.47 54 58 16.16 14.6 9.81

29.97 60.5 1487 13.18 10.9
69.72 273.84] 4732 19.32 63.17

Total Measure
Max Mean
438.14 3453
3531

376.8

Median |
339.16
351.35

362.93

StdDev |

Min
0.19
0.23
0.21

ShapeCompaciness
Max Mean Median
0.34 0.28 0.28

0.33 0.27 0.27
0.32 0.28 0.28

StdDev
0.03
0.03
0.03
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