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  The	
  State	
  College	
  Area	
  School	
  District	
  	
  High	
  School	
  Survey	
  was	
  mailed	
  by	
  SCASD	
  to	
  
6,751	
  households	
  in	
  the	
  School	
  District	
  using	
  an	
  ABS	
  sample	
  file	
  provided	
  by	
  SSRS.	
  

  Surveys	
  were	
  mailed	
  on	
  May	
  21,	
  2013	
  which	
  included	
  a	
  hard	
  copy	
  paper	
  survey	
  as	
  
well	
  as	
  a	
  web	
  address	
  and	
  password	
  to	
  the	
  online	
  version	
  of	
  the	
  survey.	
  The	
  field	
  
ended	
  on	
  June	
  17,	
  2013.	
  The	
  online	
  survey	
  took	
  roughly	
  14	
  minutes.	
  	
  

  In	
  addiEon	
  to	
  the	
  iniEal	
  mailing,	
  a	
  second	
  mailing	
  was	
  sent	
  to	
  non-­‐responding	
  
households	
  approximately	
  two	
  weeks	
  aWer	
  the	
  first	
  mailing.	
  	
  

  In	
  total,	
  1,857	
  residents	
  completed	
  the	
  survey	
  (273	
  online	
  and	
  1,584	
  paper).	
  Of	
  the	
  
1,857;	
  90%,	
  or	
  a	
  total	
  of	
  1,667	
  qualified	
  as	
  being	
  a	
  registered	
  voter.	
  	
  

  For	
  weighEng	
  purposes,	
  the	
  full	
  1,857	
  were	
  weighted	
  to	
  US	
  Census	
  populaEon	
  
figures	
  based	
  on	
  gender,	
  age,	
  educaEon,	
  race,	
  home	
  ownership	
  and	
  municipality.	
  	
  
Given	
  the	
  unique	
  nature	
  of	
  the	
  make-­‐up	
  of	
  the	
  SCASD	
  due	
  to	
  its	
  inclusion	
  of	
  
roughly	
  45,000	
  undergraduate	
  and	
  graduate	
  Penn	
  State	
  University	
  students,	
  an	
  
addiEonal	
  weighEng	
  was	
  factored	
  in	
  which	
  took	
  into	
  account	
  the	
  likelihood	
  of	
  
voEng	
  in	
  a	
  local	
  elecEon	
  on	
  the	
  referendum	
  next	
  spring.	
  	
  	
  The	
  weighted	
  results	
  
presented	
  in	
  this	
  report	
  are	
  based	
  on	
  just	
  the	
  1,667	
  qualified	
  registered	
  voters.	
  	
  	
  	
  

  On	
  a	
  sample	
  size	
  of	
  1,667,	
  the	
  margin	
  of	
  error	
  at	
  the	
  95%	
  confidence	
  level	
  is	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
+/-­‐	
  2.4%.	
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  Below	
  are	
  the	
  sample	
  amounts	
  and	
  number	
  of	
  completes	
  by	
  municipality:	
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#	
  Mailed	
   6751	
   24	
   833	
   1584	
   244	
   524	
   1557	
   1985	
  

#	
  Returned-­‐	
  
Undeliverable	
  

423	
   0	
   75	
   57	
   5	
   14	
   99	
   173	
  

Total	
  Delivered	
   6328	
   24	
   758	
   1527	
   239	
   510	
   1458	
   1812	
  

Total	
  Returned	
  Completes	
   1857	
   8	
   257	
   510	
   90	
   176	
   398	
   418	
  

Total	
  Registered	
  Voters	
  & 1667& 8*& 238& 455& 86& 166& 357& 357&

%	
  Returned	
  Completes	
  
(out	
  of	
  Delivered)	
  

29%	
   33%	
   34%	
   33%	
   38%	
   35%	
   27%	
   23%	
  

%	
  Registered	
  Voters	
  (out	
  
of	
  Returned	
  Completes)	
  

90%	
   100%	
   93%	
   89%	
   96%	
   94%	
   90%	
   85%	
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0%	
  

10%	
  

20%	
  

30%	
  

40%	
  

50%	
  

60%	
  

Very	
  important	
   Somewhat	
  
important	
  

Not	
  too	
  important	
   Not	
  at	
  all	
  
important	
  

Not	
  sure	
  

57%	
  

33%	
  

5%	
   3%	
   1%	
  

Vast	
  majority	
  (91%	
  )	
  feel	
  it	
  is	
  important	
  to	
  upgrade	
  the	
  High	
  School	
  buildings	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIJKH4)

Important	
  (Net)	
  
91%	
  

	
  Not	
  Important	
  (Net)	
  
9%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
   80%	
  

Other	
  

Improve	
  vehicular	
  access	
  

Have	
  all	
  faciliEes	
  in	
  one	
  locaEon	
  

Shorter	
  construcEon	
  Eme	
  with	
  less	
  student/academic	
  disrupEon	
  

Provide	
  future	
  expansion	
  capability	
  for	
  the	
  building(s)	
  and	
  site	
  

Lower	
  iniEal	
  construcEon	
  costs	
  

Accommodate	
  student	
  walkers	
  and	
  bikers	
  

Build	
  stronger	
  relaEonships	
  between	
  students,	
  teachers	
  and	
  staff	
  

Design	
  the	
  school	
  building(s)	
  for	
  future	
  flexibility	
  to	
  saEsfy	
  educaEon	
  program	
  

Lower	
  long-­‐term	
  operaEonal	
  and	
  maintenance	
  costs	
  

Maximize	
  student	
  safety	
  and	
  security	
  

14%	
  

22%	
  

26%	
  

31%	
  

34%	
  

39%	
  

39%	
  

48%	
  

51%	
  

65%	
  

71%	
  

1$;#"*,&7)&<=$%2$>)0&?(*7#,&"5&470@&:;@""%&8%$)&&3&AB(*CD&E6-"*#$)#&F$>)0,&

Two-­‐thirds	
  consider	
  ‘student	
  safety	
  and	
  security’	
  and	
  ‘lower	
  long-­‐term	
  costs’	
  to	
  be	
  
Very	
  Important	
  factors	
  in	
  evaluaEng	
  the	
  merits	
  of	
  plan	
  for	
  the	
  high	
  school	
  project	
  	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Half	
  consider	
  ‘school	
  design	
  for	
  future	
  flexibility’	
  and	
  ‘stronger	
  relaEonships	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  between	
  students	
  and	
  staff’	
  to	
  be	
  very	
  important	
  

7	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIJQR)S)HIJLT4)



9L3)M/(68()+6'() '.() 7=>"+'6#&() "@) (6&.) "@) '.()@"//"<7#0)@6&'"+8)7#)
(N6/%6'7#0) '.() =(+7'8) "@) 6) >/6#) @"+) '.() A!BA5O8) ;70.) A&.""/)
>+"P(&'D)

Over	
  seven	
  in	
  ten	
  considered	
  all	
  factors	
  other	
  than	
  ‘all	
  faciliEes	
  in	
  one	
  locaEon’	
  and	
  
‘improve	
  vehicular	
  access’	
  to	
  be	
  either	
  ‘Very’	
  or	
  ‘Somewhat’	
  Important	
  

0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
   80%	
   90%	
  100%	
  

Other	
  

Improve	
  vehicular	
  access	
  

Have	
  all	
  faciliEes	
  in	
  one	
  locaEon	
  

Shorter	
  construcEon	
  Eme	
  with	
  less	
  student/academic	
  disrupEon	
  

Provide	
  future	
  expansion	
  capability	
  for	
  the	
  building(s)	
  and	
  site	
  

Lower	
  iniEal	
  construcEon	
  costs	
  

Accommodate	
  student	
  walkers	
  and	
  bikers	
  

Build	
  stronger	
  relaEonships	
  between	
  students,	
  teachers	
  and	
  staff	
  

Design	
  the	
  school	
  building(s)	
  for	
  future	
  flexibility	
  to	
  saEsfy	
  educaEon	
  program	
  

Lower	
  long-­‐term	
  operaEonal	
  and	
  maintenance	
  costs	
  

Maximize	
  student	
  safety	
  and	
  security	
  

14%	
  

63%	
  

65%	
  

72%	
  

81%	
  

78%	
  

75%	
  

85%	
  

85%	
  

96%	
  

93%	
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!"8')2[('4) :K) RK)

)\"<(+)/"#0S'(+=)">(+6'7"#6/)6#$)=67#'(#6#&()&"8'8) ]) TQ)

)\"<(+)7#7'76/)&"#8'+%&'7"#)&"8'8) R) Q])

E%7/$)8'+"#0(+)+(/6'7"#8.7>8)C('<((#)8'%$(#'8I)'(6&.(+8)6#$)8'6^) HK) WH)

;6N()6//)@6&7/7'7(8)7#)"#()/"&6'7"#) ]) QH)

A."+'(+)&"#8'+%&'7"#)'7=(8)<7'.)/(88)8'%$(#'_6&6$(=7&)$78+%>'7"#) :) QK)

M+"N7$()@%'%+()(X>6#87"#)&6>6C7/7'1)@"+)'.()C%7/$7#0284)6#$)87'() :) QJ)

B&&"=="$6'()8'%$(#')<6/?(+8)6#$)C7?(+8) H) QL)

`=>+"N()N(.7&%/6+)6&&(88) a) :])

While	
  cost	
  (especially	
  in	
  the	
  long	
  term)	
  and	
  design	
  for	
  future	
  flexibility	
  are	
  
important,	
  student	
  safety	
  and	
  security	
  is	
  considered	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  most	
  important	
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The	
  top	
  three	
  most	
  preferred	
  Concept	
  Plans	
  are	
  B,	
  D	
  and	
  E	
  –	
  each	
  have	
  more	
  
support	
  than	
  opposiEon	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Plans	
  B	
  and	
  E	
  both	
  have	
  ‘strong’	
  support	
  by	
  roughly	
  one	
  in	
  four	
  registered	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  voters	
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5,"67-2$<$ );9$ Q:b) :Wb) QLb) Q3:)

5,"67-2$!$ Q:b) :Qb) Tb) )=9$ L3J)

5,"67-2$5$ :Jb) HRb) ]b) (>9$ L3K)

5,"67-2$?$ ::b) H:b) Jb) &=9$ :3J)
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/");(-#&:2--"*#&'C&?2)7;7-$%7#C&
-­‐-­‐	
  Concept	
  D	
  is	
  supported	
  by	
  residents	
  in	
  all	
  municipaliEes	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Concept	
  B	
  is	
  supported	
  by	
  residents	
  of	
  all	
  municipaliEes	
  except	
  for	
  those	
  in	
  Halfmoon	
  	
  	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Concept	
  E	
  is	
  supported	
  by	
  residents	
  of	
  all	
  municipaliEes	
  except	
  for	
  State	
  College	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  Boro;	
  those	
  residents	
  are	
  most	
  supporEve	
  of	
  Concepts	
  B	
  and	
  D	
  	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Benner	
  residents	
  also	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  ‘E’	
  however	
  that	
  is	
  only	
  based	
  on	
  8	
  responding	
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5,"67-2$:$ JHb) W:b) JKb) JKb) WTb) W:b) WWb) T:b)*d)

5,"67-2$<$ WHb) L:b) WKb) WTb);) T]b)!5;) J:b);) JKb);) LJb)

5,"67-2$!$ Q:b) L:b) QTb) QKb) LHb) WRb)5cd) LRb) QLb)

5,"67-2$5$ :Jb) QTb) HQb) :Jb) :Tb) :Rb) :Wb) :Jb)

5,"67-2$?$ ::b) SS) :Kb) HWb) HQb) LWb)5) :Qb) :Wb)
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Letters indicate significant difference than corresponding 
group at 95% level of confidence 

* Caution: small sample size 
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

20%	
  

19%	
  

14%	
  

53%	
  

5%	
  

17%	
  

17%	
  

7%	
  

42%	
  

*Complete	
  replacement	
  of	
  the	
  exisEng	
  school	
  buildings	
  on	
  
Westerly	
  Parkway	
  with	
  two	
  new	
  buildings	
  on	
  Westerly	
  
Parkway:	
  	
  Build	
  a	
  new	
  building	
  	
  on	
  the	
  South	
  side	
  and	
  a	
  new	
  
building	
  on	
  the	
  North	
  side.	
  	
  The	
  exisEng	
  buildings	
  will	
  be	
  
demolished;	
  $134.5	
  -­‐	
  $141.3	
  million;	
  Fully	
  supports	
  
educaEonal	
  model;	
  The	
  number	
  of	
  Emes	
  students	
  cross	
  the	
  
street	
  and	
  walk	
  through	
  parking	
  lots	
  should	
  be	
  reduced.	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIW]]4)

42%	
  Support	
  Concept	
  A	
  but	
  more	
  than	
  half	
  (53%)	
  oppose	
  it	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Margin	
  of	
  error	
  gives	
  a	
  support	
  range	
  of	
  40	
  –	
  44%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
   80%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

11%	
  

7%	
  

7%	
  

25%	
  

5%	
  

17%	
  

26%	
  

27%	
  

70%	
  

*AddiEons	
  and	
  renovaEons	
  to	
  the	
  exisEng	
  school	
  buildings	
  
on	
  Westerly	
  Parkway:	
  	
  PorEons	
  of	
  the	
  exisEng	
  North	
  and	
  
South	
  school	
  buildings	
  would	
  be	
  demolished.	
  	
  The	
  
remainder	
  would	
  be	
  completely	
  renovated,	
  and	
  new	
  core	
  
academic	
  spaces	
  would	
  be	
  added	
  to	
  the	
  buildings	
  on	
  both	
  
sides	
  of	
  Westerly	
  Parkway.	
  	
  A	
  walkway	
  across	
  Westerly	
  
Parkway	
  would	
  connect	
  the	
  buildings;	
  $109.9	
  -­‐	
  $115.5	
  
million;	
  Fully	
  supports	
  educaEonal	
  model;	
  Includes	
  
walkway.	
  	
  Significantly	
  reduces	
  outside	
  access	
  and	
  street/
parking	
  lot	
  crossing.	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIJKH4)

Concept	
  B	
  has	
  the	
  highest	
  level	
  of	
  support	
  at	
  70%	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Margin	
  of	
  error	
  gives	
  a	
  support	
  range	
  between	
  68%	
  and	
  72%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

32%	
  

23%	
  

13%	
  

68%	
  

7%	
  

8%	
  

9%	
  

9%	
  

26%	
  

*Only	
  renovaEons	
  to	
  the	
  exisEng	
  school	
  buildings	
  on	
  Westerly	
  
Parkway:	
  	
  The	
  exisEng	
  North	
  and	
  South	
  school	
  building	
  
would	
  be	
  renovated,	
  but	
  no	
  addiEonal	
  academic	
  space	
  
would	
  be	
  added	
  to	
  the	
  buildings	
  on	
  either	
  side	
  of	
  Westerly	
  
Parkway;	
  $69.2	
  -­‐	
  $72.8	
  million;	
  Least	
  supports	
  educaEonal	
  
model;	
  Students	
  cross	
  street	
  and	
  walk	
  through	
  parking	
  lots	
  
between	
  classes.	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIWT:4)

Concept	
  C	
  is	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  plans	
  with	
  the	
  least	
  amount	
  of	
  support	
  at	
  26%	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Margin	
  of	
  error	
  gives	
  the	
  support	
  range	
  of	
  24%	
  to	
  28%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

9%	
  

9%	
  

11%	
  

28%	
  

10%	
  

22%	
  

24%	
  

15%	
  

61%	
  

*RenovaEons	
  and/or	
  new	
  construcEon	
  to	
  the	
  exisEng	
  South	
  
school	
  building	
  on	
  Westerly	
  Parkway:	
  	
  The	
  exisEng	
  South	
  
school	
  building	
  would	
  be	
  completely	
  renovated.	
  	
  New	
  
construcEon	
  would	
  be	
  added	
  so	
  all	
  core	
  academic	
  areas	
  
would	
  be	
  on	
  the	
  south	
  side	
  of	
  Westerly	
  Parkway.	
  	
  A	
  porEon	
  
of	
  the	
  exisEng	
  North	
  school	
  building	
  (natatorium	
  and	
  main	
  
gym)	
  would	
  be	
  retained	
  for	
  student	
  and	
  community	
  
purposes;	
  $109.1	
  -­‐	
  $121.3	
  million;	
  Fully	
  supports	
  
educaEonal	
  model;	
  Significantly	
  reduces	
  outside	
  access.	
  	
  
Students	
  cross	
  the	
  street	
  for	
  some	
  acEviEes	
  that	
  are	
  not	
  
core	
  curriculum	
  (natatorium).	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIWRW4)

Concept	
  D	
  has	
  61%	
  supporEng	
  vs.	
  28%	
  opposing	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Margin	
  of	
  error	
  places	
  the	
  range	
  of	
  support	
  between	
  59%	
  and	
  63%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

22%	
  

12%	
  

9%	
  

43%	
  

6%	
  

10%	
  

16%	
  

25%	
  

51%	
  

*ConstrucEon	
  of	
  a	
  new	
  school	
  at	
  a	
  new	
  site:	
  	
  A	
  new	
  
school	
  for	
  grades	
  9-­‐12	
  would	
  be	
  built	
  at	
  a	
  new	
  site.	
  	
  
Cost	
  does	
  not	
  include	
  a	
  new	
  stadium;	
  the	
  site	
  
would	
  be	
  large	
  enough	
  to	
  accommodate	
  one	
  in	
  the	
  
future;	
  $112.0	
  -­‐	
  $125.0	
  million;	
  Fully	
  supports	
  
educaEonal	
  model;	
  Significantly	
  reduces	
  outside	
  
access	
  and	
  eliminates	
  street	
  crossings.	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIW]R4)

Half	
  support	
  Concept	
  E	
  compared	
  to	
  43%	
  who	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  it	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  The	
  margin	
  of	
  error	
  gives	
  a	
  support	
  range	
  between	
  49%	
  and	
  53%	
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0%	
   10%	
   20%	
   30%	
   40%	
   50%	
   60%	
   70%	
   80%	
  

Strong	
  (1)	
  

Oppose	
  (2)	
  

Slight	
  (3)	
  

Oppose	
  (Net)	
  

No	
  Preference	
  (4)	
  

Slight	
  (5)	
  

Support	
  (6)	
  

Strong	
  (7)	
  

Support	
  (Net)	
  

42%	
  

20%	
  

11%	
  

73%	
  

5%	
  

9%	
  

7%	
  

6%	
  

22%	
  

*Renovate	
  and/or	
  build	
  two	
  9-­‐12	
  High	
  Schools	
  on	
  two	
  sites:	
  	
  A	
  
new	
  school	
  for	
  approximately	
  ½	
  of	
  the	
  students	
  grades	
  9-­‐12	
  
would	
  be	
  built	
  at	
  a	
  new	
  site.	
  	
  One	
  building	
  on	
  Westerly	
  
Parkway	
  would	
  be	
  demolished;	
  and	
  the	
  other	
  would	
  be	
  
renovated	
  or	
  newly	
  constructed	
  to	
  accommodate	
  
approximately	
  ½	
  of	
  the	
  students	
  grades	
  9-­‐12.	
  	
  Yearly	
  
operaEng	
  costs	
  for	
  9-­‐12	
  educaEon	
  are	
  significantly	
  higher;	
  
$144.4	
  -­‐	
  $151.8	
  million;	
  Fully	
  supports	
  educaEonal	
  model;	
  
One	
  school	
  may	
  require	
  street	
  crossing	
  for	
  natatorium.	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIWTR4)

Concept	
  F	
  has	
  the	
  least	
  amount	
  of	
  support	
  at	
  22%	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  The	
  margin	
  of	
  error	
  gives	
  a	
  support	
  range	
  of	
  20%	
  and	
  24%	
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0%	
   5%	
   10%	
   15%	
   20%	
   25%	
   30%	
   35%	
   40%	
   45%	
   50%	
  

Need	
  more	
  informaEon	
  

Neither	
  site	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  Westerly	
  	
  

Support	
  either,	
  no	
  preference	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  new	
  site	
  

New	
  site	
  (Concept	
  E)	
  

Prefer	
  New	
  Site	
  (Subnet)	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  new	
  site	
  

Support	
  either,	
  no	
  preference	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  Westerly	
  	
  

Westerly	
  Parkway	
  site	
  

Prefer	
  Westerly	
  (Subnet)	
  

6%	
  

5%	
  

13%	
  

18%	
  

11%	
  

13%	
  

24%	
  

11%	
  

18%	
  

13%	
  

34%	
  

47%	
  

While	
  more	
  prefer	
  Westerly,	
  more	
  than	
  half	
  (55%)	
  would	
  support	
  a	
  new	
  site	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  State	
  College	
  Boro,	
  Pason,	
  College	
  Township	
  and	
  Ferguson	
  residents	
  are	
  most	
  supporEve	
  of	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  Westerly	
  while	
  Halfmoon	
  residents	
  prefer	
  a	
  new	
  site;	
  Harris	
  voters	
  are	
  split	
  between	
  the	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  two	
  locaEons	
  	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)2#GHIJQJ4)
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0%	
   5%	
   10%	
   15%	
   20%	
   25%	
   30%	
   35%	
   40%	
   45%	
   50%	
  

Need	
  more	
  informaEon	
  

Neither	
  site	
  

Westerly	
  Parkway	
  site	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  Westerly	
  	
  

Support	
  either,	
  no	
  preference	
  

Support	
  either,	
  prefer	
  new	
  site	
  

New	
  site	
  (Concept	
  E)	
  

Prefer	
  New	
  Site	
  (Subnet)	
  

5%	
  

1%	
  

5%	
  

12%	
  

32%	
  

21%	
  

25%	
  

46%	
  

:7#(&8*(5(*();(&$6")0&/");(-#&<&:2--"*#(*,&

90%	
  of	
  the	
  Supporters	
  of	
  Concept	
  E	
  would	
  support	
  a	
  new	
  site	
  
-­‐-­‐5%	
  only	
  want	
  Westerly;	
  1%	
  want	
  neither	
  site	
  and	
  5%	
  need	
  more	
  informaEon	
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Roughly	
  half	
  (55%)	
  of	
  the	
  SCASD	
  residents	
  would	
  be	
  willing	
  to	
  support	
  at	
  least	
  a	
  5%	
  
increase	
  in	
  their	
  taxes	
  with	
  36%	
  supporEng	
  a	
  7%	
  or	
  higher	
  increase;	
  28%	
  want	
  a	
  tax	
  
increase	
  that	
  is	
  4	
  percent	
  or	
  less	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  7%	
  want	
  no	
  tax	
  increase	
  and	
  8%	
  need	
  more	
  informaEon	
  

!=/$&.>$"+(1$()%$&"

0%	
  

2%	
  

4%	
  

6%	
  

8%	
  

10%	
  

12%	
  

14%	
   12%	
  

3%	
  

8%	
  

13%	
  

7%	
  

12%	
  

9%	
  
8%	
  

11%	
  

7%	
  
8%	
  

10%	
  
($269	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

9%	
  
($242	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

8%	
  
($215	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

7%	
  
($188	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

6%	
  
($161	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

5%	
  
($135	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

4%	
  
($108	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

3%	
  
($81	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

1-­‐2%	
  
($40	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

None	
   Need	
  	
  
more	
  

informaEon	
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Among	
  O")3:2--"*#(*,&"5&/");(-#&< ,	
  one-­‐third	
  (34%)	
  are	
  willing	
  to	
  support	
  at	
  least	
  
a	
  7%	
  increase	
  in	
  their	
  taxes;	
  this	
  is	
  14%	
  out	
  of	
  all	
  SCASD	
  residents	
  	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  12%	
  want	
  no	
  tax	
  increase	
  and	
  7%	
  need	
  more	
  informaEon	
  
UYN&"5&/");(-#&<&:2--"*#(*,&are	
  willing	
  to	
  support	
  at	
  least	
  a	
  7%	
  increase	
  in	
  taxes	
  
which	
  is	
  21%	
  out	
  of	
  all	
  SCASD	
  residents	
  

!=/$&.>$"+(1$()%$&"

0%	
  

2%	
  

4%	
  

6%	
  

8%	
  

10%	
  

12%	
  

14%	
   13%	
  

4%	
  
5%	
  

12%	
  

8%	
  
7%	
  

11%	
  

9%	
  

14%	
  

12%	
  

7%	
  

10%	
  
($269	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

9%	
  
($242	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

8%	
  
($215	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

7%	
  
($188	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

6%	
  
($161	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

5%	
  
($135	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

4%	
  
($108	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

3%	
  
($81	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

1-­‐2%	
  
($40	
  
	
  avg.*)	
  

None	
   Need	
  	
  
more	
  

informaEon	
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A	
  lisle	
  over	
  half	
  (55%)	
  feel	
  at	
  least	
  $100	
  million	
  is	
  an	
  acceptable	
  amount	
  to	
  invest	
  in	
  the	
  High	
  
School	
  with	
  43%	
  being	
  accepEng	
  of	
  $110	
  million	
  or	
  more;	
  26%	
  think	
  it	
  should	
  be	
  under	
  $100	
  
million,	
  14%	
  need	
  more	
  informaEon	
  and	
  5%	
  don’t	
  want	
  anything	
  invested	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  55%	
  of	
  Concept	
  E	
  supporters	
  would	
  accept	
  an	
  investment	
  of	
  $110	
  million	
  or	
  more;	
  
&&&&@"+(=(*Z&#@7,&7,&")%C&VLN&"5&$%%&*(,7T()#,&
-­‐-­‐	
  Among	
  non-­‐supporters	
  of	
  Concept	
  E,	
  38%	
  would	
  support	
  an	
  investment	
  of	
  $110	
  million	
  or	
  more;	
  this	
  is	
  16%	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  of	
  all	
  residents	
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Among	
  those	
  selecEng	
  an	
  amount	
  to	
  invest	
  (including	
  none),	
  one-­‐quarter	
  (26%)	
  said	
  
they	
  would	
  support	
  $110	
  <$120	
  million	
  and	
  another	
  one-­‐quarter	
  (25%)	
  selected	
  either	
  
$120	
  <	
  $140	
  million	
  or	
  $140	
  million	
  or	
  more	
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5%	
  

<1%	
   1%	
  
3%	
   4%	
  

11%	
  

4%	
  

7%	
  

14%	
  

26%	
  

14%	
  

11%	
  

	
  	
  None	
  	
   	
  	
  <$20	
  
million	
  	
  

	
  $20	
  <	
  $50	
  
million	
  	
  

$50	
  <	
  $70	
  
million	
  	
  

	
  	
  	
  <	
  $70	
  
million	
  
(unsp.)	
  

	
  	
  	
  $70	
  <	
  
$80	
  

million	
  	
  

	
  	
  	
  $80	
  <	
  
$90	
  

million	
  	
  

	
  	
  	
  $90	
  <	
  
$100	
  
million	
  	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  $100	
  <	
  
$110	
  
million	
  	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  $110	
  <	
  
$120	
  
million	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  $120	
  <	
  
$140	
  
million	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  $140	
  
million	
  +	
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Among	
  those	
  selecEng	
  an	
  amount	
  to	
  invest	
  (including	
  none),	
  almost	
  two-­‐thirds	
  (65%)	
  feel	
  at	
  least	
  
$100	
  million	
  is	
  an	
  acceptable	
  amount	
  to	
  invest	
  in	
  the	
  High	
  School	
  with	
  half	
  (51%)	
  being	
  accepEng	
  
of	
  $110	
  million	
  or	
  more;	
  the	
  mean	
  amount	
  is	
  a	
  lisle	
  under	
  $100.5	
  million	
  with	
  the	
  median	
  being	
  
$114.5	
  million	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Concept	
  E	
  supporters	
  report	
  higher	
  levels	
  of	
  amounts	
  they	
  are	
  willing	
  to	
  invest	
  with	
  a	
  mean	
  of	
  $108.4	
  million	
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))))e)fTK)=7//7"#a) Rb) Jb) Tb)

))))fTK)e)fRK)=7//7"#) HHb) Tb) HWb)

))))fRK)e)f]K)=7//7"#) Qb) Lb) Jb)

))))f]K)e)fHKK)=7//7"#) Tb)) Rb) Qb)

$$$R;88$PLHHL,"$,3$P,37$%B72*$ ()9$ &T9$ )>9$

)))))))fHKK)e)fHHK)=7//7"#) HQb) HLb) HLb)

$$$$$$R;;8$PLHHL,"$,3$P,37$%1MU'"72*$);9$ (;9$ T)9$

)))))fHHK)e)fH:K)=7//7"#) :Jb) L:b) :Lb)

)))))fH:K)e)fHQK)=7//7"#) HQb) HRb) H:b)

)))))fHQK)=7//7"#)g) HHb) H:b) HKb)

!"#$% &'(()*+')(((% &'(+)*,-)(((% &.*)(/')(((%

!"01#$% &''*)/(()(((% &''*)/(()(((% &'(*)/(()(((%
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?%8,:.6$*"*,>%,@:.%6"8,A$&$%:$"6+.%":(&&$*-(%8,%>">&(5-".6"BCD"2$/$2"(4":(%@8$%:$"

*	
  <$70	
  million	
  is	
  split:	
  Under	
  $20	
  mil	
  (<1%);	
  $20<$50	
  mil	
  (1%);	
  $50<$70	
  mil	
  (3%);	
  <$70	
  mil	
  unspecified	
  (4%)	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)"'.(+)'.6#)[(($)-"+()`#@"+=6'7"#)2#GHIQ:L4)



9H3 )U(+()1"%)6<6+()"@)'.()A!BA5O8)&%++(#')>/6##7#0)(^"+'8)'")%>0+6$()7'8);70.)A&.""/D)
9]3 );"<)<(//)$")1"%)&"#87$(+)1"%+8(/@)7#@"+=($)+(06+$7#0)'.()>/6#8)C(7#0)6#6/1Y($)C1)

'.()578'+7&')'")7=>+"N()'.();70.)A&.""/)@6&7/7'7(8D)
9HK3 )*+"=)<.6')8"%+&(8) .6N()1"%)+(&(7N($)7#@"+=6'7"#)6C"%') '.()>/6#) '")%>0+6$() '.()

A!BA5O8).70.)8&.""/D)

0%	
  10%	
  20%	
  30%	
  40%	
  50%	
  60%	
  70%	
  80%	
  90%	
  

None	
  

Radio	
  

Self/employees	
  working	
  in	
  district/have	
  kids	
  in	
  
the	
  school	
  

Social	
  Media:	
  	
  Facebook,	
  Twiser,	
  etc.	
  

Television	
  

Word	
  of	
  mouth	
  from	
  neighbors/friends	
  

Local	
  newspaper	
  

Community	
  forums	
  

School	
  board	
  meeEngs	
  

SCASD's	
  website	
  

E-­‐mails/lesers	
  from	
  the	
  District	
  

This	
  mailing	
  

SCASD	
  	
  

2%	
  

1%	
  

3%	
  

6%	
  

22%	
  

48%	
  

74%	
  

14%	
  

16%	
  

23%	
  

30%	
  

66%	
  

84%	
  

84%	
  are	
  aware	
  of	
  current	
  planning	
  efforts	
  to	
  upgrade	
  the	
  High	
  School	
  buildings	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  21%	
  feel	
  they	
  are	
  ‘very’	
  informed	
  on	
  the	
  plans	
  and	
  55%	
  are	
  ‘somewhat’	
  informed	
  
-­‐-­‐	
  Top	
  info	
  sources	
  are	
  the	
  SCASD,	
  primarily	
  the	
  survey	
  mailing,	
  newspaper	
  and	
  word	
  of	
  mouth	
  

E68(,))F"'6/)B#8<(+7#0)29H)#GHIJHQ4)
29])#GHIJLQ429HK)#GHIJWR4)
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Yes;	
  
84%	
  

No;	
  
16%	
  

0%	
  
10%	
  
20%	
  
30%	
  
40%	
  
50%	
  
60%	
  

Very	
  
informed	
  

Somewhat	
  
informed	
  

Not	
  too	
  
informed	
  

Not	
  at	
  all	
  
informed	
  

21%	
  

55%	
  

19%	
  

5%	
  

E)5"*6$>")&:"2*;(,&H+$*(&"5&<["*#,&#"&\-0*$T(&470@&:;@""%&

4"+&K(%%&E)5"*6(T&H]"2#&8%$),&



ST9$,O$V74LJ2737W$X,273J$L"27"W$2,$Y,27$,"$2K7$V7O737"WMP$IL2K$3,M4KH#$
2K377'O,M32KJ$%&.9*$U7L"4$GUJ,HM27H#$6732GL"$2K7#$ILHH$U7$Y,2L"4$,"$2K7$LJJM7$

N,I$,O27"$I,MHW$#,M$JG#$#,M$Y,27Z$

)B/<618) QQb)

)[(6+/1)6/<618) LRb)

)M6+')"@)'.()'7=() HWb)

)A(/$"=) :b)

)[(N(+) Hb)

:,$#,M$#,M3J7HO$-HG"$2,$Y,27$L"$G$.8;T$7H762L,"$IK7"$2K737$
ILHH$U7$G$[M7J2L,"$,"$2K7$UGHH,2$%37O737"WMP*$374G3WL"4$2K7$
NL4K$16K,,H$-3,\762Z$

)h(8) ]Qb)

)[") Qb)

)["')8%+() :b)

N,I$6732GL"$G37$#,M$2KG2$#,M$ILHH$Y,27$L"$G$.8;T$7H762L,"$
IK7"$2K737$ILHH$U7$G$[M7J2L,"$,"$2K7$UGHH,2$%37O737"WMP*$
374G3WL"4$2K7$NL4K$16K,,H$-3,\762Z$

)BC8"/%'(/1)&(+'67#) T:b)

)*67+/1)&(+'67#) ::b)

)["')&(+'67#) Jb)

)["')8%+() a)
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 R:b)&/67=)'")i6/<618O)2QQb4)"+)i#(6+/1)6/<618O)2LRb4)N"'(3)



:7P,43G-KL6J$

d(#$(+)

)-6/() WHb)

)*(=6/() Q]b)

;"=()

)V<#($) RJb)

)j(#'($) HQb)

k)"@)B$%/'8)\7N7#0)7#);;)

)H) HQb)

:) JQb)

)L) HJb)

)Q) Wb)

)W) Hb)

)J) Hb)

2%34%561708"$%91:1$;%1$%<<%=!"#$>% ?-+%

);70.)8&.""/)60()&.7/$+(#) HWb)

)-7$$/()8&.""/)60()&.7/$+(#) HQb)

)c/(=(#'6+1)8&.""/)60()&.7/$+(#) HTb)

)M+(8&.""/)"+)1"%#0(+)&.7/$+(#) HJb)

M6+(#')"+)d%6+$76#)

)h(8) QKb)

)[") JKb)

B0()

)HRS:Q) Jb)

):WS:]) H:b)

%,(@*.% ,+A%

%/(@B*% CBA%

)JWg) HTb)

c$%&6'7"#)

)\(88)'.6#).70.)8&.""/) a)

);70.)8&.""/)0+6$%6'() :Kb)

)A"=()&"//(0() HRb)

)d+6$%6'($)&"//(0() LHb)

)d+6$%6'()8&.""/)"+)="+() LKb)

)F(&.#7&6/)8&.""/) Hb)
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:7P,43G-KL6J$%6,"2]W*$

<2K"L6$

)U.7'()"+)!6%&6876#) ]:b)

)E/6&?)"+)B@+7&6#)B=(+7&6#) Lb)

);78>6#7&) Qb)

)B876#)B=(+7&6#_!.7#(8(_l6>6#(8() Lb)

)[6'7N();6<6776#)6#$)V'.(+)M6&7m&)) Hb)

)V'.(+) Hb)

c=>/"1=(#')

)*%//)'7=() WRb)

)M6+')'7=() HHb)

)F(=>"+6+7/1)%#(=>/"1($) :b)

)j('7+($) :Kb)

);"=(=6?(+) Wb)

)n#$(+0+6$%6'()8'%$(#') Hb)

)d+6$%6'()8'%$(#') Lb)

;"%8(."/$)`#&"=()

)\(88)'.6#)f:WIKKK) HKb)

)f:WIKKK)e)fWKIKKK) HJb)

)fWKIKKK)e)fTWIKKK) H]b)

)fTWIKKK)e)fHKKIKKK) HTb)

)fHKKIKKK)e)fHWKIKKK) ::b)

)fHWKIKKK)e)f:KKIKKK) HKb)

)f:KKIKKKg) Jb)

28	
  



:7P,43G-KL6J$%6,"2]W*$

@M"L6L-GHL2#$

E(##(+)F"<#8.7>) Lb)

!"//(0()F"<#8.7>) Rb)

*(+0%8"#)F"<#8.7>) :Lb)

;6/@=""#)F"<#8.7>) Qb)

;6++78)F"<#8.7>) Rb)

M6''"#)F"<#8.7>) :Wb)

A'6'()!"//(0()E"+"%0.) LKb)

X,273$:LJ23L62$

E(##(+)F<>3)oF5)["+'.) Lb)

E(##(+)F<>3)F5)A"%'.) a)

!"//(0()F<>3)oF5)["+'.) Qb)

!"//(0()F<>3)oF5)A"%'.) :b)

!"//(0()F<>3)oF5)c68') Hb)

!"//(0()F<>3)oF5)U(8') Hb)

X,273$:LJ23L62$%6,"2]W*$

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.)c5)KH) Wb)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)c68') :b)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)U(8') Lb)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.)c5)K:) Lb)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.)c5)KL) :b)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.(68')c5)KH) :b)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.(68')c5)K:) Lb)

*(+0%8"#)F<>3)oF5)U(8')!(#'+6/) Qb)

;6/@=""#)F<>3) Qb)

;6++78)F<>3)oF5)c68') Qb)

;6++78)F<>3)oF5)U(8') Lb)

M6''"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.)c5)KH) Lb)

M6''"#)F<>3)oF5)A"%'.)c5)KH) Qb)

M6''"#)F<>3)oF5)["+'.)c5)K:) ]b)

M6''"#)F<>3)oF5)A"%'.)c5)K:) :b)
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:7P,43G-KL6J$%6,"2]W*$

X,273$:LJ23L62$%6,"2]W*$

M6''"#)F<>3)oF5)A"%'.)c5)KL) Tb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)c68')!(#'+6/)c5)KH) Hb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)c68')!(#'+6/)c5)K:) Hb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)c68')!(#'+6/)c5)KL) a)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)c68')c5)KL) Hb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)["+'.) :b)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)["+'.(68') Hb)

A'6'()!"//(0()F5)["+'.<(8') Hb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)A"%'.)!(#'+6/)c5)KH) :b)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)A"%'.)!(#'+6/)c5)K:) Qb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)A"%'.)c5)KH) Qb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)A"%'.)c5)K:) Lb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)A"%'.(68') Lb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)U(8')!(#'+6/)c5)K:) :b)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)U(8')c5)KH) Lb)

A'6'()!"//(0()oF5)U(8')c5)K:) Lb)
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B>>(#$7X)
SS9%(8'7"##67+()
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^M7J2L,""GL37$
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^M7J2L,""GL37$%6,"2]W*$
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^M7J2L,""GL37$%6,"2]W*$


