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SCHOOL SITE PLAN-

ACTIVE DRAWING

THIS DRAWING SHOWS THE PROPOSED
R/W NEEDED TO BE ACQUIRED TO
SUPPORT THE PROJECT DESIGN

SUBJECT TO CHANGE

N} SEC. 9, T. 155, R. 10E, W.M.

g0

+50 CASCADE

Sisters School District #6
1.56 AC.£, Rem.

e

1
i
1
1
I
I
i
\
[
1
|
1

1334LS ¥va3ad

ASHINGTON A

Sisters School District #6
11.57 AC., Rem.

UST_SOUTH_10+00.00 P.OT.
"%?———r 0 Total Acreage of All
e St Three Parcels = 2.12 AC. +

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

= RIGHT OF WAY
G 3 ENGINEERING
SKETCH MAP

SECTION

US20 at N. Locust Ave. Intersection (City of Sisters)

1"= 100"

HIGHWAY

McKenzie-Bend Highway

DATE | MARCH. 2021
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Acquisition

SEE DRAWING <RW9739M>

- CAC Elementary School Survey Project Presentation, May 4, 2022




1. INITIAL MEETING OF STAKEHOLDERS 2-26-20
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N \ \\\\ \\

2. LET’S TALK! ABOUT THE FUTURE OF THE CURRENT EDEMBNTARY\SCHOOL, 11-15-21:

THE SITE (CORY MISLEY AND EDIE JONES\ MNMRRNR
PAST DISCUSSIONS AND CURRENT THINKING \(CURTISS\SCHOLL/JEN HOLLAND)
AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (MODERATED BY JIM BARNETT)

FEN-C4C AND SISTERS SCHOOL DISTRICT SIGNED 11-23-21

STFTS FEBRUARY 1 AND 5, 2022

8—oU Y CONDUCTED JANUARY-FEBRUARY 2021
(RESULTS TABULATED MARCH 2021)

6. LET'S TALK! SURVEY REPORT AND DISCUSSION\(FEATURING CURTISS, JEN AND
CORY—MODERATED BY JIM BARNETT)




SURVEY METHODOLOGY:
1.

— 57702 3 RESPONSES
97701: 3 RESPONSES

ALL OTHERS: LESS THAN & RESPONSES EACH




SURVEY METHODOLOGY:
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= ,fC@}?STDER IDEAS FOR INSIDE FACILITIES THAT WOULD LIKELY

REQUIRE EXTENSIVE MODIFICATIONS OF THE BUILDING.




SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESULTS—WEIGHTED- A\Q\ \\‘\ ALL CHOICES:

Weighted
Project Survey Rank Average

Youth/Community Sports Spaces 1 3.46

2.97
2.88
2.8
2.77
2.67
2.43
2.33
22
2.15

Pre-K/ Childcare

Swimming Pool

Community Meeting Spaces/Classrooms
Sports Center/Field House

Senior Center

Emergency Medical Facilities

ice Rink

Social Services/Resource Center
Pickleball Courts

Dog Park 213
Community Commercial Kitchen 2.07
Historical Museum - 1.65
Convention Center 1.58
Cold Weather Shelter 1.48
Sculpture Garden 1.46
Tiny House Village

Storage
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Project Rank

C4C Elementary School Survey Prof&¢t Presentation, May 4, 2022




Community
Meeting

Space/Classrooms

Community
Commercial
Kitchen

Pre-K/Childcare

Senior Center

Sacial
Services/Resource
Center

Cold Weather
Shelter

Storage

Sculpture Garden

Historical Museum

Dog Park

Youth/Community
Sports Spaces

VERY
INTERESTED

34.42%
190

18.75%

102

SOMEWHAT
INTERESTED

37.14%
205

26.29%
143

29.66%
164

182

148

NO
OPINION

11.41%
63

20.22%
110

SOMEWHAT
DISINTERESTED

7.79%
43

12.87%
70

3.44%
19
7.50%
41

69

12.80%

70

82

92

90

66

VERY
DISINTERESTED

9.24%
51

21.88%
119

DETAIL SURVEY RESULTS—SMALL TO MEDIUM MODIFICATIONS:

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

2.80




Pickleball
Courts

Ice Rink

Tiny House
Village

Sports
Center/Field
House

Swimming Pool

Convention
Center

Emergency
Medical
Facilities

VERY
INTERESTED

20.11%
109

27.73%
150

7.85%
42

35.57%
196

DETAIL SURVEY RESULTS—

SOMEWHAT
INTERESTED

29.34%
159

29.57%
160

12.34%
66

33.58%
185

SOMEWHAT
INTERESTED

18.65%
102

21.70%
115

29.83%
162

EXTENSIVE MODIFICATIONS OF THE PR(

NO
OPINION

16.61%
90

11.65%
63

14.58%
78

12.16%
67

NO
OPINION

7.86%
43

20.94%
111

18.78%
102

SOMEWHAT
DISINTERESTED

13.84%
75

9.61%
52

14.58%
78

7.62% .

42

SOMEWHAT
DISINTERESTED

7.68%
42

18.87%
100

10.31%
56
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VERY
DISINTERESTED

20.11%
109

21.44%
116

50.65%
271

11.07%
61

VERY
DISINTERESTED

13.71%
75

30.57%
162

14.55%
79

\ﬁ DING:

TOTAL WEIGHTED

AVERAGE
215
2.33
1.12

275

WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

2.88
1.58

2.43




CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

- THE MOST POPULAR CHOICES ARE YOUTH/ \

CHILDCARE, WHICH ARE MOST AFFORDABLE SHORT TER I\ ‘\\\

- COMMUNITY MEETING SPACES AND-SENIOR CEI\TTER ARE ALSO WELL SUPPORTED

BEEN STUDIED IN THE PAST. THEY ARE EXPENSIVE, DO NOT FIT THE LOGATION WITHOUT

SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATIONS AND NEED TO BE SUPRPORTED BY TAXPAYERS.

- OTHER WELL-SUPPORTED OPTIONS ARE UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE CITY OF

SISTERS THAT MAY BE PROVIDED AT OTHER LOCATIONS




