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Executive Summary 
ECMAC background 
With the intent of increasing transparency and communication between Osseo Area Schools and 
the communities it serves, a task force of parents, school district staff, and community members 
was assembled in 2015 to create a framework to identify, analyze, and communicate issues related 
to enrollment and facility management and use.   

After an 18-month study of the 
elements that affect facility use, 
the task force recommended the 
district adopt the framework 
illustrated in the figure to the right. 

Integral elements of the 
framework are: 
(1) the establishment of an
Enrollment and Capacity
Management Advisory Committee
(ECMAC) to study facility
management and report obser-
vations and recommendations to
administration, and (2) the creation
of “Guiding Principles” upon which ECMAC would rely.  The district adopted the framework in the
spring of 2016 and the first ECMAC meeting was held on August 22, 2016.

Fiscal Year (FY) 2019 ECMAC work 
ECMAC completed its third year of work in April, 2019 and presented this final Summary of 
Progress report to Interim Superintendent Jim Bauck.  This report includes observations and 
recommendations (section 1) that emerged from ECMAC’s third year studying enrollment 
management and building use.  Topics covered during the nine meetings held during 2018-19 
include: 

• FY 2018 ECMAC Summary of Progress report;
• summer 2018 capacity study;
• industry best practice in capacity analysis;
• elementary school classroom capacity and space usage;
• FY 2019 enrollment data
• enrollment projection processes and results; and
• Short-term elementary option to address capacity concerns at elementary buildings
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ECMAC spent considerable time evaluating and considering the short-term option that staff 
developed in the summer of 2018 to address over-capacity conditions at Garden City Elementary, 
Basswood Elementary and Rice Lake Elementary schools. This option would provide building 
additions at Garden City Elementary school and Oakview Elementary School, along with 
appropriate boundary changes to relieve capacity pressure at the elementary level. In addition to 
the staff developed option, ECMAC made the determination at their January 7, 2019 meeting to 
consider a second option, which would move the STEM program from Weaver Lake Elementary to 
Oakview Elementary, provide building additions to Weaver Lake and Garden City elementary 
schools, and making appropriate boundary changes.    

At the January 24th ECMAC meeting, district administration communicated to committee 
members that they were re-orienting the work away from a short-term option and asking the 
committee to begin work on a comprehensive recommendation that would include elementary and 
secondary solutions for over-capacity conditions. This decision caused concern with several 
ECMAC members and resulted in significant discussion on the purpose of ECMAC, and 
conversations around the impact and influence of race and privilege on the process. 

Therefore, in addition to the observations and recommendations sections, this report 
outlines some important qualitative feedback that came out of the district’s decision to 
reorient the work of ECMAC. This narrative is included in Section 4. 

ECMAC FY 2019 recommendations 
As a result of its comprehensive work, ECMAC has several recommendations related to 
enrollment and capacity, which is outlined in section 1 of this report, including the following 
elements: 

 Have staff continue to determine and evaluate the impact and implications of the
options that were identified to address over-capacity conditions at the following
elementary schools:

 Basswood Elementary
 Garden City Elementary
 Rice Lake Elementary

 Have staff research and design option(s) to address over-capacity conditions at the
following secondary schools:

 Maple Grove Senior
 Osseo Senior
 Park Center Senior
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 Have staff continue to work with the City of Maple Grove to better understand the
timing of the future housing development in the attendance area served by

 Fernbrook Elementary

Within the originally developed Enrollment and Capacity Management Framework, five potential 
actions are available as options for addressing capacity needs: 

1. Adjust attendance areas (change boundaries)
2. Build a new school
3. Construct an addition/expansion of a school
4. Close or repurpose a school
5. Do nothing
Note: Administrative actions such as modifying open enrollment status of a school or relocation of a
program occur regularly.

Along with the enrollment and capacity recommendations that are outlined in Section 1, there are 
additional recommendations related to the qualitative observations and experiences of ECMAC 
that are outlined in section 4 of this report. These include: 

 Creation of a subcommittee of ECMAC that develops a communications/community
engagement plan related to the work of ECMAC.

Next steps 
During the summer of 2019, district staff will design options related to each of the 
recommendations included in this report.  In alignment with this work, there are three independent 
sub-committees that have been assembled to evaluate and make recommendations to ECMAC on 
elementary and secondary instructional design best practices, and activities/athletics facility needs. 
These recommendations will help to inform ECMAC’s enrollment and capacity data. When 
ECMAC resumes for the 2019-20 school year, members will consider the potential impact of these 
options and recommendations on capacity and enrollment projections. ECMAC will be asked to 
make a comprehensive recommendation to district administration no later than January of 2020 
that addresses enrollment and capacity concerns at all schools and facilities in the district.  

Impact of ECMAC Work 
In 2018-19, ECMAC members participated in: 

1. Nine large group meetings with over 500 collective hours; and
2. Multiple planning and preparation meetings with well over 200 collective hours.

The Enrollment and Capacity Management framework creates an intentional space to involve 
community voice in district processes that shape decision-making and communication regarding 
enrollment and capacity management.   
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In April 2019, upon nearing completion of the second year of this work, ECMAC members were 
asked to share their perspectives about the work to date.  Here are some of their responses: 

• Great work, tough conversations, fact-based approach – all good!

• It is difficult work that impacts a lot of people in the community.

• Much more hands on this year – it’s good to get closer to a recommendation
based on the data provided.

• Great work and the future is bright if we continue our passion for the work.
Continue to challenge ourselves for the better good of all students.

• Great committee! The work is a process, but this truly is the best way to increase
community trust.

• It is important.

• Lots of work to be done yet, nothing accomplished

• It was a difficult process because I always wonder about whether or not equity is
really a guiding principle.

• I am happy about the direction ECMAC is headed. There were tough
conversations this year and some committee members (in the beginning) didn’t
make other voices feel welcome.

• Real good experience and learned a lot from all.

• While it was painful at times, it’s the right work and, in my opinion, an
appropriate process to follow

• Deliberate, considerate discussion. We had some difficult banter, but it made the
group more viable.

• I really enjoyed being a part of ECMAC this year and I look forward to next year.
It was eye-opening to see data and visit schools this year.
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Section 1:  Observations and Recommendations 
Observations & Recommendations:  Enrollment and capacity calculations are described in detail in sections 
2 and 3 of this report and are summarized in the table below.  The data in this table is used to support the 
observations and recommendations in this section of the report. 

School 
Estimated FY 
2024 student 
enrollment 

School student 
capacity 

FY 2024 enrollment 
over/(under) capacity 

Elementary Schools 
City of Brooklyn Center 
Garden City 334 243 91 37.26% 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Birch Grove 422 411 11 2.67% 
Crest View 249 275 (26) -9.45%
Edinbrook 734 738 (4) -0.48%
Fair Oaks 380 416 (36) -8.57%
Palmer Lake 454 444 10 2.25% 
Park Brook 303 278 25 8.99% 
Woodland 687 742 (55) -7.38%
Zanewood 368 371 (3) -0.82%
City of Maple Grove 
Basswood 1,060 919 141 15.36% 
Cedar Island 447 446 4 0.90% 
Elm Creek 604 569 35 6.15% 
Fernbrook * 1,136 962 175 18.14% 
Oak View 584 546 38 6.90% 
Rice Lake 785 589 196 33.37% 
Rush Creek 745 880 (135) -15.34%
Weaver Lake 633 646 (13) -2.01%
Secondary Schools 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Brooklyn Middle 1,142 1,050 92 8.88% 
North View Middle 575 659 (84) -12.74%
Park Center Senior 2,220 2,043 177 8.67% 
City of Maple Grove 
Maple Grove Middle 1,704 1,785 (81) -4.54%
Maple Grove Senior 2,476 2,149 327 15.22% 
City of Osseo 
Osseo Middle 1,107 1,080 27 2.50% 
Osseo Senior 2,293 2,018 275 13.63% 

*Includes enrollment growth due to anticipated future housing development in northwest Maple Grove.
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An additional capacity lens, which considers core support areas in each school, is described in section 3 of 
this report.  The data from this additional capacity lens is also used to support the observations and 
recommendations in this section of the report. 
ECMAC FY 2019 observations  
The observations below use enrollment and capacity conditions anticipated by Fiscal Year 2024.

 Elementary Schools
1. Basswood, Rice Lake, Garden City and Fernbrook are expected to have enrollment that exceeds

student capacity by more than 15%.
2. Rush Creek is expected to have enrollment that falls short of student capacity by more than 15%.
3. The cafeteria at Basswood and Fernbrook are substantially undersized for the projected enrollment

for FY2024.

 Secondary Schools
1. Osseo Middle School and Brooklyn Middle Schools are projected to be slightly over capacity.

Northview Middle School are projected to be below capacity.
2. All three comprehensive senior high schools are expected to have enrollment that exceeds student

capacity; at Park Center High School, enrollment is expected to exceed capacity by just under 10%.
At both Maple Grove Senior High School and Osseo Senior High Schools, enrollment is expected
to exceed student capacity by over 10%.

3. The cafeterias at Maple Grove and Osseo Senior High Schools are substantially undersized.

ECMAC FY 2019 recommendations 
ECMAC recommends the following to address the collective, agreed-upon needs: 

 Have staff continue to determine and evaluate the impact and implications of the options that
were identified to address over-capacity conditions at the following elementary schools:

 Basswood Elementary
 Garden City Elementary
 Rice Lake Elementary

 Have staff research and design option(s) to address over-capacity conditions at the following
comprehensive high schools:

 Maple Grove Senior
 Osseo Senior
 Park Center Senior

 Have staff continue to work with the City of Maple Grove to better understand and quantify
the timing of the future housing development in the attendance area served by

 Fernbrook Elementary

Options available within the original ECMAC Framework 
The following tools could be used by staff to design options that would address the recommendations 
proposed by ECMAC: 

 Attendance area (boundary) adjustments
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An attendance area is a geographic area that is established to balance enrollment among district schools. 
Each school (except for magnet schools/programs that draw students from the entire district) has an 
attendance area that determines the resident students who are assigned to the school.  Exhibits 1A, 1B, 
and 1C show attendance area maps for elementary schools, middle schools, and senior high schools. It 
should be noted that options that include attendance area adjustments to resolve capacity concerns at 
one school could impact students at multiple schools throughout the district. 

 Build a new school
The district owns property in northwest Maple Grove that was purchased in 2008 in anticipation of the
need to build a school in the future.  This 35-acre property is large enough to house an elementary
school but is not large enough to house either a middle or senior high school.  It should be noted that
options to build a new school would result in the need for a voter-approved bond issue for construction
and the identification of general operating funds, possibly through a voter-approved operating levy, to
operate the school.  In addition, a new school would require the adjustment of attendance areas that
may impact multiple schools.

 Construct an addition/expansion of a school
Additions or expansions could be accomplished by adding square footage or by remodeling the interior
of a school to create more efficient use of space to expand a school’s capacity. It should be noted that
options to add to or expand a school could result in the need for a voter-approved bond issue to fund
the project.  It may also require the adjustment of attendance areas that may impact multiple schools.

 Close a school
Closing a school would mean that all students assigned to the closed school would need to be reassigned
to other schools.  It should be noted that closing a school would require students in the attendance area
of the closed school to be re-assigned to other schools, which may impact the attendance area for
multiple schools.

 Do nothing
Staff may uncover additional data or information that resolves the capacity concern.  It is also possible
to accept the reality of a capacity concern and adapt as necessary, without taking any of the above
actions.

 Other
In the 2018 Summary of Progress Report, ECMAC recommended that an additional category of “other“
be added to include options such as changing open enrollment status of schools or repurposing a magnet
school.

 Combination
A combination of these tools could be used to address the observations and recommendations related
to enrollment and capacity challenges identified.

7



k

k

k

k

k

k

k

k

k

k
k

k

k

k

kk
k

Bass

Camelot

Pomerleau

Pike

Eagle

Mud

Rice

Rice

Rice

Weaver

Fish

Cedar
Island

Cook

Cook

Edward

FB

RC
RL

EC

EB

WD

CV

PB
PL

GC

ZW

FO

CI
OAKBW

Woodland
Edinbrook

Rush
Creek

Basswood

Basswood

Crest View

Fair
Oaks Garden

City

Palmer Lake

Park
Brook

Zanewood

Cedar Island

Elm Creek

Rice Lake
Rice Lake

Fernbrook

Oak ViewOa
k V

iew

Weaver Lake
(Magnet)

Birch Grove
(Magnet)

COUNTY ROAD 47

H
IG

H
W

AY
 169

COUNTY ROAD 10

BASS
LAKE

BASS LAKE

COUNTY ROAD 10

49TH

63RD

66TH

BR
O

C
KT

O
N

72

ND

57TH

FE
R

N
B

R
O

O
K

10 5T H

N
O

RT
HW

ES
T

VAGABO
ND

BO
O

N
E

M
ARYLA N

D

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

89TH

KI RK W
O

O
D

COUNTY R
OAD 10

1

BASS
LAKE

H
O

SPITAL

91ST

63RD

86TH

COUNTY ROAD 109

WEAVER LAKE

69TH

MAPLE G
ROVE

87TH

86
TH

7 8TH

90TH

JE
FF

E
R

S
O

N
KI

LM
ER

T R
E N

TO
N

77TH

COUNTY ROAD 30 93RD

DEER
W

O
O

D

N
O

R
W

O

OD

M
AIN

NATHA
N

93RD

71ST

COUNTY ROAD 30

CO
UNTY

ROAD
81

82ND

81ST

4TH

FIS
H

L AKE

73RD

MAPLE KNOLL

65TH

LA
NE

W
O

O
D

D
R

EW

COUNTY ROAD 81

U
PL

A
N

D

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

4

WEAVER LAKE COUNTY ROAD 109

101ST

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

69THCOUNTY ROAD 130

GROVE

GROVE

COUNTY ROAD 81

96TH

COUNTY ROAD 109
85TH

GRO
V

E

73RD

HEMLOCK LN N TO EB I94

GROVE

COUNTY ROAD 152

73RD

GREEN HAVEN

68TH

93RD

79TH

HIGHWAY 169

50TH

AS
P

EN

MAIN

77TH

51ST

A
N

N
AP

O
LI

S

75TH

R
AN

C
H

VI
E

W

INTERSTATE 94

UNITY

W
E

LL
IN

G
TO

N

NO
BL

E

74TH

7TH

C
EN

TR
A

L

89TH

SUGARLOAF

BROOKDALE

55TH

FISH LAKE

VIN

EW
O

OD

60TH

TO
LED

O

68TH

53RD

91ST

73RD

OAK
VI

EW

LA
W

N
D

A
LE

78TH

SU
N

N
YS

LO
PE

N
ATH

AN

ZA
N

E

79TH

74TH

69TH

75TH

THURBER

80TH
XE

N
IU

M

80TH

5TH

79TH

U
N

ITY

88TH

LAD

96TH

1S
T

QUAR LES

XE
R

XE
S

Z A
N

ZI
BA

R

105TH

TE
AK

W
O

OD

73RD

ID
AH

O

92ND

A
R

RO
W

OO
D

H
AL

IF
AX

IN

LAN
D

73RD

M
AR

Y
LA

N
D

70TH

79TH

88TH

TR
E

N
TO

N

W
YO

M
IN

G

84TH

TR
E

N
TO

N

R
AN

IE
R

89TH

68TH

PHE
A

S
ANT

PEN
N

COUNTY ROAD 30

93RD

3RD

65TH

W
EL

C
O

M
E

5 1ST

ORLE

ANS

71ST

GL
AD

ST
O

N
E

2ND

D
O

U
G

LAS

103R D

103RD

6T
H

73RD

107TH

73RD

MARIGO LD98 TH

81ST

LAN
CASTER

61ST

81ST

90TH

61ST

TIMBER
CREST

Q
U

AK
E

R

50T H

72
ND

BLUEBIRD

77TH

6 2N
D

EM
P

IR
E

55TH

NO
R

W
OO

D

100TH

61ST

EDINBROOK

EVERES
T

76TH

C
OM

ST
OCK

75TH

58
TH

3R
D

RO
SE

W
O

OD

VA
G

AB
O

ND

MYSTIQUE

N
O

BLE

71ST

74TH

95TH

82ND

M
O

N
TI

C
EL

LO

68TH

XY
LO

N

68TH

COUNTY ROAD 109
85TH

MAGNO
LIA

LAKELAND

HIGHLANDS88TH

PEARSON

B
ER

KS
HIR

E

92ND

91ST

96TH

FR
A

N
C

E

R
AN

C
H

VIEW

96TH

95TH

85TH

97TH

ZANZ IB
AR

R
EV

ER
E

EA
G

LE
 L

AKE

79TH

SHADY
VI E

W

83RD

70TH

H
A

R
BO

R

S
YC

A
M

O
R

E

BROOKDALE

Q
U

A
N

TI
C

O
1ST
FIRST

98TH

1 1/2
89TH

KINGS

HO

LLY

71ST

84 TH

RA
NC

H
VI

EW

TERR
ACEVIEW

YU
C

C
A

VI
NE

W
OO

D

C
O

LO
R

A
D

O

70TH

62ND

SC
HR

EIB
ER

65TH

54
TH

TR
E

N
TO

N

84TH

102ND

104TH

66TH

EW
IN

G

73RD

ED
IN

BR
O

O
K

68TH

M
E

R
R

I

MA
C

EM
PI R

E

88TH

D
O

U
G

LA
S

67TH

95TH

91ST

77T
H

83RD

100TH

M
A

PL
E

BR
O

O
K

AR
R

O
W

W
O

OD

89T H

ID
A

HO

UN
D

E
R

W
OOD

54
TH

SE
R

VI CE

A
B

BO
TT

88TH

94TH

56TH

87TH
88TH

XE
R

XE
S

58TH

73RD

62ND

97TH

SHADOW
CREEK

SETZLER

LA
NC

ASTER

86TH

73RD

99TH

TO
LEDO

FI
R

S
T

1S
T

53RD

70TH

101ST

SHINGLE CREEK

EA
G

LE

L A
K

E

G
EO

R
G

IA

75TH

HARTKOPF

99TH

1S
T

FI
R

S
T

81ST

81ST

62ND

67
TH

99TH

89TH

94TH

YO
RK

DA
L L

AS

68TH

80TH

89TH

69TH

H
EM

LO
C

K

87TH

95TH

FO
R

E
ST

V
IE

W

TE
RR

AC
EV

IEW

KILM
E

R

76TH

77TH

GUNFLINT

Q
U

EENS

92ND

75TH

90TH

73RD

96TH

Z
IRC

O

N

S
A

R
ATOGA

COUNTY ROAD
81

53RD

77TH

99TH

84TH

91ST

PI
N

E
VI

E
W

FIRST
1ST

TEW
S

B
U

RY

80TH

67TH

54TH

84TH

94TH

INLAND

74TH

BER
KSH

IR
E

IN

VER

N E SS

PILGRIM
99TH

PE
O

N
Y

PI
LG

R
IM

87TH

103RD

U
N

IT
Y

Q
U

AI
L

JU
N

E

NAR
C

IS

SUS

78TH

50TH

80TH

LA
R

CH

105TH

YE
LL

OW
ST

O
N

E

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

03

84TH

LAN
C

A
STE

R

93RD

75TH

80TH

68TH

JE
FF

ER
SO

N

101ST

107TH

91ST

81ST

N
O

R
W

O
O

D

61ST

98TH

FOUND
ERS

66TH

101ST

90TH

V
IN

C
E

N
T

63RD

E

LM

75TH

83RD

105TH

ELEANOR

54TH

94TH

DUNKIRK

70TH

73RD

CAR
D

INAL

LE
E

COUNTY ROAD 130
77TH

D
AL

LA
S

78TH

107TH

89TH

79TH

73RD

100TH

OXBOROUGH

YATES

97TH

KIRK W
O

O
D

VIOLET

ID
AH

O

89TH

77TH

70TH

C
H

O
W

EN

C
H

E
SS

H
IR

E

67TH

DUNKIRK

4TH

92ND

LO
G

AN

SC
O

TT

YA
TE

S

99TH

87TH

BERWICK

72ND

92ND

FL
O

R
I D

A

URBAN

HALIFAX

83RD

92ND

N
O

R
TH

W

O O D

85TH

2ND

PRESTW
IC

K

WOODHALL

O
A

KV
IE

W

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 2

02
ZA

C
H

A
R

Y

ABBOTT

FIRST

91ST

XERXES

8T
H

92ND

4TH

101ST

ESTATE

B
R

U
N

S
W

I C
K

92ND

75TH

94TH

101ST

MODERN

N
A

R
C

ISSUS

100TH

88TH

NEDDERSEN

103RD

7TH

71ST

93RD

O

X BOWCR E
E

K

1 0 0TH

EAGLE
LA

KE

COLLEGE PARK

51ST

PO
LA

R
IS

91ST

59TH

81ST

O
R

LE
A

N
S

M
ERR

IM
A

C

90TH

55TH

63RD

84TH

100TH

KI N G
S

LARAMIE

6TH

103RD

NI
A

G
AR

A

72ND

R
H

O
DE

ISLAND

99TH

EV
ER

G
R

E
E

N

W
YO

M
IN

G

Y A
TE

S

67TH

VI
C

TO
RI

A

82ND

KE
N

TU
C

KY

70
TH

B
R

U
N

SW
I

CK

MAR
Y

LAN D

102ND

106TH

54TH

D
O

UG
LA

S

91ST

TH
O

M
A

S

SH
E

R
ID

A
N

EW
IN

G

7T
H

67TH

83RD

52ND

N
ATH

A N

99TH

SCHUTTE FARM

1 1/2

LA
NE

W
O

O
D

84TH

HIGHWAY 610

85TH

NA
R

C
IS

SU
S

88TH

79TH

87TH

91ST

72ND

Y
O

R
K

TO
W

N

81ST

N
O

BL
E

78TH

PIN
EV

I EW

E
VE

R
E

S
T

F O
U

N
TA

IN

68T H

Q
U

AK
ER

89TH

9 0TH

EV
E

R
ES

T

G
E

O
R

G
IA

OAK GROVE

66TH

6 2ND

85TH

FLO
R

I D
A

58TH

76TH

D
EE

R
W

O
O

D

EL
M

CRE
EK

103RD

96TH

67TH

89TH

82ND

88TH

97TH

78TH

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

M
ER

R
IM

A

C

89TH

IV
ES

WHITEWATER

70TH

75
TH

67TH

95TH

M
APLE

VALLEY

CHES
H

IR
E

NA
N

TW
IC

K

OLIVE

8 6TH

96TH

87TH

99
TH

M
O

R
G

AN

H
A

M
P

SHIR
E

51ST

N
EW

TO
N

99TH

96T H

78TH

68 TH

63RD

77TH

M
A

G
N

O
LI

A

94TH

53RD

79TH

103RD

94TH

91ST

53RD

69TH

82ND

97TH

96TH

9

0TH90TH

88TH

Y
O

RK

84TH

85TH

60

TH

67TH

DUNBA
R

79TH

54TH

LA
KE

LAN
D

75TH

78TH

O
R

EG
O

N

74TH

YORK

96TH

JA
M

ES

TE
AK

W
O

O
D

69TH

76TH

78TH

70TH

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

2

105TH

AR
LIN

GTON

88TH

66TH

PE
O

N
Y

90TH

R
EG

E
N

T

92ND

ALVA
R

A D
O

W
IN

N
ET

KA

SA
R

AT
O

G
A

85TH

D
U

N
KI R

K

55TH

M
A

G
N

O
LI

A

S H ADOW
C

R
EE

K

53R
D

83RD

98TH

PE
O

N
Y

88TH

VIC
KS

BU
RG

75TH

LA
W

N
D

AL
E

84TH

96TH

58TH

93RD

Q
UA

IL

69TH

106TH

95TH

80TH

104TH

94T H

90TH

76TH

64TH

72ND

75TH

90 TH

O
LI

V
E

83R D

98TH

63

RD

84TH

ZIN
NIA

67TH

Q
U

A
IL

76TH

71ST

89 TH

8
9

T H

EDINBROOK

51ST

IV
ES

T
R

O
Y

86TH

78TH

C
H

ESSH
I RE

NORWOO
D

TE
S

SM
AN

72
ND

VINEW
O

O
D

65TH

70TH

MARIGOLD

EWIN
G

YO
R

K

75TH

84
TH

107TH

60TH

74
TH

ZI
N

N
IA

67TH

74TH

95TH

77TH

68TH

W
ELC

O
M

E

O LIV
E

95TH

KI NGS

86TH

H
O

L L
Y

97TH

IV
ES

XYLON

ERIC KSON

82ND

80TH

XE
N

E

71ST

76TH

68TH

LIONS

99TH

PONDS

92ND

TESSMAN

69TH

80T H

XY LO
N

92ND

96TH

92N D

FE
R

NB
RO

O
K

96 TH

INTER
STATE

94

10

4TH

84TH

57TH

HIGHWAY 610

LE
E

LA
R

C
H

68TH

74TH

80TH

SU
M

T E
R

72ND

91ST

74
TH

60TH

EV
ER

ES

T

85TH

IN
LA

ND

8 3RD

QUINW
O

O
D

67TH

69TH

XYLO
N

N
O

BLE

85TH

80TH
SHINGLE CREE K

Q
U

AIL

96TH

EW
IN

G

R
EG

E
N

T

PER
R

Y

SC
O

TT

D AL L AS

Q
U

EB
EC

96TH

R
H

O
D

E
 IS

LA
N

D

96
TH

60TH

YU
C

C
A

Z IN N
IA

65TH

8T
H

IT
HA

CA

KYLE

N
EV

ADA

M
A

JO
R

6T
H

72ND

W
IN

N
ET

KA

P
IN

O
A

K

87TH

ZI
NNI A

JANE
LL

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

92ND

106TH

72ND71ST

67TH

O
R

CH
ID

ID
AH

O

KI
W

I

81ST

71S T

87TH

O
RC

H
ID

E
W

IN
G

9 9 T

H

84 TH

104TH

JE

W EL

OXBOW

W
ED

G
W

O
O

D

107TH

62ND

68TH

PE
O

N
Y

YELLOWSTONE

106TH

D
A

LE
VI

EW

71ST

SC
O

T T

FL
O

R
ID

A

69TH

59TH

E
W

IN
G

G
LA

C
IE

R

81ST

75TH

TO
LE

D
O

91ST

92ND

R
AN

IE
R

95TH

OREG
O

N

O
R

C
H

ID

M
APL E

106TH

H
O

LL
Y

91ST

86TH

103RD

100TH

80TH

D
R E

W

QUEENS

ZACH
A R

Y

104TH

G
EO

R
G

IA

107TH

78TH

87TH

68TH

CH
OW

EN

82ND

83RD

YO
R

K

82ND

72ND

BOULDER

80TH

P
O

LA
R

IS

9T
H

I D A
H

O

83RD

EMP
IR

E

90TH

90TH

103RD

FO U NT
AI

N

GLACIER

INTE
R

S TA TE
4 94

10
4TH

78TH

85TH

TR
EN

TO
N

94TH

102ND

ZA
N

ZI
BA

R

52ND

D
R

EW

D
O

U
G

LA
S

SCHUTTE

CH
E

SSHIRE

H
A

M

ILTON

LA
R

C
H

ANN
A

P
O

LIS

79TH

S
C

OT
T

WINNETKA

108TH

98TH

92ND

108T H

52ND

M
A

R
LI

N

LE
E

BR
A

N
D

Y
W

IN
E

74TH

73
RD

76TH

ABBOT T

P

A RK

78TH

78TH

W
E

D
G

EW
OO

D

EVER
E

S
T

BALSAM

W

B
I94

TO CORD81

T
O

L EDO

JU
N

EW
I L

L

OW

93RD

PER
R

Y

Q
U

AIL

R
EG

E
N

T

D
O

U
G

LAS

81ST

WED
G

EW
O

O
D

IN

VERNE
SS

2N
D

Q

UEENSLA
N

D

BLUEBELL

PE
R

R
Y

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

3R
D

93RD

BL
A

C
KOAKS

K
EN

TU
C

KY

102ND

Q
U

AI
L

VI
CT

O
R

IA

ANNAPO
L

I S

BI
R

C
H

V I
EW

SU M
TE

R

100TH

FOUNTAINS

PATRICK

SHENAN
DOAH

W
EL

LIN
G

TO
N

PI
LG

R
IM

72ND

83RD

YU
C

C
A

84TH

52ND

TARGET

DUTTON

68TH

GENTILLY

O
R

C
H

A
R

D

HUNTERS

ZEA

LAND

AN
NA

PO

LIS

COL
O

R
AD

O

80TH

91ST

PR
IV

AT
E

67TH

JANET

FLORIDA

JOYCE

D
R

EW

62ND

G O
LD

E

NROD

H
AM

P
S

HIRE

QUARLES

105TH

LAKELAND

XE
N

IA

97TH

N
O

RTH
LAN

D

YATES

72ND

WOODBINE

M
E

ADOWLARK

BROOKDALE

SCHUTTE

TE
SS

M
A

N

W
IN

N
E

TK
A

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

TERRITORIAL

N
O

R
TH

L AN
D

113TH

NB

I494 TO EB I94

V
IC

KS
B U

R
G

C
RE

EKVI EW

WB I94 TO HEMLOCK LN N

81ST

W
B

I94
TO

NB
HW

Y169 N

VA
LL

E
Y 

FO
R

G
E

TR
O

Y

EB I94
TO

SB
HW

Y169

99TH
99TH

HWY610 TO CORD81

STIEG

BR
U

N
SW

IC
K

R
EV

ER
E

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

01

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

98TH

MAIN

M
A

IN

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
A

D
10

3

BR
O

A
D

W
AY

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

21

HE
M

LO
C

K

LAKEVIEW

PRUDENTIAL PARK I N G
L

C
O

UN
TY

RO
AD

61

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

H
AL

IF
AX

TR
O

Y

TR
OY

FI
S

H
LA

KE

83RD

H
EM

LO
C

K

BEA
R

D

FR
A

N
C

E

COUNTY ROAD 130

E
LM

C
RE

EK

ELM CREEK

71ST

PA
LM

ER
LA

KE

H
EM

LO
C

K
HE

M
LO

CK

H
EM

LO
C

K

O
R CH

A
R

D

ZA
N

E

FOUNTAINS

R
IC

E 
LA

KE

80TH

W
IC KFORD

ZAN
E

53R
D

53RD

SI
ER

RA
SI

ER
R

A

N
IA

G
A

RA

CHESH
IR

E

PE
R

R
Y

XE
R

XE
S

D
U

NK
IR

K
D

U
N

K
IR

K

KI
R

K
W

O
O

D

BALS
AM

BO
U

N
D

AR
Y

C
R

EE K

BR
U

NS
W

IC
K

H
EM

LO
C

K

3R
D

BRO O
KD

AL
E

5T
H

5T
H

73RD

PE
N

N

B
ER

KS

HIRE

BER KSHIRE

NAT HA N

JU
NE

AU

D
O

U
G

LA
S

FR
E

N
C

H
 L

AK
E

F REN
CH

LAKE

JO
N

Q
U

IL

BE
A

R
D

N
E

D DERSEN

Q
U

EE
N

SL
A

N
D

LA
N

C
A

ST
ER

LA
N

C
A

S T
ER

D
O

U
G

LA
S

D
O

U
G

LA

S

A
R

C
H

ER

AN
NA

P
O

LI
S

PE
O

NY

N
O

R
W

OO
D

C
H

O
W

EN

BR
O

A
D

W
AY

FA
LL

G
O

LD

C
O

LO
R

AD
O

TR O
Y

KY
LE

N
IAG

AR
A

BR
O

C
KT

O
N

EMPIRE

LE
E

LE
E

YU
C

CA

N
ATH

A
N

JE
WEL

LA
R C

H

M
O

N
TI

C
EL

LO

K
IN

G
SV

IE
W

Y
U

M A

FI

SH LAKE PARK

G
R

IM
ES

G
R

IM
ES

102ND

DUNBA R

DA
LL

AS

91ST

FR
AN

C
E

S

CO TT

KIRKWOOD

TO
LE

DO

G
AR

LA
ND

H
A

M
P

SH
IR

E

REGE
N

T
R

EG
E

N
T

ADAIR

PI
N

E
VI

E
W

PI N
E

V
IE W

U

NITY

N
E

VA
D

A

UPLAN
D

FLA
G

IV

E
S

73RD

LO
CH

LO
M

OND

PERRY

TR

INITY

KIN
G

S
VIEW

G
AR

LA
ND

IR
VI

N
G

82N D

82ND

RED FOX

RED FOX

G
AR

LA
N

D

66TH

94TH

ZANZIBAR

P EO
N

Y

XE
N

IA

IN
L AN

D

IV
ES

M
IN

N
ESO

TA

YATES

SU
M

TE
R

W
ES

TO
N

99
T H

XI
M

IN
ES

FO
R

E
ST

V
IE

W

MAJOR

TI M BER

K
EN

TU
C

KY

K
EN

TU
C

KY

2N
D

K
EN

TU
C

K
Y

F R
A N

C
E

KI M
BE

R
LY

H
ILLSW

IC
K

PO
LARIS

M
A

JO
R

M
A

JO
R

2N
D

72
ND

72ND

W
IN

SL
OW

C
HAS

TROY

X
IM

INES

AD
A

IR

93RD

VIN
EW

O
O

D

JE
R

S
EY

Q
UIN

W
O

O
D

EAGLE

LAKE

EAGLE LAKE

JU
N

E

84TH

Q
UEEN

VA
GAB

O
N

D

JU
N

EA
U

ROBIN

ROBIN

97TH

H
AL

IF
A

X

EL
M

77TH

IN
D

IAN
A

W
O

O
DH

AL

L

DALLAS

TR
E

N
TO

N

M A
G

D
A

JER
S

EY

TRINITY

U
N

I T
Y

D
U

N
K

IR
K

DUNKIRK

70TH

84TH

84T H

E D
G

EW
O

O
D

G
EO

R
G

IA

HOLLY

U
N

IO
N

TE
R

R

ACE

FL
O

R
ID

A

F
LOR

ID
A

D
O

U
G

LA
S

SY
C

AM
O

R
E

JU
N

E
JU

N
E

OR
C

H
A

R
D

T

ESS M
AN

SY
C

AM
O

R
E

V
A

G
ABO

ND

AN
N

A
PO

LI
S

XE
NE

XEN
E

ITH
A

C
A

IN
D

IA
N A

ALM
O

ND

N
O

R
TH

LA
N

D

CREST

LAKELAND

LAKELAND

102ND

102ND

Z

INNIA

M
EN

D
EL

S
SO

H
N

H
IG

H
W

A Y
16

9

Q
U

A N
TI

CO

M
A

JO
R

R
O

SE
W

O
O

D

Q
U

IN
W

O
O

D

EWI NG

LAK E RID GE

IV
ES

72ND

72ND

O
R

C
H

I D

XI
M

IN
ES

PER
R

Y

J O
N

Q
U

IL

B
U

T T

E

R
N

U
T

R
O

SEW
O

O
D

C
H

ER
R

Y

POLARIS

10

8TH

QUA I L

7 7TH

CAREY

7 3 R
D

KIL
BI

RN

IE

55 T H

OA
KVIE

W

WED GEWO
O

D

Y
OR

KT
OWN

G
EO

RG
IA

KIR

KWOOD

TE

AKWOO D

88TH

TR
OY

YUCC
A

57TH

57TH

G
O

LD
EN

R
O

D

KY
LE

C
O

LO
R

A
D

O

LE
E

MARINER

ZA
C

H
A

R
Y

ZA
C

H
AR

Y

N
AT

H
A

N

ID
A

H
O

91ST

BL
AC

KOAK S

UP
LA

N
D

8

8TH

LE E

91ST

JE
W

E
L

ZINNIA

74TH

74TH

IVES

FA
IR

73RD

XE
N

I U
M

MO
UN

T CURVE

LI
N

DE

N

TERRITORIAL

I N
T E

R
S T

AT
E

4 9
4

IN
TE

R
S

TATE
 494

94TH

TETON

O
R

CH
ID

TE
W

SB
U

R

Y

90TH

74TH

103RD

52ND

ID
AH

O

5 4T

H

54TH

X
E

N
IU

M

JE
R

S
EY

103RD

SERVICE

O
A

KS

PE
R

R
Y

TARG
E

T

JA
N

E
LL

PE
O

NY

MAGDA

SC
IM

ED

JOLLY

JO
LLY

Q
U

AI
L

EA
G

LE

LAKE

XE
N

IU
M

SH

ANNON

104TH

10 4TH

H
E

N
N

C
O

MM

C O
LL

E
G

E
PA

W
IN

N
E

TK
A

JAMES DEANE

CH

ESTNUT

84 1/2

56TH

66TH

78TH

62ND

83RD

Magnet schools serve the entire district and,
therefore, have no specific boundaries.µ

Updated June 14, 2016

0 0.5 10.25 Miles

ISD 279 - Osseo Area Schools
Elementary Attendance Areas

CORCORAN

ROGERS
DAYTON

MAPLE GROVE BROOKLYN PARK

PLYMOUTH

OSSEO

Oak View

Exhibit 1A

8



k

k

k

k

Ba
ss

C
am

el
ot

Po
m

er
le

au

Pi
ke

Ea
gl

e

M
ud

R
ic

e

R
ic

e

R
ic

e

W
ea

ve
r

Fi
sh

C
ed

ar
Is

la
nd

C
oo

k

C
oo

k

Ed
w

ar
d

O
M

S

B
M

S

N
VM

S
M

G
M

S

Br
oo

kl
yn

M
id

dl
e

O
ss

eo
M

id
dl

e

No
rt

h 
Vi

ew
M

id
dl

e

M
ap

le
G

ro
ve

M
id

dl
e

C
O

U
N

T Y
R

O
AD

47

8 1
ST

HIGHWAY 169

BA
SS

LA
KE

COUNTY
RO

AD
10

49
TH

63
R

D

BA
SS

LA
KE

66
TH

BROCKTON

72ND

57
TH

FERNBROOK

10
5T

H

BROOKLYN

O
H

EN
R

Y

M
UM

FO
R

D64
TH

6 5
TH

N
AS

H

NORTHWEST

VAGABOND

BOONE

MARYLAND

ZACHARY

89
TH

K
IR

K

WOOD

BASS
LAKE

HOSPITAL

91
S

T

63
R

D

COUNTY
ROAD

10

86
TH

95
TH

C
O

U
N

T Y
R

O
A

D
1 0

9

W
EA

VE
R

LA
KE

69
TH

MAPLE
 G

ROVE

87
TH

86T
H

7
8T

H

JEFFERSON
KILMER

TRENTON

77
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
AD

30
93

R
D

DE ER
WOOD

NORWO OD

MAIN

NATHAN

71
S

T

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
A

D
30

CO
UN

TY
 R

O
AD

 8
1

82
N

D

81
S

T

4T
H

FISH LAKE

73
R

D

M
A

PL
E

 K
N

O
LL

65
TH

LANEWOOD

DREW

CO
UN

TY
RO

AD
81

UPLAND

COUNTY ROAD 14

W
EA

VE
R

LA
KE

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

09

10
1S

T

ZACHARY

69
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
AD

13
0

G
R

O
VE

G
R

O
VE

CO
UN

TY
 R

O
AD

 8
1

96

TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
A

D
10

9
85

TH

GROVE

73
R

D

BR
O

O
K

LY
N

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

52

73
R

D

G
R

E
EN

HA
VE

N

68
TH

93
R

D

79
TH

81
S

T

HIGHWAY 169

66
TH

ASPEN

M
AI

N

77
TH

51
ST

ANNAPOLIS

75
TH

RANCHVIEW

IN
TERSTA

TE
94

UNITY

WELLINGTON

NOBLE

74
TH

56TH

BE
TH

IA

7T
H

64
TH

CENTRAL

89
TH

C
A

N
D

LE
W

OOD

BR
O

O
K

D
A

LE

55
TH

FI
SH

LA
KE

81
S

T

VIN

EWOOD

60
TH

TOLEDO

68
TH

53
R

D

66
TH

91
S

T

73
R

D

OAKVIEW

G
LO

BE
FLOW

ER

LAWNDALE

67
TH

78
TH

SUNNYSLOPE

NATHAN

ZANE

79
T

H

69
TH

XYLON

UNITY

75
TH

TH
U

R
BE

R
67

TH

80
TH

L A
D

YS
LI

PP
ER

JUNEAU

XENIUM

96
TH

5T
H

79
TH

UNITY

83
R

D

88
TH

LA
D

96
TH

1ST

QUAR LE
S

XERXES

57
TH

ZANZIBAR

10
5T

H

TEAKWOOD

73
R

D

IDAHO

83
R

D

92
N

D

ARROWOOD

HALIFAX

IN LAND

MARYLAND

70
TH

96
TH

88TH

TRENTON

WYOMING

94
TH

LOUISIANA

84
TH

TRENTON

C
H

ES

TNUT

RANIER

89
TH

68
TH

PH
EA

SANT

PENN

CO
UN

TY
R

O
AD

30

93
R

D

3R
D

65
TH

WELCOME

5
1S

T

REGENT

ORLE AN
S

71
S

T

66
TH

BEARD

GLADSTONE

2N
D

DOUGLAS

10
3R

D

10
3R

D

95
TH

6TH

73
R

D

10
7T

H

73
R

D

M
A

R
IG

O
LD

98
TH

74
TH

81
ST

LANCASTER

61
ST

81
S

T

90
TH

61
S

T

TI
M

BE
R

C
R

ES
T

QUAKER

50
T

H

72
ND

BLU
EBIR

D

77
TH

6

2ND

EMPIRE

55
TH

NORWOO
D

61
S

T

ED
IN

BR
O

OK

EVE
R

EST

76
TH

COMSTOCK

75
TH

58TH

3RD

83
R

D

ROSEWOOD

VAGABOND

M
Y

ST
IQ

U
E

NOBLE

76
TH

7 1
ST

74
TH

95
TH

82N
D

MONTICELLO

A
B

BO
TT

68
TH

XYLON

68
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

09
85

TH

72
ND

MAGN
OLIA

LAKELAND

H
IG

H
LA

N
DS

88
TH

92
N

D

74
TH

DREW
CHOWEN

91
S

T

96
TH

FRANCE

PA
U

L

RANCHVIEW

96
TH

95
TH

79
TH

CHER
O

KE
E

85
TH

9 7
T H

ZA
N

Z
IB

AR

REVERE

EAGL
E

LA
KE

79
TH

SHADYVIEW

83
R

D

HARBOR

PINEVIEW
SYCAMORE

BROOKDA
LE

1S
T

98
TH

1 
1/

2
89

TH

UNION TERRACE

BALS
AM

HOLL
Y

71
ST

84
TH

RANCHVIEW

82
N

D

TE
RR ACEVIEW

HAMPSHIRE

YUCCA

VINEWOOD

COLORADO

70
TH

78TH

62
N

D

SCHREI

BER

65
TH

54TH

TRENTON

84
T H

10
2N

D

IDAHO

10
4T

H

66
TH

EWING

73
R

D

EDINBROOK

68
T H

MERRI M

AC

EM PIRE

88
TH

DOUGLAS

67
TH

95
TH

91
S

T

77T H

83
R

D

10
0T

H

MAPLEBROOK

ARROWWO

O
D

89
TH

IDAHO

UNDERWOOD

54
TH

82
N

D

88
TH

YUCCA

94
TH

56
T H

87
TH

58
TH

73
R

D

62
ND

97
TH

SH
AD

OW
CRE

E
K

S
ET

ZL
E

R

LANCASTER

73
R

D

99
TH

TOLEDO

FIRST
1ST

53
R

D

70
TH

10
1S

T

SH
IN

GLECREEK

EAGLEL

AKE

GEORGIA

75
TH

SUMTER

H
AR

TK
O

P
F

99
TH

1ST
FIRST

81
ST

65
TH

62
N

D

H
O

W
E

67TH

99
TH

89
TH

94
TH

DALLAS

68
TH

80
TH

89
TH

HEMLOCK

87
T H

95
TH

FORESTVIEW

TERRACEVIEW

GREENSPRUC
E

KI
LM

ER

76
TH

77
TH

GUNFL
IN

T

QU EE

NS

92
N

D

82
ND

75
TH

90
TH

73
R

D

W
IN

C
H

ES
TE

R

96
TH

Z IRCON

SARATO
G

A

79
TH

NIAG
ARA

COUNTY
ROAD 81

53
RD

SHEF F
IE

LD

99
TH

84
TH

62
N

D

91
S

T

PINEVIEW

FI
R

S
T

1S
T

92
N

D

TEWSBURY

80
TH

67
T H

54
TH

84
TH

94
TH

IN
LA

ND

74
TH

BERKSHIRE

IN

VER N
E

SS

PI
LG

RI
M

99
TH

PEONY

87
TH

1 0
3 R

D

QUAIL

JUNE

NARCISSU
S

78
TH

50
T

H

80
TH

LARCH

10
5T

H

YELLOWSTONE

COUNTY ROAD 103

84
TH

L ANCASTER

93RD

75
TH

80
T

H

68
TH

JEFFERSON

10
1S

T

10
7T

H

64
TH

91
S

T

81
S

T

NORWOOD

61
S

T

98
TH

66
TH

10
1S

T

90
TH

65
TH

63
R

D

E LM

83
R

D

SCOTT

10
5T

H

EL
EA

N
O

R

54
TH

94
TH

63
R

D

DU
N

KI
R

K

73
R

D

CAR DI NAL

LEE

96
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
A

D
13

0
77

TH

DALLAS

10
7T

H

89
TH

79
TH

95
TH

73
R

D

10
0T

H

O
X

BO
RO

UG
H

YATES
97

TH

KIRKWOOD

VI
OL

ET

IDAHO

89
TH

77
TH

70
TH

CHESSHIRE

67
TH

92
ND

4T
H

SCO T T

YATES

99
TH

87
TH

BE
RW

IC
K

72
N

D

92
N

D

FLORIDA

U
R

B
A

N

HALIF
AX

83
R

D

7 0
TH

NORTHW O
O

D

85
TH

2N
D

PR
ES

TW
ICK

FLORIDA

W
O

O
DH

ALL

OAKVIEW

COUNTY ROAD 202
ZACHARY

WYOMING

AB
BOTT

SUNNYSLOPE

1S
T

FI
R

S
T

MEADOWLARK

91
ST

3R
D

ORCHARD

76
TH

8TH

92
ND

4T
H

NATHAN

AS
TE

R

BRUNSWICK92
N

D

94
TH

10
1S

T

74
TH

M
O

D
ER

N

BRANDYWINE

N
ED

D
ER

S
EN

IR
IS

10
3R

D

7T
H

71
S

T

93
R

D

O X
B

OW
C

R

EEK

1
0

0TH

82
ND

75
TH

76
TH

CO
LL

EG
E

PA
R

K

51
ST

POLARIS

91
S

T

59
TH

81
S

T

ORLEANS

M ERRIMA C

90
TH

55
TH

63
R

D

84
TH

10
0T

H

LA
R

A
M

IE

KINGSVIEW

6T
H

10
3R

D

RHODE

IS
LA

ND

99
TH

EVERGREE N

WYOMING

YATES

67
TH

VICTORIA

70TH

BRUNSWICK

10
2N

D

10
6T

H

54
TH

DOUGLAS

91
S

T

THOMAS

SHERIDAN

EWING

7TH

67
TH

83
R

D

52
N

D

NATHAN

99
TH

S
C

H
U

TT
E

FA
RM

1 
1/

2

H
IG

H
W

AY
 6

10

85
TH

NARCISSUS

88
TH

7 9
TH

87
TH

91
S

T

YORKTOWN

81
S

T

NOBLE

78
TH

PINEVIEW

EVEREST

UNDERWOOD

FOUNTAIN

71

ST

68
T

H

QUAKER

89
TH

90
TH

EVEREST

GEORGIA

OA
K

GROVE

66
TH

6
2N

D

85
TH

FLORIDA

58
TH

76
TH

67
TH

DEERWOOD

ELMCREEK

10
3R

D

67

TH

89
T

H

82
N

D

89
TH

88
TH

97
TH

78
TH

ZACHARY

MERRIM AC

89
TH

IVES

W
H

IT
EW

AT
ER

70
TH

75 TH

67
TH

N
O

ID

95
TH

MAPLE

VA
LL

E Y

CH
ESHIRE

NANTWICK

OLIVE

8
6T

H

96
TH

87
TH

99TH

MORGAN

IMP E RIA
L

51
ST

NEWTON

99
TH

78TH

68

TH

63
R

D

77
TH

MAGNOLIA

94
T H

53
RD

79
TH

1 0
3R

D

94
TH

91
ST

82
N

D

53
R

D

69
TH

82
ND

96
TH

9

0T
H

90
TH

88
TH

YO R
K

84
TH

8 5
TH

H
O

LLYHOC
K

60T
H

67
TH

DUNBAR

79
TH

54
TH

LAKELAND

83RD

75
TH

78
TH

OREGON

74
TH

96
TH

JAMES

TEAKWOOD

69
TH

76
TH

78
T

H

70
TH

COUNTYROAD12

10
5T

H

ARLINGTO
N

88
TH

66
TH

PEONY

90
TH

REGENT

92
N

D

ALVARADO

WINNETKA

W

OODHA
L L

SARATOGA

85
TH

DUNKIRK

55
TH

MAGNOLIA

SHADOWCREEK 53
RD

83
RD

98T
H

PEONY

VICKSBURG

75
TH

LAWNDALE

84
TH

96
TH

58
TH

KENTUCKY

93
R

D

QUAIL

69
TH

10
6T

H

95
TH

80
TH

10
4T

H

94
T

H

90
TH

64
TH

7 5
TH

9
0

TH

6
4T

H

OLIVE

83R
D

98
TH

63R
D84

TH

67
TH

QUAIL

71
S

T

8 9 T H

ED
IN

B
R

O
O

K

51S
T

IVES

TROY

86
TH

CH ESSHI RE

NO
RW

OOD

70

TH

72N
D

V
IN

EWOOD

65
TH

70
TH

MARI
G

O
LD

YORK

84TH

10
7T

H

60T
H

74TH

ZINNIA

67
TH

66
TH

74
TH

95TH

77
TH

68
TH

WELCOME

OLIV E

95
TH

KI NGS

86
TH

HOLLY
97

TH

IVES

XY
LO

N

E
R

IC
KS

O
N

82

ND

80
T

H

71
S

T

76
TH

68
TH

99
TH

70
TH

PO
ND

S

92
N

D

PEONY

69
TH

8 0
T

H

SH ADYVIEW

X
Y

LON

92
N

D

96
TH

92
N

D

FERNBROOK

82ND

96
TH

INTERSTATE 94

104
TH

57
TH

H
IG

H
W

AY
 6

10

LARCH

68
TH

74
TH

80
TH

SUMTER

72
N

D

91
S

T

74T
H

60
TH

EVEREST

85
TH

INLAND

8
3R

D

QUINWOOD

67
TH

69
TH

XYLON

NOBLE

85TH

SH
IN

GLE
CREE

K

QUAIL

96
TH

EWING

PERRY

REGENT

SCOTT

D
A

L
LAS

QUEBEC

96
TH

RHODE ISLAND

96TH

60
TH

Z
IN

NIA

65
T

H

ITHACA

KYLE

75
 1

/2

NEVAD
A

MAJOR

MAJOR

72
N

D

74
1/

2

72
N

D

W
IN

C
H

ES
TE

R

WINNETKA

87
TH

10
8T

H

ZINNIA

JA
NELL

ZACHARY

10
6T

H

72

ND

71
S

T

67
TH

ORCHID

IDAHO

KIWI

REGENT

81
S

T

71
S

T

87
TH

EWING

9 9
T

H

8
4T

H

10
4T

H

JE
W

EL

O
X

BO
W

WEDGWOOD

10
7T

H

62
N

D

68
TH

PEONY

Y
EL

LO
W

S
TO

NE

10
6T

H

DALEVIEW

71
S

T

SCOTT

FLORIDA

EV

EREST

ZOPFI

69
TH

59
TH

GLACIER

75
TH

91
ST

92
N

D

WBI94TO
SB

I4
94

RANIER

95
TH

OREGON

ORCHID

MAPLE

10
6T

H

HOLLY

FLORIDA

91
S

T

86
TH

10
3R

D

PO
E

10
0T

H

QU
EE

NS

ZACHARY

10
4T

H

GEORGIA

10
7T

H

78
TH

87
TH

68
TH

CHOW
EN

82
N

D

ORCHARD

83
R

D

YORK

82
N

D83
R

D

72
N

D

BO
U

LD
E

R

84
TH

80
TH

9TH 83
R

D

EM

PIRE

90
TH

90
TH

10
3 R

D

FO
U

NTAIN

G
LA

CI
ER

IM
PA

T
IE

NS

INTERSTATE494

104
TH

ORCHID

78
TH

85
TH

TRENTON

94
TH

10
2N

D

ZANZIBAR

52
N

D

DREW

SC
HU

TTE

CHESSHIRE

JERSEY

HA M
IL

TO
N

LARCH

ANNAPOLIS

79
TH

SCOTT

W
IN

N
E

TK
A

QUEBEC

10
8T

H

98
TH

92
N

D

69
TH

JUNEAU

108TH

52
ND

VAGAB
OND

MARLIN

LEE

BRANDYWINE

74
TH

MOR
G

AN

76
T H

A BB
O

TT

PA
R

K

78
TH

ORLEANS

78
TH

INDIANA

WEDGEWOOD

EVEREST

BA
LS

AM

W
B

I9
4

TO
CO

RD
81

E V ERGREEN

TOLE
D

O

JUNE

WIL L O
W

PERRY

QUAIL

REGENT

75
TH

DOUGLAS

81
S

T

INVE
RNESS

2ND

QUE
EN

SLAND

BL
U

EB
EL

L

PERRY

ZACHARY

3RD

93
R

D

BLACKOAK
S

KENTUCKY

10
2N

D

QUAIL

VICTORIA

AN

NAPOL I S

LA
W

R
EN

C
E

BIRCHVIEW

S
U

MTER

10
0T

H

FO
U

N
T A

I N
S

PA
TR

IC
K

WELLIN
GTON

PILGRIM

72
N

D

83
R

D

YUCCA

52
ND

M
A P

L
E

BROOK

TARGET

D
U

TT
O

N

68
TH

G
EN

TI
LL

Y

ORCHARD

H
U

N
TE

R
S

ZEA LA
N

D

COLORADO

80
TH

91
ST

PRIVATE

67
TH

JA
N

E
T

F L
ORIDA

JO
YC

E

DREW

62
N

D

G

OLDEN
R

OD

H
AMPS HIR

E

Q
U

AR
LE

S

10
5T

H

LAKELAND

XENIA

97
TH

NORTHLAND

JU
N

EA
U

72
N

D

66
TH

W
O

O
DB

IN
E

MEADOW

LARK

SC
H

U
TT

E

TESSMAN

WINNETKA

ZACHARY

TE
RR

IT
OR

IA
L

NORTHLAND

11
3T

H

NBI494

TO
E

B
I9

4

VICKSBURG

81
S

T

WB I94
TO

NB HWY16
9

N

VALLEY FORGE

TROY

EB
I9

4 TO
SB HWY169

99
TH

99
TH

HW
Y61

0
TO

C
O

R
D

81

ST
IE

G

BRUNSWICK

REVERE

COUNTY ROAD 101

ZACHARY

98TH

98
TH

M
A I

N

MAIN

COUNTYROAD103

BROADWAY

COUNTY ROAD 121

HEMLOCK

LA
KE

VI
EW

P R
U

D E
N

TI
AL

PA
R

K
IN

GL

COUNTY ROAD 61

COUNTYROAD61

ZACHARY

HALIFAX

TROY

TR
OY

FI
S

H
 L

A
KE

83
R

D

HEMLOCK

ZEALAND

BEARD

FRANCE

COUNTY
RO

AD
13

0

ELMCREEK

EL
M

 C
R

E
EK

COUNTY
ROAD

13
0

71
S

T

PALMER
LAKE

HEMLOCK

HEM
LO

CK

COUNTY ROAD 8

HEMLOCK

HEMLOCK

ORCHARD

COUNTYROAD61

ZANE

FO
U

N
TA

IN
S

RICE LAKE

80
TH

ZANE

53RD

53
R

D

SIERRA
SIERRA

NIAGARA

CHESHIRE

PERRY

XERXES

VALLEYFORGE

DUNKIRK
DUNKIRK

KIRKWOOD

BALSAM

BOUNDARY CREEK

BRU NSW
ICK

HEMLOCK

3RD

ID
AH

O

B
R

O

OKDALE

5TH 5TH

PENN

BERKSHI
R

E

BER
K

S
H

IR
E

HAMP

SHIRE

NA
T

H
A

N

JU
NEAU

DOUGLAS

FRENCH LAKE

FRENCH LAKE

JONQUIL

NE D
D

ER
S

EN

QUEENSLAND

LANCASTER

LANCASTER

DOUGLAS
DOUGLAS

A RCHER

PEONY

NO RWOOD

CHOWEN

BROADWAY

FALLGOLD

COLORADO

TR

OY

KYLE

NIAGARA

BROCKTON

EMPIRE

LEE
LEE

YUCCA

NATHAN

JE WEL

LARCH

MONTICELLO

KINGSVIEW

YU

M

A

FISH
LA

KE
PA

R
K

GRIMES GRIMES

10
2 N

D

D
UN

B
A

R

DALLAS

91
S

T

S C
O

TT

KIR
KW

OO

D

TOLE
D

O

HAMPSHIRE

REG
EN

T

REGENT

PINEVIEWPINEVIEW

UNITY

NEVADA

CO
RD

81
TO

EB
I9

4

UPLAND

EV
ER

GREEN

FLAG

IV

ES

73
RD

LOCHLOMOND

PE

RRY

NOBLE

TRINI
TY

KINGSVIEW

GARLAND

IRVING

82
N

D

82
N

D

R
E

D
FO

X

RE
D

FO
X

GARLAND

66
TH

94
TH

ZANZIB

AR

PEONY

XENIA

INLAND

COLORADO

IVES

MINNESOTA

YA
TE

S

CHEROKEE

SUMTER

WESTON

99TH

XIMINES

FORESTVIEW

M

AJOR

TI M
BE

R

KENTUCKY
KENTUCKY

2ND

KENTUCKY

FRANCE

KIMBERLY

HILLSWICK

POLARIS

MAJOR

2ND

72
ND

72
ND

FOXG
LO

V
E

WINSLOWCHAS

TROY

XIMIN

ES

ADAIR

93
R

D

VIN EWOOD

JERSEY

QUINWOOD

E
A

G
LE

LAKE

E
AG

LE
LA

KE

SC
OTT

84
TH

QUEEN

VAGABOND

ORCHID

JUNEAU

JUNEAU

R
O

BI
N

ROB
IN

97
TH

GEORGIA

ELM

LINDEN

77TH

INDIANA

WOODHALL

WELLINGTON

DALLAS

RUSSELL

YATES

TRENTON

ADAIR

M
AGDA

JERSEY

TR IN
ITY

UNITY

DUNKIRK

D
U

NK
IR

K

IM
PA

TI
EN

S

70
TH

84T
H 84

T

H

GEORGIA

H
O

LL
Y

UNION TERR AC
E

FLORIDA FLORIDA

SYCAMORE

ORCHARD

RANCHVIEW

SYCAMORE

VAGABOND

ANNAPOLIS

XEN
E XENE

ITHACA

INDIANA

ALMOND

NORTHLAND

C
R

E
ST

CR
ES

T

LAKELA
ND

LAKELAND

10
2 N

D

1 0
2 N

D

Z IN
NI

A

MENDELSSOHNHIGHWAY169

QUANTICO

MAJOR

GLACIER

ROSEWOOD

QUINWOOD

LAK
E

R
ID

GE

IVES

72
ND

72
N

D

XIMINES

PERRY

JONQUIL

BUTT

E

RNUT

ROSEWOOD

CHERRY

POLA
R

I S

108T
H

Q U
A

IL

7
7 T

H

CARE
Y

82
ND

SHADYVIEW

SCOTT

KILBIRNIE

55
T

H

OAKVIE
W

W
ED

G
EW

OOD

YORKTOW
N

GEORGI
A

KIR KW
OO

D

TEAKW
OO

D

83
R

D

88
TH

TROY

YUCCA

57
TH

57
TH

GOLDENROD

JO
NQUIL

COLORADO

LEE

MARI NER

D
AY

LI
LY

ZACHARY ZACHARY

NATHAN

IDAHO

91
ST

83
R

D

BLACKOAKS

UPLAND
91

ST

JEWEL

ZIN N
IA

74
TH

74
TH

IV
E

S

FAI
R

73
R

D

XENIUM

78
TH

MO
UN

T
CURV

E

LINDEN

TE
RR

IT
O

R
IA

L

INTERSTATE494

INTERSTATE 494

94
TH

TE
TO

N

ORCHID

TEW
SBURY

90
TH

74
TH

10
3R

D

52
N

D

IDAHO

54TH

54
TH

ZINNIA

XENIUM

10
3R

D

SERVICE

OA KS

PERRY

TARGET

QUAIL

JANELL

PEONY

MAGDA

SCIMED

JO
LLY

JOLLY

QUAIL

EAGLELA
KE

XENIUM

SBHWY169NTOCORD81

SH A
N

N
O

N

10
4T

H

10
4T

H

WINNETKA

JA
M

ES
D

E
ANE

56
TH

66
TH

62
N

D

83
R

D

IS
D

 2
79

 - 
O

ss
eo

 A
re

a 
Sc

ho
ol

s
M

id
dl

e 
Sc

ho
ol

 A
tte

nd
an

ce
 A

re
as

U
pd

at
ed

 J
un

e 
14

, 2
01

6

0
0.

5
1

0.
25

M
ile

s

CO
RC

OR
ANRO

GE
RS

DA
YT

ON

MA
PL

E 
GR

OV
E

BR
OO

KL
YN

 P
AR

K

PL
YM

OU
TH

OS
SE

O

1B

9



k

k

k

Ba
ss

C
am

el
ot

Po
m

er
le

au

Pi
ke

Ea
gl

e

M
ud

R
ic

e

R
ic

e

R
ic

e

W
ea

ve
r

Fi
sh

C
ed

ar
Is

la
nd

C
oo

k

C
oo

k

Ed
w

ar
d

O
ss

eo
Se

ni
or

Hi
gh

Pa
rk

 C
en

te
r

Se
ni

or
 H

ig
h

M
ap

le
 G

ro
ve

Se
ni

or
 H

ig
hM

G
SH

O
SH

PC
SH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
AD

4 7

81
ST

COUNTY
RO

AD
10

49
TH

63
R

D

BASS
LA

KE

66
TH

BROCKTON

72ND

57
TH

FERNBROOK

10
5TH

BROOKLYN

O
H

EN
R

Y

M
UM

FO
R

D6 4
TH

65
TH

N
AS

H

NORTHWEST

VAGABOND

BOONE

MARYLAND

ZACHARY

89
TH

K
IR

K

WOOD

BASS
LA

KE

HOSPITAL

91
S

T

63
R

D

COUNTY
ROAD

10

86
TH

9 5
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
A

D
10

9

W
EA

VE
R

LA
K E

69
TH

MAPLE
 G

ROVE

87
TH

86T
H

7
8T

H

JEFFERSON
KILMER

TRENTON

77
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
AD

30
93

R
D

DE ER
WOOD

NORWO OD

MAIN

NATHAN

71
S

T

C
O

U
N

T Y
R

O
A

D
30

82
N

D

81
S

T

4T
H

FISH LAKE

73
R

D

M
A

PL
E

 K
N

O
LL

65
TH

LANEWOOD

DREW

COUNTY

ROAD 81

UPLAND

COUNTY ROAD 14

W
EA

VE
R

 L
AK

E
C

O
U

N
TY

 R
O

A
D

 1
09

10
1S

T

69
TH

COUN
TY

R
O

AD
13

0

G
R

O
VE

G
R

O
VE

CO
UN

TY
 R

O
AD

 8
1

96

TH

C
O

U
N

TY
R

O
AD

10
9

85
TH

GROVE

73
R

D

73
R

D

W
EA

VE
R

 
LA

KE

G
R

E
EN

HA
VE

N

68
TH

93
R

D

79
TH

81
S

T

HIG
HWAY

169

66
TH

ASPEN

M
AI

N

77
TH

51
ST

ANNAPOLIS

75
TH

RANCHVIEW

IN
TERSTA

TE
94

UNITY

WELLINGTON

NOBLE

74
TH

56TH

BE
TH

IA

7T
H

64
TH

CENTRAL

89
TH

S
U

G
A

R
LO

AF

CANDLEWOOD

YUMA

BR
O

O
K

D
A

LE

55
TH

FI
SH

LA
KE

81
S

T

VIN

EWOOD

60
TH

TOLEDO

68
TH

53
R

D

66
T H

91
S

T

73
R

D

OAKVIEW

G
LO

BE
FLOW

ER

LAWNDALE

67
TH

78
TH

SUNNYSLOPE

NATHAN

ZANE

79
T

H

74
TH

69
TH

XYLON

UNITY

75
TH

TH
U

R
BE

R
67

TH

80
TH

L A
D

YS
LI

PP
ER

JUNEAU

XENIUM

80
TH

5T
H

79
TH

UNITY

88
TH

96
TH

1ST

XERXES

57
TH

ZANZIBAR

10
5T

H

TEAKWOOD

73
R

D

IDAHO

92
N

D

ARROWOOD

HALIFAX

IN LAND

73
RD

MARYLAND

70
TH

96
TH

88T

H

TRENTON

WYOMING

94
TH

LOUISIANA

84
TH

TRENTON

C
H

ES

TNUT

RANIER

89
TH

68
TH

PHEAS ANT

PENN

COU
NT

Y
RO

AD
30

93
R

D

3R
D

65
TH

WELCOME

5
1ST

REGENT

ORLE AN
S

71
S

T

66
TH

BEARD

GLADSTONE

2N
D

DOUGLAS

10
3R

D

10
3R

D

95
TH

6TH

73
R

D

10
7T

H

73
R

D

M
A

R
I G

O
L D

98
TH

74
TH

8 1
S

T

LANCASTER

61
ST

81
S

T

9 0
TH

61
S

T

TI
M

BE
R

C
R

ES
T

81
S

T

QUAKER

50
T

H

72
ND

BLU
EBIR

D

77
TH

6

2ND

EMPIRE

55
TH

NORWOO
D

61
S

T

ED
IN

B
R

O
O

K

EVE
R

EST

76
TH

COMSTOCK

75
TH

58TH

3RD

ROSEWOOD

VAGABOND

M
Y

ST
IQ

U
E

NOBLE

76
TH

7 1
ST

74
TH

95
TH

82
ND

MONTICELLO

A
B

BO
TT

68
TH

XYLON

68
TH

C
O

U
N

TY
 R

O
A

D
 1

09
85

TH

72
ND

MAG

NOLIA

LAKELAND

H
IG

H
LA

N
DS

88
TH

92
N

D

74
TH

DREW
CHOWEN

91
S

T

96
TH

JEWEL

FRANCE

PA
U

L

RANCHVIEW

96
TH

95
TH

7 9
TH

CHER
O

KE
E

85
TH

97
T H

WESTON

REVERE

EAGLE
 LAKE

79
TH

SHADYVIEW

83
R

D

70
TH

70
TH

HARBOR

PINEVIEW
SYCAMORE

B
R

O
O

KD

ALE

QUANTICO
1S

T

98
TH

1 
1/

2
89

TH

UNION TERRACE

BALS
AM

KI
NG

S

HOLL
Y

71
ST

84
T H

RANCHVIEW

82
N

D

HAMPSHIRE

YUCCA

VINEWOOD

COLORADO

70
TH

78TH

62
N

D

SCHREI

BER

65
TH

54TH

TRENTON

10
2N

D

IDAHO

71
ST

10
4T

H

66
TH

EWING

73
R

D

EDINBROOK

68
TH

MERRI M

AC

EMPIRE

88
TH

DOUGLAS

67
TH

95
TH

91
S

T

77T H

83
R

D

10
0T

H

MAPLEBROOK

ARROWWO

O
D

89
TH

IDAHO

UNDERWOOD

54
TH

82
N

D

88
TH

YUCCA

94
TH

56
TH

87
TH

8 8T
H

XERXES

58
TH

73
R

D

6 2
ND

97
TH

S E
TZ

LE
R

LANCASTER

86
TH

73
R

D

99
TH

FIRST
1ST

53
R

D

70
TH

10
1 S

T

EAGLEL

AKE

GEORGIA

75
TH

SUMTER

H
AR

TK
O

P
F

99
TH

1ST
FIRST

81
ST

AD A
IR

65
TH

62
N

D

H
O

W
E

67TH

99
TH

89
TH

94
TH

DALLAS

68
TH

80
TH

89
TH

HEMLOCK

87
TH

95
TH

FORESTVIEW

TERRACEVIEW

GREENSPRUC
E

KI
LM

ER

76
TH

77
TH

GUNF
LI

N
T

QU EEN

S

92
N

D

82
ND

75
TH

90
TH

73
R

D

W
IN

C
H

ES
TE

R

96
TH

Z IRCON

SARATO
G

A

79
TH

NIAG
ARA

COUNTY
ROAD 81

53
RD

77
TH

SHEF F
IE

LD

99
TH

84
TH

62
N

D

91
S

T

PINEVIEW

FI
R

S
T

1S
T

92
N

D

TEWSBURY

80
TH

67
TH

54
TH

84
T H

94
TH

IN
LA

ND

74
TH

BERKSHIRE

IN

VER N
E

SS

PI
LG

RIM

ARCHER

99
TH

PEONY

PILGRIM

87
TH

10
3R

D

UNIT Y

QUAIL

JUNE

NARCISSU
S

78
TH

50
T

H

80
TH

LARCH

10
5T

H

YELLOWSTONE

COUNTYROAD103

84
TH

L ANCASTER

93RD

75
TH

80
T

H

68
TH

JEFFERSON

10
1S

T

10
7T

H

64
TH

91
S

T

NORWOOD

61
S

T

98
TH

FOUN
DERS

66
TH

10
1S

T

90
TH

65
TH

VINCENT

63
R

D

E LM

83
R

D

SCOTT

10
5T

H

EL
EA

N
O

R

54
TH

94
TH

63
R

D

DU
N

KI
R

K

7 7
TH

70
TH

7 3
R

D

CAR DINAL

LEE

9 6
TH

77
T H

DALLAS

78
TH

10
7T

H

89
TH

79
TH

95
TH

73
R

D

10
0TH

O
X

B O
RO

UG
H

YATES
97

TH

KIRKWOOD

VI
O

LE
T

IDAHO

89
TH

77
TH

70
TH

CHESSHIRE

67
TH

92
ND

4T
H

LOGAN

SCOTT

YATES

99
TH

87
TH

BE
RW

IC
K

72
N

D

92
N

D

FLORIDA

U
R

B
A

N

VINC E
N

T

HALIF
AX

83
R

D

70
TH

T E
R

RACEVIEW

NORTHW O
O

D

85
TH

2N
D

PR
ES

TW
ICK

FLORIDA

W
O

O
DH

ALL

OAKVIEW

COUNTY ROAD 202
ZACHARY

WYOMING

ABBOTT

SUNNYSLOPE

1S
T

FI
R

S
T

MEADOWLARK

91
ST

3R
D

ORCHARD

76
TH

8TH

92
ND

4T
H

NATHAN

AS
TE

R

E
S

TA
TE

BRUNSWICK92
N

D

75
TH

94
TH

10
1S

T

74
TH

M
O

D
ER

N

10
0T

H

BRANDYWINE

88
TH

N
ED

D
ER

S
EN

IR
IS

10
3R

D

7T
H

71
S

T

93
R

D

O X
B

OW
C

R

EEK

1
0

0TH

75
TH

76
TH

C
O

L L
EG

E
PA

RK

51
ST

POLARIS

91
S

T

59
TH

81
S

T

ORLEANS

M ERRIMA C

90
TH

55
TH

63
R

D

84
TH

10
0T

H

K
IN

GS

LA
R

A
M

IE

KINGSVIEW

6T
H

1 0
3R

D

NIAGARA

RHODEIS
LA

ND

99
TH

EVERGREEN

WYOMING

YATES

67
TH

VICTORIA

KENTUCKY

70TH

BRUNSWICK

MARYLAND

10
2N

D

10
6T

H

54
TH

DOUGLAS

81
S

T

91
S

T

THOMAS

SHERIDAN

EWING

7TH

67
TH

83
R

D

5 2
N

D

NATHAN

99
TH

S
C

H
U

TT
E

FA
RM

1 
1/

2

LANEWOOD

84
TH

H
IG

H
W

AY
 6

10

85
TH

NARCISSUS

88
TH

79
TH

87
TH

91
S

T

72
N

D

YORKTOWN

8 1
S

T

NOBLE

78
TH

PINEVIEW

EVEREST

UNDERWOOD

FOUNTAIN

71

ST

68
T

H

QUAKER

89
TH

90
TH

EVEREST

GEORGIA

O
AK

G
R

O
VE

66
TH

6
2N

D

85
TH

FLORIDA

58
TH

76
TH

67
TH

DEERWOOD

ELMCREEK

10
3R

D

96
TH

67

TH

8 9
T

H

82
N

D

89
TH

8 8
TH

97
TH

78
TH

ZACHARY

MERRIM AC

89
TH

IVES

W
H

IT
EW

AT
ER

70
TH

7 5 TH

67
TH

N
O

ID

95
TH

MAPLE

VA
LL

EY

CH
ESHIRE

NANTWICK

OLIVE

8
6T

H

96
TH

87
TH

99TH

MORGAN

HAMPSHIRE

IMP ERIA
L

51
ST

NEWTON

99
TH

96
T

H

78TH

68

TH

63
R

D

77
TH

MAGNOLIA

94
TH

53
RD

79
TH

10
3R

D

94
TH

91
ST

82
N

D

5 3
R

D

69
TH

97
TH

96
TH

9

0T
H

90
TH

88
TH

YO R
K

84
TH

8 5
TH

H
O

LLYHOC
K

60T
H

67
TH

DUNBAR

79
TH

54
TH

LAKELAND

83RD

75
TH

78
TH

OREGON

74
TH

Y
O

R
K

96
TH

JAMES

TEAKWOOD

69
TH

76
TH

78
T

H

70
TH

COUNTY ROAD 12

10
5T

H

ARLIN
GTO

N

88
TH

66
TH

PEONY

90
TH

REGENT

92
N

D

ALVARADO

WINNETKA

SARATOGA

85
T

H

DUNKIRK

55
TH

MAGNOLIA

53
RD

83
RD

98T
H

PEONY

88
TH

71
ST

VICKSBURG

75
TH

LAWNDALE

84
TH

96
TH

58
TH

KENTUCKY

93
R

D

QUAIL

69
TH

10
6T

H

95
TH

80
TH

10
4T

H

94
T

H

90
TH

7 6
TH

64
TH

72
N

D

75
TH

9
0

TH

6
4T

H

OLIVE

83R

D

98
TH

63R
D84

TH

Z IN NIA

67
TH

QUAIL

76
TH

71
S

T

89
TH

8 9T
H

ED
IN

B
R

O
O

K

51S
T

IVES

TROY

86
TH

78
TH

CH ESSHI RE

NO
RW

OOD

70

TH

TESSMAN

72N
D

V
IN

EWOOD

65
TH

70
TH

M
AR

IG
O

LD

75
TH

84TH

10
7T

H

60
TH

74TH

ZINNIA

67
TH

66
TH

74
TH

95TH

77
TH

68
TH

WELCOME

OLIVE

95
TH

KI NGS

86
TH

HOLLY
97

TH

IVES

XY
LO

N

E
R

IC
KS

O
N

82

ND

80
T

H

XENE

71
S

T

7 6
TH

68
TH

99
TH

70
TH

PO
ND

S

92
N

D

T E
SS

M
AN

PEONY

69
TH

8 0
T

H

SH ADY
VIEW

X
Y

LON

92
N

D

96
TH

92
N

D

FERNBROOK

82ND

96
TH

INTERSTATE 94

104
TH

84
TH

57
TH

H
IG

H
W

AY
 6

10

LARCH

68
TH

74
TH

80
TH

SUMTER

72
N

D

91
S

T

74T
H

60
TH

EVEREST

85
TH

INLAND

8
3R

D

QUINWOOD

67
TH

69
TH

XYLON

NOBLE

85TH

SH
IN

GLE
CREE

K

QUAIL

96
TH

EWING

PERRY

REGENT

SCOTT

D
A

L
LAS

QUEBEC

96
TH

RHODE ISLAND

96TH

60
TH

YUCCA

Z
IN

NIA

65
T

H

8TH

ITHACA

KYLE

75
 1

/2

NEVAD
A

MAJOR

MAJOR

72
N

D

74
1/

2

72
N

D

W
IN

C
H

ES
TE

R

WINNETKA

87
TH

10
8T

H

ZINNIA

JA
NELL

ZACHARY

92
ND

1 0
6 T

H

72

ND

71
S

T

67
TH

ORCHID

IDAHO

KIWI

REGENT

81
S

T

71
S

T

ORCHID

EWING

9 9
T

H

8
4T

H

10
4T

H

JE
W

EL

O
X

BO
W

WEDGWOOD

10
7T

H

62
N

D

68
T H

PEONY

Y
EL

LO
W

S
TO

NE

10
6T

H

DALEVIEW

71
S

T

FLORIDA

EV

EREST

ZOPFI

69
TH

59
TH

EWING

75
TH

TOLEDO

91
ST

92
N

D

RANIER

95
TH

OREGON

ORCHID

MAPLE

10
6T

H

HOLLY

FLORIDA

91
S

T

86
TH

10
3R

D

PO
E

10
0T

H

DREW

QU
EE

NS

ZACHARY

10
4T

H

GEORGIA

10
7T

H

78
TH

87
TH

68
TH

CHOW
EN

82
N

D

ORCHARD

83
R

D

YORK

72
N

D

BO
U

LD
E

R

84
TH

80
TH

POLARIS

9TH 83
R

D

EM

PIRE

90
TH

90
TH

10
3 R

D

FO
U

NTAIN

G
LA

CI
ER

IM
PA

T
IE

NS

INTERSTATE 494

104T
H

ORCHID

78
TH

85
TH

TRENTON

94
TH

10
2N

D

ZANZIBAR

52
N

D

DREW

SC
HU

TTE

CH ESSHIRE

JERSEY

LARCH

ANNAPOLIS

79
TH

SCOTT

W
IN

N
E

TK
A

QUEBEC

10
8T

H

98
TH

92
N

D

69
TH

JUNEAU

108TH

52
ND

VAGAB
OND

MARLIN

LEE

BRANDYWINE

74
TH

MOR
GA

N

73RD

76
TH

A BB
O

TT

PA
R

K

78
TH

ORLEANS

78
TH

INDIANA

WEDGEWOOD

EVEREST

BA
LS

AM

E V ERGREEN

TOL ED
O

JUNE

WILL O
W

93
R

D

PERRY

QUAIL

REGENT

75
TH

DOUGLAS

81
S

T

W

EDGEWOOD

INVE
RNESS

2ND

QUE
EN

SLAND

BL
U

EB
EL

L

PERRY

ZACHARY

3RD

93
R

D

BLACKOAK
S

KENTUCKY

10
2ND

VICTORIA

AN

NAPOL I S

LA
W

R
EN

C
E

BIRCHVIEW

S
U

MTER

10
0T

H

70
TH

FO
U

N
TA

IN
S

PA
TR

IC
K

SH
EN

ANDOAH

WELLIN
GTON

PILGRIM

72
N

D

83
R

D

YUCCA

84
TH

52
ND

M
AP

L
E

BROOK

TARGET

D
U

TT
O

N

68
TH

G
EN

TI
LL

Y

H
U

N
TE

R
S

ZEA LA
N

D

ANNAPOLI
S

COLORADO

80
TH

91
ST

PRIVATE

67
TH

JA
N

E
T

JO
YC

E

DREW

62
N

D

G

OLDEN
R

OD

H
AMPS HIR

E

Q
U

AR
LE

S

10
5T

H

LAKELAND

AR
B

O
R

LA
KE

S

XENIA

97
TH

NORTHLAND

JU
N

EA
U

YA
TE

S

72
N

D

66
TH

W
O

O
DB

I N
E

MEADOW

LARK

SC
H

U
TT

E

TESSMAN

WINNETKA

ZACHARY

TE
RR

IT
OR

IA
L

NORTHLAND

11
3T

H

NBI494
TO

EB
I9

4

VICKSBURG

CREEK
VI

E
W

81
S

T WB I94
TO

NB HWY16
9

N

VALLEY FORGE

TROY

EB

I94
TO

SB HWY169

9 9
TH

99
TH

HW
Y61

0 TO
CO

RD
81

ST
IE

G

BRUNSWICK

REVERE

COUNTY ROAD 101

ZACHARY

98TH

98
TH

M
AI

N

M
AIN

COUNTYROAD103

BROADWAY

COUNTY ROAD 121

HEMLOCK

LA
KE

VI
EW

PR
U

DE
N

TI
AL

PA
R

K
IN

GL

COUNTY ROAD 61

COUNTYROAD61

ZACHARY

HALIFAX

TROY

TR
OY

FISHLAKE

83
R

D

HEMLOCK

ZEALAND

BEARD

FRANCE

COUNTY
RO

AD
13

0

ELMCREEK

EL
M

 C
R

E
EK

COUNTY
ROAD

13
0

71
S

T

PALMER
LAKE

HEMLOCK

HEMLO
CK

COUNTY ROAD 8

HEMLOCK

HEMLOCK

ORCHARD

COUNTYROAD61

ZANE

FO
U

N
TA

IN
S

RICE LAKE

80
TH

WIC
K

FO
R

D

ZANE

53RD

53
R

D

SIERRASIERRA

NIAGARA

CHESHIRE

PERRY

XERXES

VALLEYFORGE

DUNKIRK
DUNKIRK

KIRKWOOD

BALSAM

BOUNDARY CREEK

BRUNSWICK

HEMLOCK

3RD

ID
AH

O

B
R

O

OKDALE

5TH 5TH

73
R

D

PENN

BERKSHIR
E

BER
K

S
H

IR
E

HAMP

SHIRE

NA
T

H
A

N

JU
NEAU

DOUGLAS

FRENCH LAKE

FRENCH LAKE

JONQUIL

BEARD

NE D
D

ER
S

EN

QUEENSLAND

LANCASTER

LANCASTER

DOUGLAS
DOUGLAS

ARCHER

ANNAPOLIS

PEONY

NORWOOD

CHOWEN

BROADWAY

FALLGOLD

COLORADO

TR

OY

KYLE

NIAGARA

BROCKTON

EMPIRE

LEE
LEE

YUCCA

NATHAN

JE WEL

LARCH

MONTICELLO

KINGSVIEW

YUM
A

FISH
LA

KE
PA

R
K

GRIMES GRIMES

10
2N

D

D
UN

B
A

R

DALLAS

91
S

T

S C
O

TT

KIR
KW

OO

D

TOLEDO

HAMPSHIRE

REGENT

REGENT

ADAIR

PINEVIEWPINEVIEW

NEVADA

CO
RD

81
TO

EB
I9

4

UPLAND

EV
ER

GREEN

FLAG

IV

ES

73
RD

LOCHLOMOND

PE

RRY

NOBLE

TRINI
TY

KINGSVIEW

GARLAND

IRVING

82
N

D

82
N

D

R
E

D
FO

X

RE
D

FO
X

GARLAND

66
TH

94
TH

ZANZI
BAR

PEONY

XENIA

INLAND

COLORADO

IVES

MINNESOTA

YA
TE

S

CHEROKEE

SUMTER

WESTON

99TH

XIMINES

FORESTVIEW

M

AJOR

TI M
BE

R

KENTUCKY
KENTUCKY

2ND

KENTUCKY

FRANCE

KIMBERLY

H ILLSWIC K

POLARIS

MAJOR MAJOR

2ND

72
ND

72
ND

FO X

G
LO

V
E

WINSLOWCHAS

TROY

XIMIN

ES

ADAIR

93
R

D

VINEWOOD

JERSEY

QUINWOOD

E
A

G
LE

LAKE

E
AG

LE
LA

KE

JUNE

84
TH

QUEEN

VAGABOND

ORCHID

JUNEAU

JUNEAU

R
O

BI
N

ROB
IN

97
TH

GEORGIA

ELM

LINDEN

77
TH

INDIANA

WOODHALL

WELLINGTON

DALLAS

RUSSELL

YATES

TRENTON

ADAIR

M

AGDA

JERSEY

TRINITY

UNITY

DUNKIRK

D
U

NK
IR

K

IM
PA

TI
EN

S

70
TH

84T
H

GEORGIA

H
O

LL
Y

UNION TERR AC
E

FLORIDA

F LO
RIDA

DOUGLAS

SYCAMORE

ORCHARD

T

ES
S

MAN

RANCHVIEW

SYCAMORE

VAGABOND

ANNAPOLIS

XENE

ITHACA

INDIANA

ALMOND

NORTHLAND

C
R

E
ST

CR
ES

T

LAKE
LA

N
D

LAKELAND

10
2N

D

10
2N

D

Z IN
NI

A

MENDELSSOHN
HIGHWAY169

QUANTICO

MAJOR

GLACIER

ROSEWOOD

QUINWOOD

IVES

72
ND

72
N

D

ORCHID

XIMINES

PERRY

JONQUIL

BUTT

E

RNUT

ROSEWOOD

CHERRY

POLA
R

I S

108T
H

Q U
A

IL

7
7T

H

CARE
Y

82
ND

SHADYVIEW

SCOTT

7
3

RD

KILBIRNIE

55
T

H

OAKVIE
W

W
ED

G
EW

OOD

YORKTO
W

N

GEORGI
A

KI R KW
OO

D

TEAK
W

OO
D

88
TH

TROY

YUCCA

57
TH

57
TH

GOLDENROD

PO L ARIS

JO
NQUIL

COLORADO

LEE

MAR
IN

ER

D
AY

LI
LY

ZACHARY
ZACHARY

NATHAN

IDAHO

FL
O

RIDA

91
ST

8 3
R

D

BLACKOAKS

8

8T
H

L
E

E

91
ST

JEWEL

ZIN N
IA

74
TH

74
TH

IV
E

S

FA
IR

73
R

D

XENIUM

78
TH

MOUNT
CU

R
VE

LINDEN

TE
RR

IT
O

R
IA

L

INTERSTATE 494

INTERSTATE 494

94
TH

TE
TO

N

TEW
SBURY

90
TH

74
TH

1 0
3R

D

52
N

D

IDAHO

54TH

54
TH

ZINNIA

XENIUM

JERSEY

10
3R

D

SERVICE

O A KS
TARGET

QUAIL

JANELL

PEONY

MAGDA

SCIMED

JO
LLY

JOLLY

QUAIL

EAGLELAK
E

XENIUM

SBHWY169NTOCORD81

SH A
N

N
O

N

10
4T

H

10
4T

H

HENNCOMM C

OLLEGEPA

WINNETKA

JA
M

ES
D

E
AN

E

84
 1

/2

56
TH

66
TH

78
TH

62
N

D

83
R

D

IS
D

 2
79

 - 
O

ss
eo

 A
re

a 
Sc

ho
ol

s
H

ig
h 

Sc
ho

ol
 A

tte
nd

an
ce

 A
re

as

CO
RC

OR
ANRO

GE
RS

DA
YT

ON

MA
PL

E 
GR

OV
E

BR
OO

KL
YN

 P
AR

K

PL
YM

OU
TH

OS
SE

O

U
pd

at
ed

 J
un

e 
14

, 2
01

6

0
0.

5
1

0.
25

M
ile

s

1C

10



Section 2:  Enrollment 
Osseo Area Schools is the fifth-largest school district in Minnesota, serving all or parts of eight 
cities: Brooklyn Center, Brooklyn Park, Corcoran, Dayton, Maple Grove, Osseo, Plymouth, and 
Rogers.  In 2018-2019, the total resident population of the Osseo School District is 149,144 and 
the geographic area is 66 square miles.  Exhibit 2A is a map showing the location of each school 
and the boundaries of Osseo Area Schools along with city boundaries. 

The chart below depicts enrollment history and projections by grade level for Osseo Area Schools.  
The blue arrows in the chart are described later in this document. 

Exhibit 2B (attached) depicts enrollment trends by school.  Schools are sorted alphabetically by 
the city within which they are located.   

Enrollment projection overview 
The same calculation is used every year to consistently create reliable enrollment projections by 
site and grade level.  These calculations can only be relied upon to create reasonable enrollment 
projections when historical patterns can be expected to hold into the future. When some break in 
pattern is reasonably projectable, calculations are adjusted to reflect the pattern break. Breaks in 
pattern can be caused by things such as new housing developments, opening of a charter or private 

Grade or Age FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024
Henn Cty Births 16,334 15,955 15,943 16,345 16,584 16,770 16,829 16,485 16,322 16,556

Kindergarten 1,597 1,545 1,518 1,539 1,600 1,602 1,607 1,574 1,559 1,581
Grade 1 1,666 1,546 1,517 1,578 1,560 1,627 1,629 1,634 1,601 1,585
Grade 2 1,565 1,627 1,546 1,529 1,558 1,554 1,621 1,623 1,628 1,595
Grade 3 1,597 1,576 1,633 1,545 1,532 1,560 1,556 1,623 1,625 1,631
Grade 4 1,509 1,564 1,564 1,685 1,567 1,557 1,586 1,582 1,650 1,652
Grade 5 1,525 1,488 1,541 1,591 1,623 1,543 1,534 1,562 1,558 1,625

Kind - Grade 5 9,459 9,346 9,319 9,467 9,440 9,443 9,533 9,598 9,621 9,669

Grade 6 1,466 1,462 1,385 1,496 1,508 1,546 1,470 1,461 1,488 1,484
Grade 7 1,405 1,420 1,488 1,430 1,506 1,534 1,573 1,495 1,486 1,513
Grade 8 1,460 1,444 1,450 1,519 1,478 1,547 1,576 1,615 1,536 1,526

Grade 6-8 4,331 4,326 4,323 4,445 4,492 4,627 4,619 4,571 4,510 4,523

Grade 9 1,505 1,664 1,656 1,656 1,734 1,689 1,768 1,800 1,846 1,755
Grade 10 1,587 1,569 1,683 1,647 1,647 1,729 1,684 1,763 1,795 1,841
Grade 11 1,479 1,603 1,579 1,650 1,665 1,647 1,729 1,684 1,763 1,795
Grade 12 1,649 1,591 1,680 1,676 1,780 1,778 1,759 1,847 1,799 1,883

Grade 9-12 6,220 6,427 6,598 6,629 6,826 6,843 6,940 7,094 7,203 7,274

Kind - Gr 12 20,010 20,099 20,240 20,541 20,758 20,913 21,092 21,263 21,334 21,466

Enrollment History and Projections
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school within the district, or program or attendance area changes that cause students to move into 
or out of the district.  In preparing the FY 2020 five-year enrollment projections, pattern breaks 
emerged in several buildings and grade levels throughout the district.   

Enrollment projection methodology 

 Kindergarten:  Capture Rate
Enrollment projections begin with a calculation of kindergarten enrollment. Kindergarten 
projections are based upon birth rates in Hennepin County five years prior. This assumes that 
the cohort of births will produce kindergarten-age students five years in the future. Projections 
begin with the historical ratio of Hennepin County births to the actual Osseo Area Schools 
kindergarten class five years later, or the “kindergarten capture rate.”
For FY 2020 five-year projections, a one-year kindergarten capture rate (9.6% of Hennepin 
County births) was used to project kindergarten enrollment; this calculation produced a 
projected kindergarten enrollment for FY 2020 of 1,602 students. 

 Grades 1-12:  Cohort Survival
Enrollment projections for grades 1-12 are calculated using a “cohort survival” method, which
is a common method for forecasting future enrollment. The cohort survival method calculates
the ratio of student enrollment in a base year grade level to a future year’s successive grade
level. In other words, the method determines the percentage of students who “survive” from
the base year to the next grade level in a future year. For example, as indicated with an       in
the chart above, the 2016-17 fifth grade enrollment was 1,541 and the 2017-18 sixth grade
enrollment was 1,496. In this case, fifth grade one-year cohort survival ratio is .97 (1,496
÷1,541). This means that 97% of the fifth-grade enrollment “survived” into sixth grade.  This
results from patterns of students transferring into and out of the district for various reasons
(e.g. family move into/out of district, state or country; student transfer from/to another MN
public school district, charter school, or private school).

FY 2020 five-year grade-level enrollment projections were calculated by applying a three-year
average of the “cohort survival” ratio to each grade level and site.

Enrollment projection variation due to breaks in pattern 

In FY 2019, K-12th grade actual November 1 enrollment of 20,758 was 21 students below the 
projection of 20,779 (a variance of -0.1%; see Exhibit 2C).  The average variance by grade level 
was -0.09%, ranging from 64 students under projection at 5th grade to 25 students over projection 
at K and 12th grade.  The average variance by site was -.37%, ranging from 40 students under 
projection at Palmer Lake Elementary to 46 students over projection at Oak View Elementary. 
This level of variance indicates that the standard six-year survival rate is somewhat less accurate 
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at the school and grade level than it is at the district level, which suggests that there are some 
breaks in pattern at some grade and site levels.  A study of these breaks in pattern resulted in 
adjustments to the FY 2020 5-year enrollment projections. 
 
 Break in pattern:  kindergarten, 6th grade, 9th grade 

For FY 2020 and beyond, the kindergarten, 6th grade, and 9th grade calculation was adjusted 
to reflect a capture rate using the previous year (one year, rather than six years).  These 
three grade levels are “first years” in each grade span.  The capture rate has been impacted 
by the recent grade span changes, in addition to changes in the economy and closures of 
open enrollment in the neighboring Anoka-Hennepin school district.  To mitigate this 
fluctuation, a one-year survival method was used at these transition years to reflect a belief 
that the most recent history will best predict the impact of this combination of factors. We 
expect to increase this cohort survival term by one year annually to eventually return to a 
six-year cohort survival pattern at all schools and grade levels. 

 
 Break in pattern:  grades 1-12 (except 6th and 9th grade) 

Grade-level enrollment projections had been historically calculated by applying a six-year 
average of the “cohort survival” ratio to each grade level and site.  The six-year average 
smoothed out peaks and valleys over time.  Beginning in FY 2019, new grade level patterns 
began to emerge as a result of grade span change and changing housing patterns in some 
elementary school attendance areas. 
 
A detailed analysis surfaced the following breaks in pattern: 

 
1. Grade span change  

Elementary:  Beginning in FY 2016, elementary school grade spans were re-aligned 
districtwide to serve pre-kindergarten through 5th grade.  Two elementary schools (Cedar 
Island and Fair Oaks) had previously served only grades PreK-3 and one elementary school 
(Oak View) had previously served only grades 4-6.  The remaining 14 elementary schools 
had previously served grades K-6.  FY 2019 marked the fourth year in the new grade spans.  
Cedar Island, Fair Oaks, and Oak View were phased into the PreK-5 grade spans beginning 
in FY 2015, establishing four years of new grade-level cohort survival patterns.  Enough 
historical data has now been produced to create a reliable pattern for all schools, therefore 
beginning in FY 2020 the same cohort survival was applied to all schools to project 
elementary enrollment.  For FY 2020, a three-year cohort survival was used to project first 
through fifth grade enrollment at all elementary schools.  Three years was used rather than 
four to eliminate the transition year into new grade spans.  We expect to increase this cohort 
survival term by one year annually to eventually return to a six-year cohort survival pattern 
at all schools and grade levels. 
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Secondary:  In FY 2016, middle schools began to serve grades 6-8 (previously they had 
served grades 7-9) while senior high schools began to serve grades 9-12 (previously they 
had served grades 10-12).  FY 2019 marked the fourth year in these new grade spans, 
establishing three years of new grade-level cohort survival patterns.  For FY 2020, a three-
year cohort survival was used to project seventh through twelfth grade enrollment at all 
secondary schools.  Three years was used rather than four to eliminate the transition year 
into new grade spans.  We expect to increase this cohort survival term by one year annually 
to eventually return to a six-year cohort survival pattern at all schools and grade levels. 

 
 Break in Pattern:  Undeveloped Land 

Many discussions occur on a regular basis between the district and staff at all cities served by 
the school district to predict potential enrollment changes due to city development. In times of 
normal development, the usual cohort survival methodology will account for trends in 
development and normal housing turnover. In times when housing construction on formerly 
undeveloped land is expected to produce school-aged children, incremental enrollment 
increases can be inserted into projections.   

 
Through ongoing discussions with the City of Maple Grove, staff continually monitors the 
timing of the anticipated growth in northwest Maple Grove. In recent conversations with city 
staff, district leaders have begun to quantify potential future growth, all of which is in the 
current Fernbrook Elementary attendance area.  Based on early land use information about 
areas identified for potential low to medium density residential development (single family 
homes), we can begin to project from 250 to as many as 600 students could emerge from areas 
in northwest Maple Grove.  Our current enrollment projections predict growth of 268 students 
by FY 2024 in this area.  Because of this expected growth, Fernbrook Elementary and Rush 
Creek Elementary, whose attendance area is just south of this area of future anticipated growth, 
are closed to open enrollment as both of these schools have available capacity that is being 
held to absorb some of the anticipated growth.  Keeping these two schools closed to open 
enrollment will help to avoid potential future boundary changes that would move students from 
within the current attendance area because available capacity had been used by students 
enrolled from outside the attendance area. 

 
The district owns land in the area of anticipated growth (see Exhibit 2A area marked “potential 
future development”) and staff has taken proactive steps to consider options, costs, and funding 
timelines necessary to build a new school if and when enrollment projections begin to 
reasonably predict this need.   
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Exhibit 2B

K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
FY 2020 

Projection
 FY 2019 
Actual 

 FY 2019  FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024

Garden City 59 58 50 56 44 43 310 317 (7) ‐2.21% 317         310 324 335 334 334 17 5.36%

Birch Grove 64 68 74 74 70 68 418 427 (9) ‐2.11% 427         418 424 429 427 422 (5) ‐1.17%
Crest View 52 47 39 35 34 35 242 243 (1) ‐0.41% 243         242 242 243 248 249 6 2.47%
Edinbrook 114 120 122 116 115 119 706 709 (3) ‐0.42% 709         706 715 727 733 734 25 3.53%
Fair Oaks 70 68 63 55 60 65 381 393 (12) ‐3.05% 393         381 375 373 378 380 (13) ‐3.31%
Palmer Lake 80 82 75 71 70 74 452 455 (3) ‐0.66% 455         452 450 454 454 454 (1) ‐0.22%
Park Brook 45 51 42 44 49 56 287 275 12 4.36% 275         287 287 293 298 303 28 10.18%
Woodland 119 114 128 102 129 110 702 705 (3) ‐0.43% 705         702 704 687 698 687 (18) ‐2.55%
Zanewood 70 69 65 60 39 55 358 374 (16) ‐4.28% 374         358 356 370 368 368 (6) ‐1.60%

Basswood 184 179 170 176 175 171 1,055 1,051 4 0.38% 1,051      1,055     1,057 1,058 1,053 1,060 9 0.86%
Cedar Island 72 76 71 69 85 82 455 452 3 0.66% 452         455         454 444 447 450 (2) ‐0.44%
Elm Creek 93 97 98 82 105 82 557 560 (3) ‐0.54% 560         557         583 584 602 604 44 7.86%
Fernbrook 139 150 131 157 114 148 839 828 11 1.33% 828         839         846 966 1,043 1,136 308 37.24%
Oak View 96 95 81 86 89 100 547 521 26 4.99% 521         547         551 562 573 584 63 12.09%
Rush Creek 123 126 126 142 130 122 769 801 (32) ‐4.00% 801         769         769 761 746 745 (56) ‐6.99%
Rice Lake 129 131 112 128 131 95 726 688 38 5.52% 688         726         765 768 769 785 97 14.10%
Weaver Lake 93 96 107 107 118 118 639 641 (2) ‐0.31% 641         639         638 636 634 633 (8) ‐1.25%
Elementary School Total 1,602   1,627   1,554   1,560   1,557    1,543     9,443 9,440 3 0.03% 9,440      9,443     9,540     9,690     9,805     9,928     488 5.17%

Brooklyn Middle 390 384 374 1,148 1,068 80 7.49% 1,068      1,148     1,165 1,154 1,138 1,142 74 6.93%
North View Middle 210 192 199 601 609 (8) ‐1.31% 609         601         585 580 572 575 (34) ‐5.58%
Park Center Senior 538 544 501 510 2,093 2,066 27 1.31% 2,066      2,093     2,116 2,170 2,201 2,220 154 7.45%

Maple Grove Middle 589 578 574 1,741 1,714 27 1.58% 1,714      1,741     1,739 1,720 1,698 1,704 (10) ‐0.58%
Maple Grove Senior 594 609 575 555 2,333 2,335 (2) ‐0.09% 2,335      2,333     2,370 2,417 2,456 2,476 141 6.04%

Osseo Middle 356 379 395 1,130 1,094 36 3.29% 1,094      1,130     1,132 1,121 1,104 1,107 13 1.19%
Osseo Senior 553 560 540 499 2,152 2,140 12 0.56% 2,140      2,152     2,193 2,235 2,274 2,293 153 7.15%
Secondary School Total 1,545   1,533     1,542    1,685   1,713    1,616    1,564   11,198        11,026   172   1.56% 11,026   11,198   11,300   11,397   11,444   11,517   491 4.45%
Osseo Sec Transition Center ‐       ‐         ‐         ‐       ‐         ‐         74 74 79 0 0.00% 79           74           74 74 74 74 (5)          (0)         
Osseo Area Learning Center ‐       ‐         ‐         0 12 29 134 175 190 0 0.00% 190         175         175 175 175 175 (15)       (0)         
Achieve 1           1 5 4 4 2 6 23 23 0 0.00% 23           23           23 23 23 23 ‐       ‐      
Subtotal 1           1 5 4 16 31 214 272 292 ‐20 ‐6.85% 292         272         272 272 272 272 (20)       (0)         
Grand Total Enrollment 1,602   1,627   1,554   1,560   1,557    1,543     1,546   1,534     1,547    1,689   1,729    1,647    1,778   20,913        20,758   155   0.75% 20,758   20,913   21,112   21,359   21,521   21,717   959 4.62%

School Name
  Projection for Fall of 2019 (Fiscal Year (FY) 2020)

City of Osseo

5‐Year Change

Five‐Year Projection
Osseo Area Schools ‐ Grade and Site Enrollment Estimates

 One‐Year 
Change 

City of Brooklyn Center

City of Maple Grove

City of Brooklyn Park

City of Brooklyn Park

City of Maple Grove
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EXHIBIT 2C

5% above
5% below

Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 K‐12  % Variance 
Basswood (2) (17) 0 (13) 0 (7) (39) ‐3.6%
Birch Grove (2) 7 (2) 1 (12) (2) (10) ‐2.3%
Cedar Island 3 4 4 8 7 (1) 25 5.9%
Crest View 2 2 (3) 1 (8) (10) (16) ‐6.2%
Edinbrook 0 2 (4) (6) 1 (9) (16) ‐2.2%
Elm Creek 3 5 (3) 0 8 5 18 3.3%
Fair Oaks 2 2 1 1 6 (2) 10 2.6%
Fernbrook 19 8 7 3 5 3 45 5.7%
Garden City (2) (2) (10) 6 (4) 1 (11) ‐3.4%
Oak View 9 6 4 9 8 10 46 9.7%
Palmer Lake (3) (3) (5) (13) 4 (20) (40) ‐8.1%
Park Brook 6 3 (8) 1 6 (4) 4 1.5%
Rice Lake 9 (6) 1 2 0 (11) (5) ‐0.7%
Rush Creek 0 5 (6) 2 (5) (2) (6) ‐0.7%
Weaver Lake (2) 3 (1) 0 0 (1) (1) ‐0.2%
Woodland (16) (8) 3 8 (3) (8) (24) ‐3.3%
Zanewood (1) (3) 2 (4) 2 (6) (10) ‐2.6%
Elementary School Total 25 8 (20) 6 15 (64) (30) ‐0.3%

Brooklyn Middle 9 (13) 6 2 0.2%
Maple Grove Middle (2) (2) 8 4 0.2%
North View Middle (21) (5) (4) (30) ‐4.7%
Osseo Middle (2) (8) 13 3 0.3%
Middle School Total (16) (28) 23 (21) ‐0.5%

Maple Grove Senior High (2) 6 2 3 9 0.4%
Osseo Senior High (7) 10 1 (9) (5) ‐0.2%
Park Center Senior High 8 (26) 11 (7) (14) ‐0.7%
Senior High School Total (1) (10) 14 (13) (10) ‐0.2%

Subtotal 25 8 (20) 6 15 (64) (16) (28) 23 (1) (10) 14 (13) (61) ‐0.3%

Osseo Sec Transition Ctr 2 2 2.6%
Osseo Area Learning Ctr 0 0 0 (2) 0 8 32 38 25.0%
Achieve 1 (3) 0 0 1 (3) 4 0 0.0%
Subtotal 1 (3) 0 (2) 1 5 38 40 15.9%

Total Variance from Proj. 25 8 (20) 6 15 (64) (15) (31) 23 (3) (9) 19 25 (21) ‐0.1%

School Name

Osseo Area Schools ‐ Grade & Site Enrollment Variance from Projections as of 11/01/2018

Grade Level
10 or more students above projection 10 or more students below projection
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Section 3:  Student capacity 
Student capacity overview 
The number of students a building can accommodate (its “student capacity”) is affected by a 
number of factors including: 
 

• Class size targets for grade levels served 
• Number of grade levels served in the 

building 
• Funds/grants utilized to reduce class size; 
• Educational needs of students (e.g., 

classrooms needed for grade-level 
instruction) 

• Specialized needs of the school’s 
educational program (e.g., music, arts, 
technology, science) 

• Specialized educational needs of 
students (e.g., special education, English 
Learner) 

• Programs located at facility at direction 
of school district (e.g., special education, 
preschool)  

• Programming identified by principal, 
teachers and staff intended to satisfy 
specific needs of student population and 
local community (e.g., large motor 
rooms, meeting space) 

 
This section of the report describes the method that was used to determine student capacity for 
each school.  The first step is to calculate the number of available grade-level classrooms at each 
school.  Next, the number of students assigned to each classroom is calculated.  Finally, the number 
of available classrooms is multiplied by the number of students assigned to each available 
classroom to calculate the total student capacity for each school. 
 
Number of available classrooms 
 Assumptions:  elementary schools 

Before calculating the number of available elementary classrooms, it is necessary to first agree 
to a consistent set of assumptions about building use and program requirements.  At their 
October 10, 2017 work session, the school board agreed to the use of the following elementary 
capacity assumptions that emerged from a capacity study completed in the summer of 2017 by 
Wold Architects and Engineers.   
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In addition to appropriate grade-level classrooms, all elementary schools should have the following 
spaces: 

 Cafeteria 
 Gymnasium 
 Media Center 
 Music 
 Technology Lab 
 Pre-kindergarten 4-year-old 

programming 
 Staff break room 

 Academic Support Services 
o Special Education 
o Talent Development, Academic Challenge and Gifted (TAG) 
o English Learner (EL) 
o Academic Intervention/Title I 

 Two to three Flex Spaces to accommodate site-based needs 
o Enrollment growth (classroom) 
o PTO/Volunteer use 
o Intervention spaces 

 

After adjusting for these assumptions, the number of available classrooms in each elementary 
school was calculated. 
 
Other items noted by Wold regarding elementary teaching spaces: 

• Kindergarten and pre-kindergarten rooms are not equivalently sized districtwide. 
• Art does not have dedicated space (except Birch Grove Elementary School for the 

Arts). 
• Some schools contain “center-based” programming which serves students with 

special needs from multiple sites.  These center-based programs reduce the number of 
available classrooms at these schools. 

• The before-and-after school care program (Kidstop) needs dedicated storage and 
office space; access to classroom space is necessary before and after school. 

 
 Assumptions:  secondary schools 

To calculate the number of available secondary classrooms, a standard utilization factor was 
applied to the number of classrooms identified by Wold.  This utilization factor adjusts the 
number of available classrooms for the predictable inefficiencies in secondary classroom 
utilization that result from student choice and classroom scheduling.  For example, an 
individual classroom might be scheduled with students for five of the six periods in a school 
day, creating an inefficiency because a classroom is empty for one period. 
 
The following utilization factors were assumed in the calculation of available secondary 
classrooms: 

• Senior High - 80% utilization of available classrooms 
• Middle School - 75% utilization of available classrooms 

 
Number of students assigned to each classroom 
Once the number of available classrooms is identified, the next step in calculating capacity is to 
determine the number of students assigned to each classroom.  The district uses grade level class 
size targets to determine the teachers (and classrooms) necessary to serve the projected number of 
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enrolled students.  However, the actual number of students assigned to each classroom will vary 
from these grade level class size targets for several reasons including: 
• Some schools receive additional funding based upon the needs and attributes of the students

served in the school (e.g. special education, English learners, low-income households).  This
additional funding can be used by site leaders to reduce class size by purchasing additional
teaching staff and adding sections (more classrooms).

• Site leaders may decide to reduce class sizes for certain grade levels by shifting teaching staff
among grade levels.

• Grade-level cohorts of students do not come in exact section numbers. For example, if the
number of students attending kindergarten in a school’s cohort is 84, the class size for these
students will be 21, which is below the grade level class size target of 25.

In calculating capacity, the use of actual class sizes rather than class size targets provides a more 
accurate picture of a school’s student capacity.  Actual class sizes account for the specific program 
and student needs at each individual school.  To determine the number of students assigned to each 
classroom, actual FY 2019 class sizes were averaged for each school.  The assumptions used to 
determine these average class sizes varied between elementary and secondary schools. 

 Assumptions:  elementary schools
For elementary schools, the FY 2019 actual class size was averaged by grade level for each
school.  This average grade-level class size became the assumed number of students assigned
to each available classroom by grade level.  A grade-level average calculation was completed
for each elementary school.

 Assumptions:  secondary schools
For secondary schools, the FY 2019 actual class size was averaged for each school in total.
This school-wide average class size became the assumed number of students assigned to each
available classroom.  Inherently large classes, such as band, choir and orchestra were excluded
from the calculation of a school’s average class size.  A school-wide average calculation was
completed for each secondary school.

Final student capacity calculations 
The final student capacity for each school was determined by multiplying the number of available 
classrooms by the number of students assigned to each available classroom. 
(total student capacity = available classrooms x number of students assigned to each classroom) 

The table below depicts each school’s estimated student capacity that resulted from the 
calculations above.  Data in the table is sorted alphabetically by the city within which each school 
is located.  The student capacity data in the first column was calculated using class size targets. 
The student capacity data in the second column was calculated using actual class sizes.  ECMAC 
members agreed to base observations and recommendations on student capacity data which uses 
actual class sizes. 
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School Student capacity 
using class size targets 

Student capacity 
using actual class 

sizes 
Elementary Schools 

City of Brooklyn Center 
Garden City 342 243 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Birch Grove 564 411 
Crest View 367 275 
Edinbrook 906 738 
Fair Oaks 591 416 
Palmer Lake 591 444 
Park Brook 342 278 
Woodland 790 742 
Zanewood 591 371 
City of Maple Grove 
Basswood 1,026 919 
Cedar Island 513 446 
Elm Creek 591 569 
Fernbrook 933 962 
Oak View 651 546 
Rice Lake 619 589 
Rush Creek 961 880 
Weaver Lake 684 646 

Secondary Schools 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Brooklyn Middle 1,234 1,050 
North View Middle 1,050 659 
Park Center Senior 2,376 2,043 
City of Maple Grove 
Maple Grove Middle 1,759 1,785 
Maple Grove Senior 2,244 2,149 
City of Osseo 
Osseo Middle 1,155 1,080 
Osseo Senior 2,482 2,018 

 
Additional capacity information: core support areas 
An additional capacity lens studied by ECMAC was the capacity of core support areas in each 
school.  Core support areas are areas outside of classrooms that serve all students, such as media 
centers and cafeterias.  If core support areas are undersized, a building that has sufficient classroom 
capacity may still have capacity concerns.  Undersized core support areas are often the result of 
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classroom additions that are not accompanied by additions to core support spaces.  Each building’s 
actual media center and cafeteria square footage was compared with guidelines from the Minnesota 
Department of Education (MDE). 
 
A summary of the core support area capacity analysis is depicted in the table below. 
 

School 
FY 2024 enrollment over/(under) MDE student capacity 

guidelines 

Media Center  Cafeteria  
Elementary Schools 

City of Brooklyn Center 
Garden City (369) -52.46% (177) -34.67% 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Birch Grove (691) -62.09% (82) -16.23% 
Crest View (655) -72.46% (251) -50.22% 
Edinbrook (1,125) -60.52% (197) -21.14% 
Fair Oaks (795) -67.66% (131) -25.67% 
Palmer Lake (769) -62.86% (50) -9.88% 
Park Brook (391) -56.31% (208) -40.73% 
Woodland (982) -58.83% (232) -25.24% 
Zanewood (540) -59.45% (343) -48.22% 
City of Maple Grove 
Basswood (609) -36.47% 141  15.34% 
Cedar Island (843) -65.19% (54) -10.67% 
Elm Creek (929) -60.61% (322) -34.74% 
Fernbrook (715) -38.64% 206  22.09% 
Oak View (1,268) -68.46% (347) -37.25% 
Rice Lake (690) -46.78% (141) -15.18% 
Rush Creek (924) -55.35% (174) -18.93% 
Weaver Lake (1,036) -62.06% (286) -31.12% 

Secondary Schools 
City of Brooklyn Park 
Brooklyn Middle (83) -6.80% (159) -12.20% 
North View Middle (1,117) -66.01% (581) -50.27% 
Park Center Senior 650  41.37% 48  2.19% 
City of Maple Grove 
Maple Grove Middle (250) -12.78% 32  1.88% 
Maple Grove Senior (57) -2.26% 1,471  146.26% 
City of Osseo 
Osseo Middle (560) -33.58% (66) -5.63% 
Osseo Senior (330) -12.56% 806  54.17% 
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Section 4:  Beyond the Data 
Overview 
This new section of the report emerged as a result of the perception of broken trust among some 
ECMAC members. Because the purpose of ECMAC is to increase community trust in Osseo 
Area Schools through engagement in long-range planning for enrollment and building use, 
broken trust was a serious concern that required intentional work to repair relationships.   

Our hope is that this summary of the committee’s journey through broken trust will provide 
qualitative, guiding principle-influenced data (identified in the ECMAC framework) that 
supplements the quantitative data found on previous pages in this report. 

Two key contributing factors to a breakdown in trust 
1) District-level communication

For the past several years, district communication efforts have been aimed at raising
awareness, intending that staff, families and community members would be aware that a
citizen-based committee was examining enrollment and capacity issues.

This year, staff also used district communication channels to let employees, families and
community members know that specific ideas were being considered by the committee.
While there was not yet a formal proposal, the ideas under consideration created anxiety
among some families and staff. Following district-level communication that specific
ideas were being considered by the committee, familiar patterns of negative feedback of
mistrust began to emerge.

Committee members also voiced that they found district-level communication about
ECMAC to be insufficient and ineffective.

2) District decision to pause on short-term work
After the emergence of a second potential solution, district administration determined that
it would not be possible to meet construction deadlines tied to the first solution if the
group were to vet and seek community feedback on the second potential solution, also.
Therefore, district administration decided to re-orient the committee’s work from a two-
phase approach to a single long-term comprehensive solution.

ECMAC members registered concerns about this decision which, in their minds,
contributed to a breakdown in trust between the district and the committee.

While conversation in any school district about potential boundary changes typically leads to 
anxiety and mistrust, the emergence of these patterns within ECMAC was disheartening because 
it indicated that the committee’s purpose of increasing community trust through engagement in 
long-range planning for enrollment and building use was not being fully realized.  

The following pages provide a detailed timeline of the journey through broken trust.  
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ECMAC journey through broken trust  
ECMAC members engaged in several thoughtful and sometimes difficult conversations in order 
to surface observations about the emergence of mistrust along with ideas for how to change these 
familiar patterns.  
 
ECMAC members analyzed the more qualitative aspects of those events, resulting in these 
overall categories of observations (details on page 31) that require additional attention: 
 
 Beyond the Data 

 
 Stakeholder Communication and Engagement 

 
 Equity Evaluation 

 
 Equity in communication plan 

 
 Evolving role of ECMAC 

 
 Committed members invested time with no results 

 
 The Pause 

 
 
The outline below describes the ECMAC-related events that occurred during FY 2019. The 
inclusion of this detailed outline and summary is two-fold: 

1. It provides historical documentation of the events. 
2. It provides context for how the perceptions of broken trust emerged and how this Beyond 

the Data section of the ECMAC Summary of Progress report emerged. 
 

 
 

FY 2019 ECMAC-related events 
 
May 2018:  Superintendent directs staff to develop options 
In May 2018, as a result of the FY 2018 ECMAC observations and recommendations, the 
superintendent directed staff to develop options to: 

• Resolve over-capacity conditions at Basswood, Rice Lake, and Garden City 
elementary schools; at Brooklyn Middle School; and at Maple Grove, Osseo, and 
Park Center senior high schools; and 

• Prepare for anticipated enrollment growth in the attendance area served by Fernbrook 
Elementary School. 

 
Summer 2018:  District staff and vendor partners study potential solutions    
District staff, along with Wold Architects and Engineers, ICS Consulting, and K12 
Transportation studied the cost, timeline, and impact of potential solutions. Toward the end of 
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the summer of 2018, two barriers to a combined solution for both elementary and secondary 
capacity issues began to emerge: 

1. Potential cost: It became clear that the combined solution set for both elementary and 
secondary needs would require a level of funding that would only be available 
through a voter-approved bond issue.  

2. Timing: Enrollment growth in NW Maple Grove that will be sufficient to warrant the 
construction of a new building is at least three years into the future. The over-capacity 
conditions, especially at some elementary schools, have been in place for several 
years. 

 
September 11, 2018:  District staff recommends a two-phase approach to school board   
In order to begin to move forward with capacity solutions for both longstanding and emerging 
over-capacity concerns, at the September school board work session district staff and vendor 
partners recommended a two-phase solution. [Exhibit 3A – 5-Year Timeline] [Exhibit 3B – 
Hierarchy of Needs] 

• The short-term phase would have addressed over-capacity conditions at three 
elementary schools: Basswood, Garden City and Rice Lake. This phase could have 
been funded with bonds, pending school board approval by September 30, 2018. 
Funding through this particular mechanism is limited to classroom additions. Using 
available data regarding the number of classrooms needed to resolve elementary over-
capacity conditions, the estimated budget was set at $15 million. 

• The long-term phase would have addressed over-capacity conditions at all three 
secondary schools and would have continued to consider the need for an additional 
elementary school capacity. More details about these needs would later surface 
through the ongoing ECMAC data analysis process. 

 
September 18, 2018:  School board preliminarily approves funding for the short-term 
phase  
At its September regular meeting, the school board approved a preliminary levy that included 
$15 million of funding for classroom additions at elementary schools, enabling staff to finalize a 
short-term solution to elementary overcapacity conditions. The purpose of this action was to 
maintain construction as a potential option to provide timely (by fall of 2020) capacity relief at 
specified elementary schools. [Exhibit 3C - Debt Service Schedule] 
 

October 29, 2018:  Staff reports to ECMAC regarding short-term solution 
At ECMAC’s first regular meeting of the school year, staff reported back to the advisory 
committee that one idea had surfaced as the most viable option for reducing capacity pressures at 
the identified elementary schools. [Exhibit 3D – Short-Term solution for Elementary Over-
Capacity] Specifically, committee members learned about a potential option that would: 

• Add space to two schools (Oak View, which could absorb students from other 
attendance areas, and Garden City, which has a growing number of students from 
within its own attendance area) 

• Move students from two schools (Basswood and Rice Lake) and  
• Adjust elementary attendance areas, as needed.  
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This potential option reflected two of the available actions identified by the Enrollment and 
Capacity Management Task Force in 2016: “construct an addition/expand a school” and “adjust 
attendance area(s).” 
 

October 29, 2018:  ECMAC Attendance Area Team (AAT) is created  
At the October ECMAC meeting, volunteers were solicited for the AAT. The purpose of the 
AAT was to increase community trust in the process used to identify boundary (attendance area) 
adjustments that ECMAC would recommend for implementation in the fall of 2020. 
 
November 13, 2018:  Staff reports to School Board regarding AAT and option development 
At the November regular school board meeting, staff shared details regarding the proposed short-
term solution with the school board, reported on the creation of the AAT, and took direction and 
feedback from the school board regarding the guiding principles and additional considerations 
that would guide the work of the AAT. [Exhibit 3E – Attendance Area Considerations] 
 
November 18, 2018:  First meeting of the ECMAC AAT  
Five meetings of the AAT were scheduled: November 18, 2018, December 13, 2018; January 24, 
2019; February 7, 2019; and February 28, 2019.  
 
At the first meeting, staff and vendor partners reviewed the tools and the Guiding Principles and 
Additional Considerations that would support and guide the work of the AAT. Members of the 
AAT requested historical information about boundary changes. At the end of the meeting, in 
response to the question, “What happened in this room tonight?”, AAT members responded as 
follows: 
 Grounded ourselves in prior work and data. 
 Got an overview of the tools we will be using (Guide K12). 
 Learned more detailed information and what is taken into consideration as it relates to 

enrollment areas. 
 Asked for more history. 
 Learned more about individual members of the ECMAC Attendance Area Team. 
 Engaged in an intentional discussion with specific ideas about how the ECMAC 

Attendance Area Team can maintain community trust. 
 Dove deep into Guiding Principles and Additional Considerations and what success may 

look like in the fall of 2020. 
 Learned about the four schools being affected (Rice Lake, Garden City, Oak View, 

Basswood). 
 Became grounded in the architectural analysis of capacity. 

 
December 6, 2018:  AAT history meeting added to the schedule 
At the request of the AAT, all members of ECMAC were invited to a meeting held on December 
6, 2018, to learn about the history of the existing elementary school attendance area map.  
 
At the end of the meeting, in response to the question, “What happened in this room tonight?”, 
advisory committee members responded as follows: 
 Shared historical information about boundary changes and decisions. 
 Talked about how the narrative should be focused on children and their future. 
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 Framework & guiding principles are how we move this forward and make it different 
from these stories of the past. 

 There are many different perspectives surrounding boundary changes – we need to keep 
our focus on what is best for students. 

 We learned about elementary boundary & census changes for the past 10 years. 
 Boundary changes happen for many different reasons: capacity, budget cuts, grade span. 
 Boundary changes are a normal thing. 

 
December 13, 2018:  Second ECMAC AAT meeting  
At the second AAT team meeting on December 13, 2018, members began to draft attendance 
area recommendations. At the end of the meeting, in response to the question, “What happened 
in this room tonight?”, AAT members responded as follows: 
 We learned how complicated this will be. 
 We don’t want to undervalue the work done tonight. It gave us a first experience; next 

time we will be much faster and better.  
 Large census area does not equal lots of students. 
 Students are more condensed geographically than we thought. 
 This made the work more real. It added questions that we didn’t have before. 
 Objectives are clear, but they can be in conflict. 
 Multiple approaches to how to meet objectives. With every voice, there is a different 

perspective. 
 Understand how islands were created. Islands were not “created”, they “came about”; 

perhaps not intentionally created. 
 Things about the current state that makes this work more difficult. Our starting line is not 

a blank slate. 
 Perfection is not the goal.  
 

December 17, 2018:  Some community members observe ECMAC meeting at Rice Lake 
Elementary  
The outcomes of the December 17, 2018, meeting were that ECMAC members would: 
 learn about Rice Lake Elementary School; 
 learn about FY 2019 enrollment results and FY 2020 enrollment projections;  
 learn about FY 2019 updated capacity calculations; and 
 consider the impact of new information on option development. 

 
Some community members had inquired whether they could observe the December 17 ECMAC 
meeting. This request was denied with the following explanation: 
 

Thank you for your inquiry and interest in the Enrollment and Capacity Management 
Advisory Committee (ECMAC). Every year, members of this committee are selected 
through an open application process that attempts to develop a group that reflects the 
communities and racial diversity of families served in Osseo Area Schools. ECMAC 
provides recommendations to the District Superintendent who is ultimately responsible 
for reporting to the Board of Education.  
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While ECMAC is designed to include substantial input from community members and the 
group is largely comprised of such community members, the meetings themselves are not 
conducted in an open-hearing format. However, all meeting materials are posted on the 
district website. In addition, all school board work sessions that have ECMAC items on 
the agenda have been videotaped and can be found on the district website. 
 
ECMAC is in the middle of its process to design options to alleviate over-capacity 
conditions at Basswood, Rice Lake and Garden City. While a final plan for public 
feedback has not yet been developed, multiple avenues for feedback on recommendations 
will be made available. 
 
I hope you will continue to follow the work of ECMAC by watching school board work 
sessions and by reviewing the district website. If you have any questions, feel free to 
connect with me at any time. 

 
Observers attended the meeting, anyway. They were asked to leave due to the negative effect 
that their presence could have on ECMAC members’ participation in discussion, but the visitors 
refused to leave. Here is some of the feedback received from ECMAC members following that 
meeting: 
 I hope observers recognized the depth of our work and leave with positive intent. 
 We should possibly have a strategy regarding observers. Or, at minimum guidance. It was 

uncomfortable as they passed around laptops and cell phones – very distracting and I also 
wonder what they were reading?  

 If people show up at a closed meeting should they be allowed to stay – would this not be 
trespassing in a locked building? 

 We need to keep outsiders out, particularly for the Attendance Area Teams – having 
people audit who haven’t been socialized [into the work] could disrupt problem solving 
early in the process. 

 
As a result of this feedback, staff formulated a plan that was communicated to all ECMAC 
members via email. 
 

If uninvited community members show up at future ECMAC meetings, our plan is to ask 
them to leave. If they refuse to leave, we will end the meeting and reconvene at our next 
scheduled meeting date. While it is frustrating to our work, these types of disruptions are 
unfortunately typical. Over time, our hope is that as we complete a change process within 
the ECMAC framework, community members will understand the processes and come to 
trust them. 

 
December 2018:  Need for additional communication emerges 
To help meet the needs of community members who were seeking more detailed information, the 
email below was sent to some ECMAC members on December 19, 2018: 
 

Dear ECMAC parents of Basswood and Fernbrook elementary students, 
 
The purpose of this email is to request your help in hosting an informational meeting for 
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parents at Basswood and Fernbrook elementary schools sometime in late January. 
 
Background 
There is a growing interest in the current option development work of ECMAC. The 
district has an interest in holding a meeting at these two schools that would be hosted by 
the site principal and you, as ECMAC members and parents at that school. Jessica 
Lehman, one of our ECMAC members with students who attend Oak View, worked with 
the Oak View principal to host a similar meeting a few weeks ago. We understand that a 
meeting was also held at Rice Lake Elementary. 
 
If you are willing to help, you will receive an invitation to attend a planning meeting with 
the principals and a few of the ECMAC staff members. Jessica Lehman, we would like 
you to attend this planning meeting as well (we will also invite Ann Mock, Oak View 
principal) to review materials and experiences from your recent presentation at Oak 
View. The planning meeting will be scheduled for prior to our January 7 ECMAC 
meeting at Maple Grove Senior High School. We will meet at 4:45 pm so that we can 
adjourn in time for you to eat dinner and join a tour of the school before the ECMAC 
meeting begins. 
 
Here is my request: 
1. Are you willing to co-host a meeting at your school? 
2. If yes, can you attend the planning meeting described above? 
3. If no, can you tell me why? 

 
This information was also shared with the Basswood and Fernbrook principals and with 
principals from impacted schools (Garden City and Weaver Lake) that did not have parents who 
are ECMAC members.  
 
January 2019:  Need to reassess discarded options emerges 
Some ECMAC members voiced concern that only one solution had been recommended by staff. 
Some members were particularly concerned that staff had not considered relocating the 
elementary STEM magnet program from Weaver Lake to another site. The idea to relocate the 
STEM school and to make Weaver Lake a school with a regular attendance area had surfaced 
from some members of ECMAC during FY 2018 and continued into FY 2019. This option had 
not, however, emerged as an ECMAC consideration.  
 

At the January 7, 2019, regular meeting, with the outcome “to provide feedback and 
recommendation regarding options,” ECMAC members reviewed all potential solutions that had 
been considered by staff members during the summer/fall of 2018.  
 
As a result of this analysis, ECMAC advanced two ideas for further study: 

a. Add space to Oak View and Garden City; make appropriate boundary changes 
b. Relocate elementary STEM magnet program from Weaver Lake to Oak View; add 

space to Weaver Lake and Garden City; make appropriate boundary changes 
 

The group dismissed two other potential solutions that were not deemed viable: 
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c. Add space to Basswood, Rice Lake and Garden City; no boundary changes
d. Move a certain number (not all) of Rice Lake and Basswood students to Oak View

for kindergarten only; add space at Oak View and Garden City; consider boundary
changes later

February 2019:  District administration pauses 
In February 2019, district administration determined that it was necessary to re-orient ECMAC’s 
work on elementary capacity solutions from the two-stage approach to a single, longer-term 
solution that would address capacity concerns at both elementary and secondary levels. 

Staff determined that the change in orientation was needed due to multiple concerns, including 
the inability to meet a spring 2019 construction planning deadline that would itself be dependent 
on the results of a thoughtful and thorough process for vetting and seeking community feedback 
on the two potential solutions the committee had advanced for further study. The vetting and 
feedback process on both potential solutions would have required more time than was available 
to meet the construction timeline under either scenario. 

Reorienting toward a longer-term solution means that elementary boundary changes and building 
additions cannot be implemented in fall 2020 as previously considered; instead, they will be 
wrapped into a more comprehensive proposal which, if approved by the school board, will be 
phased in over the next few years. 

The change in orientation, including the pause in short-term planning, was shared at the January 
24, 2019, AAT meeting, which all ECMAC members were invited to attend. The two remaining 
AAT meetings were canceled. 

This information surfaced a variety of responses from ECMAC members. In response to the 
question, “Based on what you have learned so far, will this work serve to increase community 
trust in the district’s long-range planning for enrollment and building use?” ECMAC members 
offered the following:   
 No. We need to talk to the community. Let them know what we are doing. Without that

knowledge, it will create anxiety/rumors that are uncalled for.
 No. May need to get out to community and get feedback and build trust.
 Let the group work the problems out to realize more time is needed. It needs to feel

organic.
 Yes/No. The process was tested, but people have to remain committed and see the

process through.
 Maybe. The expectations for what this group needs to be changed. Is this an input and

decision-making body, or a forum that vets staff decisions and gives input. Too many
people think this is a decision-making group. So expectations need to be rebased. Also,
we need to be more effective in meetings – send pre-reads or homework.

 Depends who owns the voices which are heard the loudest.
 Starting and stopping may have challenges with trust.
 Unsure, due to mixed reaction by members.
 Maybe. I’m curious to hear what people say about the change of direction.
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 No. It is the standard those that have get priority, they get their concerns addressed and if
this would have impacted the “Have nots” it would have moved forward no question. It’s
disheartening that this practice continues to impact my life and we will continue to see
the gap widen.

 No. I have ZERO trust in this process. We are not a district that examples the mission we
want to instill in our students.

 Not really sure if I count. Some people do have a better option or seems to be prefer than
others.

 Trust has now been broken with ECMAC so community trust will be more difficult.
 No. Running scared from those in the west side who have the means to cause problems.
 Maybe. How can we (ECMAC) be involved without just “vetting” pre-determined

decisions.
1. Define ECMAC’s role in this process . . . . 
2. There are ways to anonymously vote on your phone as to not be awkward.

 No. Because the community will have more to lose.

February 25, 2019: ECMAC continues its work 
An ECMAC meeting was held on February 25, 2019, at Crest View Elementary with the 
intended outcomes that members would: 

1. gain further insight about the pause to the short-term capacity solution process;
2. learn about capacity calculations; and
3. understand the timeline of future ECMAC work.

At this meeting, ECMAC members engaged in a conversation about the reasons for the pause 
and the reactions to and implications of the pause.  

One observation was that staff had not effectively communicated the “shared understanding of 
need” that had been developed by ECMAC members the previous year. This made it more 
difficult to make a compelling argument for the short-term solution to add space at some schools 
and adjust boundaries, which resulted in various perspectives that can be framed as follows: 
 ECMAC Members - “The data says you need this”
 School Leaders - “I want this, but I can get by.”
 Parents in the impacted buildings - “Prove that you need this. Why change when my

child is doing fine?”

In addition, feedback received about the pause was framed like this: 
 The types of feedback are familiar

► Legal threats
► Challenging the data

 The district’s response to feedback seemed predictable
► Whose voice really matters?
► Privilege wins

ECMAC members engaged in a conversation in response to these prompts:  
• What words, thoughts, ideas catch your attention?

31



 

• Where have you experienced this before? 
• How did the experience feel for you? 
• What was a high point or a low point? 
• What new insights have you gained? 
• What has been meaningful about this process? 
• What would you say about this experience to those who were not there? 
• How will you apply what you have learned? 

 
This conversation resulted in this feedback: 
 Communication plan 
 Engage community where they want to be engaged 

 Resiliency of children 
 They are resilient to change 
 Not resilient to “how they feel” in school when they are not in spaces that meet their 

needs (particularly vulnerable children) 
 The educational experience of all children is disrupted when people are coming and 

going; all children deserve an environment that is conducive to their needs 
 Impact on teachers and support staff when space is not ideal 
 Equity and equitable student achievement 
 Did not trust the process; therefore, whatever comes after it is null and void  
 Trust/lack of trust is built from repeated experience; therefore, we may not have 

communicated well if we keep doing it in the same way 
 How can we change patterns around lack of trust and misinformation? 
 This is the first change experience with ECMAC in place 
 ECMAC is reflective of the community; historical experiences inform current reactions 

and ability to trust 
 
March 18, 2019:  Insights emerge “beyond the data” 
An ECMAC meeting was held on March 18, 2019, at Osseo Middle School with the intended 
outcomes that members would: 

1. contribute to summary of progress report content; and 
2. learn about secondary enrollment and capacity. 

 
The consensus workshop method was used to capture the overall insights about ECMAC’s work 
in 2018-2019, which was the first year in the advisory committee’s existence that specific ideas 
were being considered as potential solutions to over-capacity conditions. The goal of the 
consensus workshop was to find a way to include qualitative member feedback in the FY 2019 
Summary of Progress report, which typically focuses only on quantitative data. 
 
The following categories emerged in response to the consensus workshop prompt, “The 
additional observations about ECMAC’s experiences and work that should be included in our 
Summary of Progress report are…” 
 
Beyond the Data 

 Tour of the schools 
 Kids learning in hallways 
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 Opportunity cost associated with delay 
 Felt rushed – short term plan, immediate needs (intent) 
 (Impact) Timeline impact on K-12 strategy 

 
Stakeholder Communication and Engagement 

 Creative total community engagement 
 Communication plan 
 Importance of communication 
 Include timeline to increase trust and transparency 
 Plan that can pass levy 
 Develop shared plan for communication and community engagement 

 
Equity Evaluation 

 Equity and privilege surfaced; need to go deeper 
 Global perspectives vs. individual/small group perspectives! 
 Equity at risk 
 

Equity in communication plan 
 Ensuring multiple venues, multiple languages, and multiple mediums 

 
Evolving role of ECMAC 

 Challenging role of ECMAC 
 

Committed members invested time with no results 
 
The Pause 

 Conflicting Priorities 
 Unexpected pause broke trust 
 ECMAC did its job 
 Acknowledge pause, describe details 
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Five Year Enrollment and Capacity Option Development Timeline (FY 2019 ‐  FY 2023)

FY 2019 September 2018 October 2018 November 2018 December 2018 January 2019 February 2019 March 2019 April 2019 May 2019 June 2019
September 11 Work Session
 Review timeline 

September 18 Regular Meeting December 18 Regular Meeting March 5 or 12 Work Session  
 Set preliminary FY 2020 Levy  Set final FY 2020 Levy  Approve initial options

ECMAC Mtgs October 29 December 17 January 7 February 25 March 18 April 15 & 29

Election Dates
General ‐ November 6 (five 

renewal dates remain for op levy, 
tech levy)

Other  Begin  design development

FY 2020 September 2019 October 2019 November 2019 December 2019 January 2020 February 2020 March 2020 April 2020 May 2020 June 2020
September Regular Meeting December Regular Meeting January Regular Meeting  
 Set preliminary FY 2021 Levy  Set final FY 2021 Levy  Construction bids

ECMAC Mtgs Meetings held throughout year

Election Dates
General ‐ November 5 (four 

renewal dates remain for op levy, 
tech levy)

Option: Bond ‐ 
February 11

Option:  Bond ‐ 
April 14

Option:  Bond ‐ 
May 12

Other 

FY 2021 September 2020 October 2020 November 2020 December 2020 January 2021 February 2021 March 2021 April 2021 May 2021 June 2021
September Regular Meeting December Regular Meeting  
 Set preliminary FY 2022 Levy  Set final FY 2022 Levy 

ECMAC Mtgs Meetings held throughout year

Election Dates
General ‐ November 3 (three 

renewal dates remain for op levy, 
tech levy)

Other  Schools open implementing initial options

FY 2022 September 2021 October 2021 November 2021 December 2021 January 2022 February 2022 March 2022 April 2022 May 2022 June 2022
September Regular Meeting December Regular Meeting  
 Set preliminary FY 2023 Levy  Set final FY 2023 Levy 

ECMAC Mtgs Meetings held throughout year

Election Dates
General ‐ November 2 (two 

renewal dates remain for op levy, 
tech levy)

Other 

FY 2023 September 2022 October 2022 November 2022 December 2022 January 2023 February 2023 March 2023 April 2023 May 2023 June 2023
September Regular Meeting December Regular Meeting  
 Set preliminary FY 2024 Levy  Set final FY 2024 Levy 

ECMAC Mtgs Meetings held throughout year

Election Dates
General ‐ November 8 (one 

renewal date remains for op levy, 
tech levy)

Other  Schools open implementing all options

Available Options identified by Enrollment and Capacity Management Framework (ECM Task Force, 2016)
1. Adjust attendance areas (change boundaries)
2. Build a new school
3. Construct an addition/expansion of a school
4. Close or repurpose a school
5. Do nothing

Items in red denote School Board actions that would maintain 
construction as a potential option to provide timely (by fall of 
2020) capacity relief  that would address gaps identified by the 

Enrollment & Capacity Management Advisory Committee.

School Board

School Board

School Board

School Board

School Board

Note: Administrative actions such as modifying open enrollment status of a school or relocation of a program occur regularly.

Prepared for discussion at September 11, 2018 School Board Work Session

Exhibit 3A
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HIERARCHY OF DISTRICT NEEDS  
ISD 279 OSSEO AREA SCHOOLS 

physical conditions: 

• Most basic level − need to take care of the District assets
• Long Term Facilities Maintenance, HVAC upgrades, etc.
• Does not change footprints, it is like-for-like projects
• Most objective − you can price it, quantify it, etc.
• Some safety & security or tech. infrastructure may apply here

capacity and enrollment: 

• Quantify number of teaching stations & utilization
compared to anticipated enrollment

• Does not mean you are changing programming
• Impacts open enrollment
• Need to discuss before any ‘higher level’ issues related to

programming, etc.
• Includes tangential core size issues: cafeteria size, lockers &

locker rooms, parking, etc.

safety & security: 

• Maintain a reasonable balance between control &
a welcoming environment

• Entry control
• Site safety
• Area of refuge
• Multiple funding sources to achieve goals

curriculum initiatives /delivery:

• Alignment with educational mission of district
• Updating spaces to reflect modern needs: science, media

center, labs, etc.
• Technology can be a huge driver
• New program offerings requiring new spaces
• Different delivery model methodology: extended learning

environments, furniture, small group collaboration, etc.

activities / extra curricular: 

• Extra-curricular needs serving the same E-12 population
• Interior spaces (gyms, auditoriums, pools, etc.)
• Exterior spaces (tracks, fields, turf, etc.)
• Will overlap with community use
• Determine if it is truly a student need or community need

community use:

• Hard to classify community use as a NEED instead of a WANT
• Overlap with student use as well
• Good to include community education spaces
• Natural tie into the educational mission of a district

6

community use6

curriculum initiatives / delivery

safety & security

capacity and enrollment

physical conditions

activities / extra curricular

Wold Architects and Engineers

A planning approach to understand, 
catagorize, and prioritize the 
District’s facilities needs and how to 
best address them.

Presented for discussion at September 11, 2018 School Board Work Session

Exhibit  3B
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PRELIMINARY INFORMATION - FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

Osseo School District No. 279
Estimated Financing Schedules for Potential Lease Purchase/Certificates of Participation

Amount:
Par Amount $15,085,000 Est. Closing Date

Interest Rate:
No. of Years

Sources of Funds Semi-Annual Payment
Par Amount of Lease $15,085,000 Annual Payments
Other District Funds 0 Payment
Total Sources $15,085,000 No. Date Principal Interest

1 8/1/2019 471,516 $170,963
Uses of Funds 2 2/1/2020 394,050 248,429

Municipal Advisor Fee $37,085 3 8/1/2020 400,749 241,730
Bond Attorney 18,000 4 2/1/2021 407,562 234,918
Other Fees # 28,000 5 8/1/2021 414,490 227,989
Net Available for Project Costs 15,001,915 6 2/1/2022 421,537 220,943
Total Uses $15,085,000 7 8/1/2022 428,703 213,777

8 2/1/2023 435,991 206,489
#  Other fees includes fees for rating agency, trustee, 9 8/1/2023 443,403 199,077

trustee counsel, paying agent, and county certificates. 10 2/1/2024 450,941 191,539
11 8/1/2024 458,607 183,873
12 2/1/2025 466,403 176,077
13 8/1/2025 474,332 168,148
14 2/1/2026 482,395 160,084

Estimated Estimated 15 8/1/2026 490,596 151,883
Type of Property Market Value Annual Taxes* 16 2/1/2027 498,936 143,543

$150,000 $9 17 8/1/2027 507,418 135,061
200,000 14 18 2/1/2028 516,044 126,435
250,000 18 19 8/1/2028 524,817 117,663
300,000 22 20 2/1/2029 533,739 108,741
350,000 26 21 8/1/2029 542,812 99,667
400,000 30 22 2/1/2030 552,040 90,439
450,000 34 23 8/1/2030 561,425 81,055
500,000 37 24 2/1/2031 570,969 71,510
600,000 47 25 8/1/2031 580,676 61,804

$200,000 $24 26 2/1/2032 590,547 51,932
300,000 39 27 8/1/2032 600,586 41,893
500,000 69 28 2/1/2033 610,796 31,683
750,000 106 29 8/1/2033 621,180 21,300

1,000,000 144 30 2/1/2034 631,740 10,740
$1,000,000 $93 Totals 15,085,000 4,189,385
2,000,000 187
3,000,000 280 Estimated Annual Payments $1,284,959
5,000,000 467 Est. Tax Rate, Payable in 2019 0.75%

*

+

Apartments

August 31, 2018

$15,085,000

3.40%
15

$642,480
$1,284,959

Residential
Homestead

Commercial/
Industrial +

4/1/2019

Estimated Sources and Uses of Funds

Estimated Tax Impact Schedule

Estimated Payment Schedule

The figures in the table are based on school district taxes for the potential new lease levy only, and do not include tax levies for other purposes.  Tax
increases shown above are gross increases, not including the impact of the state Property Tax Refund ("Circuit Breaker") program.  Many owners of
homestead property will qualify for a refund, based on their income and total property taxes.  This will decrease the net effect of the proposed lease
levy for many property owners.

For commercial-industrial property, the estimates above are for property in the City of Maple Grove.  The tax impact for commercial-industrial
property in other municipalities in the school district may be slightly different, due to the varying impact of the Twin Citi es Fiscal Disparities program.

Prepared for discussion at September 11, 2018 School Board Work Session

Exhibit 3C
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Our mission is to inspire and prepare all students with the confidence, courage and competence 
 to achieve their dreams; contribute to community; and engage in a lifetime of learning. 

Prepared for discussion at 10.29.18 ECMAC Meeting 

Osseo Area Schools 
Options to reduce over-capacity conditions at Basswood, Rice Lake and Garden City 
Elementary Schools  

Construct an addition/expansion of a school:  add space at Oak View and Garden City 

Elementary Schools  

 Project estimate is within $15 million lease levy authority included in preliminary levy

 Capacity of core areas at Oak View and Garden City can accommodate additional

students (see page 23 of ECMAC Summary of Progress Report; May 2018)

 Oak View has not received latest addition completed at schools with similar floorplan

(Basswood, Rush Creek, Fernbrook)

 Maintains similar operational cost for administrative and support staffing

 Oak View and Garden City can accommodate space for additional parking

 Project can be completed by fall of 2020

Attendance area adjustment:  move students from Basswood and Rice Lake Elementary 

Schools and adjust attendance areas accordingly 

 Attendance area team begins meeting on November 19

Exhibit 3D
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Our mission is to inspire and prepare all students with the confidence, courage and competence 
 to achieve their dreams; contribute to community; and engage in a lifetime of learning. 

Osseo Area Schools 
ECMAC Guiding Principles and Additional Considerations related to attendance area 
adjustments  
November 2018 

School attendance areas are designed to effectively utilize district facilities to serve the students 
of Osseo Area Schools.  Capacity calculations established through the work of the Enrollment 
and Capacity Management Advisory Committee (ECMAC) will determine the amount of space 
available at each school.   

The ECMAC Framework Guiding Principles, as much as possible, will guide the attendance area 
recommendation process.   

Additional considerations (outlined below) will serve as an additional compass for attendance 
area recommendations.  It may not be possible to achieve each of these considerations and at 
times they may be in conflict with each other.   

When possible, attendance area recommendations should: 
1. limit the number of transitions for individual students and neighborhoods
2. be largely contiguous
3. maintain efficient bus routes
4. assign neighborhoods to the same attendance area

The process and outcome must adhere to all School Board Policies and State and Federal laws. 

ECMAC Framework Guiding Principles 
Observations and recommendations will: 
 Be concise and informed by data
 Align with district racial equity work
 Be sustainable
 Identify and examine the implications for all students
 Identify potential costs and consider funding strategies
 Be made with as much advance notice as possible when change is recommended

Exhibit 3E

38



Section 5:  The Advisory Committee 
ECMAC Purpose 
The purpose of the Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee (ECMAC) is to 
increase community trust in long-range planning for enrollment and building use. ECMAC will 
analyze information affecting enrollment, capacity, and building use, and generate observations 
and recommendations to be communicated to district administration. 

About ECMAC 
ECMAC includes 29 community members who represent diverse perspectives of the families and 
community members served by Osseo Area Schools, nine administrative staff members, two 
teachers, two school board members, and two district professional partners.  New committee 
members were chosen in the spring of 2018 through an application process and will serve either 
two- or three-year terms.   

Their work was guided by the 2018-19 strategic plan priority work: “The Enrollment and Capacity 
Management Framework has been implemented to increase community trust in long-range 
planning for enrollment and building use.”   

ECMAC Framework 
ECMAC was charged to analyze information affecting enrollment, capacity, and building use, and 
generate observations and recommendations to be communicated to district administration.   
This framework (full page view at the final page of this report) depicts the process within which 
ECMAC does its work. The work of ECMAC is depicted in dark blue boxes along the right side 
of the framework. ECMAC receives data from ongoing work of district staff (depicted by the 
process cycle in the center of the framework). This work is guided by the district’s mission, which 
keeps students at the center of the framework.  

 ECMAC Framework:  Guiding Principles
All observations and recommendations produced by ECMAC are considered through the
Guiding Principles listed below (also depicted in the box along the right side of the framework).

Observations and recommendations will:
 Be concise and informed by data
 Align with district racial equity work
 Be sustainable
 Identify and examine the implications for all students
 Identify potential costs and consider funding strategies
 Be made with as much advance notice as possible when change is recommended
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2018-19 Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee Members 

Community members who would like to offer feedback or suggestions regarding the committee’s 
work may send an email to meyerr@district279.org.  Following each meeting, ECMAC work is 
posted on the district website and reports are given at regular School Board meetings. 

Below is a copy of the application that will be made available on the district website 
www.district279.org after May 10. Community members who would like to be considered for 
ECMAC membership beginning in the fall of 2019 may complete this application and submit it 
by the June 14th deadline.  

Community Members 
Thomas Adams 
Tonya Allen 
Linette Allison  
Isolise Barnes 
Susan Carter 
Johanna Casas-Forero 
Victoria Chambers 
Daniel Cheng 
David Dostal 
Sujata Dutta 
Bernadette Foh 
Raul Garcia III 
Henri Gauthier 
Aslam Hayat 

School Board Members 
Tanya Simons 
Heather Douglass 

Darius Jackson 
Nick Kaster 
Kelly Kudla 
Jessica Lehman 
Jennifer McConnell 
Chris Nagel 
Kehinde Oyederu 
Fatuma Peterson 
Damon Ray 
Chris Somero 
Chris Taynton 
Anna Vasquez-Banerjee 
Sloan Wallgren 
Jenny Yang 

District Professional Partners 
Patricia Magnuson 
Lynae Schoen 

School District Staff 
Carrie Cabe, Assistant Director of 
Community Engagement 
Dale Carlstrom, Director of Facilities & 
Transportation Operations 
Gerald Edwards, Coordinator of 
Information Systems  
BJ Irmiter, Coordinator of K-12 
Operations 
Ron Meyer, Executive Director of 
Finance & Operations 
Robin Moe, Teacher 
Barb Olson, Director of 
School/Community Relations 
Jim Greeley, Coordinator of Enrollment 
Services 
Kelly Wilson, EMO President 
Troy Schreifels, Director of Facilities 
and Transportation 
Nick Martini, Coordinator of 
Transportation 
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Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee Application (page 1 of 3) 

The purpose of the Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee (ECMAC) is to increase 
community trust in long-range planning for enrollment and building use. The advisory committee will 
analyze information affecting enrollment, capacity, and building use, and generate observations and 
recommendations to be communicated to district administration. The advisory committee will conduct its 
work within the planning and communication framework created by the Enrollment and Capacity 
Management Task Force in February 2016. 

The information requested below is collected in order to assist with the selection of members for the 
Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee. The information will be used to help ensure 
that Advisory Committee members reflect diverse perspectives among the families and community 
members served by the school district. You are not required to provide the information; however, failure 
to do so may result in the selection team’s inability to fully consider your potential contributions to the 
Advisory Committee. If you are selected as a member of the Advisory Committee, your name and your 
employment information (if applicable) will become public data, in accordance with Minn. Statute § 
13.43.  

By submitting this completed application: 
• You give your permission to ISD 279 Osseo Area Schools to use information about you in the way

described above;
• You acknowledge that you have read and understand the ECMAC Charge (page 3 of application);

and
• You further acknowledge that if you are selected for the Advisory Committee, you will commit to

attend at least five of the eight meetings held during the 2019-20 school year.

Tentative Schedule for 2019-20 ECMAC Membership 
Application deadline

Must be received by 4:30 p.m., Friday, June 14, 2019 

Notification to applicants Wednesday, June 26, 2019 

Required training for new 
members 

Monday, September 16, 2019 

Full committee meeting dates

1. September 23, 2019
2. October 7, 2019
3. October 21, 2019
4. November 11, 2019
5. December 9, 2019
6. January 27, 2020
7. March 23, 2020
8. April 13, 2020

The meeting schedule is subject to change as ECMAC deems necessary to complete its work or for other 
needs, such as district presentations. 
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Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee Application (page 2 of 3) 

Name:  __________________________________________________________________ 
Address:  ________________________________________________________________ 
City:  ______________________________  State: MN Zip:  ____________ 

Telephone:  Home  _____________  Work  _____________  Cell  _____________ 

Email   ___________________________________ 

If you are not a district resident but you work in the community, please provide the 
following: 

Employer: _____________________________________________ 
City:  _________________________________________________ 
Position/Title:  __________________________________________ 

Do you have children age 18 or younger?  If yes, complete below (need not attend Osseo Area 
Schools; please indicate clearly where your child is attending school at this time): 

Age School attending: 
Age School attending: 
Age School attending: 
Age School attending: 

Please describe why you are interested in this work and how you will contribute to the 
purpose of the Advisory Committee. 

Check one (optional):    
 Male
 Female

Check as many as apply (optional): 
 African or African American
 American Indian/Alaskan Native
 Asian and Pacific Islander
 Latinx
 White
 More than one of the above
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Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee Application (page 3 of 3) 
Charge Statement 

Sponsoring Group ISD 279 – Osseo Area Schools Administration 

Background and 
Purpose 

The Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee is a critical element of the 
planning and communication framework created by the Enrollment and Capacity Management 
Task Force in February 2016.   

The purpose of the Enrollment and Capacity Management Advisory Committee (ECMAC) is to 
increase community trust in long-range planning for enrollment and building use. The ECMAC 
will analyze information affecting enrollment, capacity, and building use, and generate 
observations and recommendations to be communicated to district administration.   

Guiding Principles 

Observations and recommendations will: 
 Be concise and informed by data
 Align with district racial equity work
 Be sustainable
 Identify and examine the implications for all students
 Identify potential costs and consider funding strategies
 Be made with as much advance notice as possible when change is recommended

ECMAC 
Composition and 
Qualifications 

ECMAC consists of community members and employees of the district. To ensure that the 
Advisory Committee reflects diverse perspectives of the families and community members 
served by the school district, community members are selected by an application process. 
Employee members of ECMAC are identified by district administration. 

ECMAC members are expected to: be respected by and model a high degree of credibility with 
their peers; be willing to listen to the ideas of others; express their points of view while working 
toward consensus; and contribute to the development of potential observations and 
recommendations to be presented to district administration.  

Commitment of 
ECMAC Members 

• Two or three-year term of service (term rotation to be determined when ECMAC members
are selected).

• Approximately seven 2½ -hour evening meetings annually; additional training meeting in
first year of membership.

• Additional time for meeting preparation and electronic communication, outside of meetings.
• Members must have e-mail access.

Meetings will take place from 6:30-9:00 p.m. on Monday evenings.  Preliminary dates for the 
2019-20 school year: 

9. September 16, 2019 – orientation and training for new members
10. September 23, 2019 – first full membership meeting
11. October 7, 2019
12. October 21, 2019
13. November 11, 2019
14. December 9, 2019
15. January 27, 2020
16. March 23, 2020
17. April 13, 2020

Meetings will be held at the Educational Service Center, 11200 93rd Ave. No., Maple Grove, or 
at various district schools throughout the year. 

Resources Provided District staff and outside resources will provide information and administrative support for 
meetings.    

Timeline ECMAC continues on an annual basis, in accordance with district need. 
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