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BACKGROUND

THE CITIZENS OoF SAGINAW TOWNSHIP SHOWED THEIR
CONFIDENCE IN THE FUTURE OF THEIR COMMUNITY BY
APPROVING A $6,975,000,00 BOND 1SSUE FOR SCHOOL
CONSTRUCT1oN ON June 8, 1959.

APPROPRIATING MONIES FOR SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION IS
THE FIRST STEP IN A LONG RANGE PROGRAM TO EDUCATE
FUTURE STUDENTS OF THE COMMUNITY. SCIENTIFIC
PLANNING FOR THE BAS'C NEEDS OF THESE STUDENTS

IS THE NEXT STEP IN EVALUATING A LONG RANGE
PROGRAMa

THe BoArRD ofF EDUCATION, THE ScHooL ADMINISTRATION,
AND THE CITIZENS OF SAGINAW WERE ASSISTED BY
CAuDILL, ROWLETT AND SCOTT TO CREATE A WORK'I NG
PLAN TO EVALUATE POPULATION TRENDS, GROWTH FACTORS,
SCHOOL CENSUS TRACTS AND PROJECTED ENROLLMENT FOR
THE SCHOOL DISTRICT.

RESEARCH MATERIAL INCLUDED IN THIS REPORT WAS
COMPILED BY THE CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT, MICHIGAN
STATE UNIVERSiTY, AND CRS PLANNING TEAM.
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THE PROBLEM

THE BASIC PROBLEM IS TO LOCATE SCHOOL SITES
FOR THE PRESENT ENROLLMENTS - AND TO PREDICT
THE NUMBERS AND LOCATICN OF SCHOOL SITES

NEgDED FOR PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS THROUGH
i980.

To DO THIS THESE FACTORS MUST BE DETERMINED:
HOW MANY STUDENTS
HOW ARE THEY GROUPED
WHERE DO THEY LIVE

THE STUDIES IN THIS REPORT ATTEMPT TC ANSWER

THESE THREE QUESTIONS AND ALSO INTERPRET THE
ANSWERS IN TERMS OF PROPOSED SITES,




HCW MANY STUDENTS

To DETERMINE THE NUMBER OF STUDENTS LIVING IN
THE TOWNSHIP DURING THE NEXT TWENTY YEARS, THE
FOLLOWING FACTORS WERE CONSIDERED IN MAKING A
PROJECT ! ON.

|. PoPULATION TRENDS PROJECTED To 1980,

2. ScHooL Census (0-19 YEARS) TRENDS
PROJECTED TO i980.

3. PusLic ScHooL ENROLLMENT TRENDS
proJecTED To 1980,

4. MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERS!TY STUDIES
PROJECT ING ENROLLMENT THROUGH 1965,

5. GROWTH PATTERN EXPECTED BY LAND
PLANNING FACTORS.
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POPULAT {ON - SAGINAW TCOWNSHIP

THE SAGINAW TOWNSHIP ScHoolL DISTRICT 1S LOCATED
ON THE WEST SIDE ofF THE CITY OF SAGINAW, SINCE
1950, THE TOWNSHIP HAS EXPERIENCED A PHENOMENAL
RESIDENT I AL GROWTH INFLUENCED BY THE FOLLOWING

FACTORS:
. GooD STREET AND HIGHWAY FACILITIES,
2., EXTENSION OF UTILITY MAINS,
3, GooD SUBCIVISION DEVELOPMENT.
., A NATURAL DIRECTION OF RESIDENTIAL GROWTH.

THE POPULATION 1S EXPECTED TO TRIPLE THE 1950
census BY 1960, AnD To DOUBLE THAT 8Y 1970, THE
POPULAT 1ON STUDIES PREPARED B8Y THE CiTY PLANNING
DEPARTMENT OF SAGINAW UTIL1ZED THE FOLLOWING
DATA SOURCES:

|. NATURAL INCREASE - MIGRATION 1945 - 1958
AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE PROJECTED.,

- 2. AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE OF GROWTH OF SCHooOL
census IG45 - 1958 PROJECTED.

3, MICHIGAN RURAL NON=-FARM GROWTH (64.7%)
For 1940 - 195G PROJECTED.

i, RATE OF RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION BETWEEN
1950 - 1958 PROJECTED.

5. AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE OF GROWTH SINCE 1945
PROJECTED.,

THE POPULATION PROJECTION OF THE TOWNSHIP HAS
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POPULAT ION - SAGINAW TCWNSHIP, CONTINUED

A DIRECT RELATION TC THE PUBLIC IMFROVEMENTS
THAT ARE NEEDED N THIS AREA, [HESE INCLUDE
FLOOD AND DRAINAGE CONTROL, UTILITY EXTENSION,
TRANSPORTATICON FACILITIES, ZONING AND BUILDING
CODE ENFORCEMENT, THIS PROJECTION ASSUMES AN
AVERAGE RATE OF DEVELOPMENT OF THESE NEEDED
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS,
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SCHOOL CENSUS

USING THE STUDY PREPARED BY MICHIGAN STATE
UNIVERSITY, 5201 cHILDREN (0-19 YEARS) ARE
PREDICTED TO BE IN THE SAGINAW TOWNSHIF AREA

In 1960, THIS FIGURE ALMOST DOUBLES IN 1965
wiTH 13,288 anp cLiMBs To 21,000 N 1980,

THE PROJECTION INDICATES THAT THE SCHOOL CENSUS
IS APPROXIMATELY ONE=THIRD OF THE SAGINAV TowN=
SHIP POPULATION FOR THE YEARS CONSIDERED.
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PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENT

THE PROJECTION TREND ESTABLISHED BY MiCHIGAN
STATE UNIVERSITY FROM THEIR STUDY OF 1950 -
1965 HAs BEEN PROJECTED To 1980, HERE WE SEE
THAT THE PusLIC ScHooL ENROLLMENT IS APPROXI-
MATELY ONE HALF OF THE SCHOOL CENSUS FOR THE
SAME PERIODS.

In 1960 THERE SHOULD BE 3,601 STUDENTS EN-
ROLLED IN SCHOOL, WITH A 100% INCREASE BY
1965. CONSERVATIVE PROJECTIONS BEYOND 1965
TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION THE RATE IN WHICH
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT
WILL OCCUR.

COMPARING THIS PROJECTION WITH THE SAGINAW
TowNsHIP PopuLaTioN CHART, WE FIND THAT THERE
IS A RELATIONSHIP IN 1960 OF ONE PUBLIC SCHOOL
ENROLLMENT FOR EVERY M05 PERSONS., THIS RATIO
Has BEEN REpucep To | To U 1n 1980 BECAUSE OF
INCREASED MATURITY OF THE FAMILIES IN THE
AREA.

|[F PRIVATE SCHOOL ENROLLMENT DOES NOT INCREASE
IN PROPORTION TO THE SCHOOL. CENSUS, THE FIGURES
FOR THE PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENT WILL BE CON=
SERVATIVE.,

e m— . D dia




PUBLIC SCHOGCL ENROLLMENT

12000

le=zs T—*‘L“‘&"

1950 1955 1960 1965 |70 K75 e

12




STUDENT GROUP [NG

THE PRECEDING GRAPHS HAVE SHOWN THE APPROXIMATE
ANSWER ON HCW MANY CHILDREN, THE NEXT STEP 1S
To DETERMINE HCW THEY WILL BE GROUPED. THiIs
SECTION {S DIVIDED INTO:

EDUCAT |ONAL GROUP ING

NE IGHBORHOCD anp COMMUNITY GROUPING




NT

EDUCAT {ONAL GROUP ING

THE BOARD -oF EDUCATION, ACTING ON THE RECOM-
MENDATION OF THE SUPERINTENDENT, HAS ADOPTED
THE K-4, 5-8, 9-12 sYSTEM OF GROUPING.

K-4 SCHOOLS

THESE ARE "NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS' AND
SHOULD BE LOCATED IN THE CENTER OF THE
NE | GHBORHOOD THEY SERVE. THEIR SIZE
WILL VARY FRoM 200 To 400 sTupenTs,
DEPENDING UPON THE NUMBER OF STUDENTS
IN THE VICINITY.

5-8 SCHOOLS

THESE ARE "COMMUNITY SCHOOLS' AND
SHOULD BE LOCATED IN THE CENTER OF
THE AREA THEY SERVE., 1HEY ARE IN-
TENDED TO SERVE TWO OR THREE OF THE
NE | GHBORHOOD SCHOOLS AND THE!R SIZE
wouLD VARY FRoMm 500 To JOO STUDENTS.

9~ 12 SCHOOLS

THESE ARE "AREA SCHOOLS" AND ARE IN=-
TENDED TO SERVE TWO OR THREE OF THE
COMMUNITY SCHOO-S. THEIR SIZE WILL
VARY FROM 1,200 To 1,600 STUDENTS.
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PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENT PROJECT fONS
1950 ~ 1980

GRADE GRrOUPiNGS: K-U, 5-8, anp 9-12, PROJECTED
FROM 1930 To 1980 HAVE BEEN PLOTTED ON THE
FOLLOWING GRAPH,

IT SHows THAT 45% oF THE TOTAL ENROLLMENT IS
IN THE K-4 Grour, 30% IN THE 5-8 GROUP, AND
25% 1N THE 9-12 GROUP.

THE PROJECTIONS FROM 1999 To 1965 ARE ENROLL-
MENTS TAKEN FROM THE MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY
STUDY. THESE FIGURES ARE BASED ON KNOWN
CHILDREN, AGES ONE AND UNDER TO NINETEEN,

NOW LIVING IN THE TOWNSHIP.,
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NE ]GHBORHOCD anp COMMUNITY GROUPING

ESTABLISHING NE}GHBORHOOD AND COMMUNITY BOUNDA-
RIES IN TERMS OF SCHOOL SITES REQUIRED THE CON=
SIDERATION OF MANY FACTORS. THE FOLLCWING
DETAILS WiLL AFFECT THE BOUNDARIES CF THE COM=-
MUNITIES SHOWN ON THE SUCCEEDING PAGES:

. PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS
A. STREETS AND THOROUGHFARES
B. RAILROADS
C. EXISTING SCHOOLS
D. NATURAL CHARACTERISTICS
2. SIZE

3. POPULAT ION

4. EXISTING anp FUTURE LAND AVAILABLE
5. TRAVELING DISTANCE

A. PEDESTR!AN
B. MOBILE

6. POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS




TGNSHIP DIVISION

THE NEXT MAP SHOWS TWO OF THE MAJOR BOUNDARIES
THAT DEFINE THE COMMUNITIES.

CENTER ROAD W!ILL DEVELOP INTO A MAIN THOROUGH-
FARE BECAUSE IT [S THE QANLY THROUGH ROAD THAT
RUNS IN THE NORTH-SOUTH DIRECTION ACROSS THE
TOWNSHIP,

STaTe STReeT (U. S. HigHway 10) 1s A MAJPR
ARTERY. IT IS THE MAIN LINK BETWEEN SAGINAW
TawnzHiP AND THE CITY ofF SAGINAW. THE HIGH~
WAY W{LL EVENTUALLY BE RE-=-ROUTED TO BYPASS
THE TOWNSHIP. STATE STREET WILL ALWAYS BE
HEAVILY TRAVELED BY LOCAL TRAFFIC BECAUSE IT
BISECTS THE NORTH AND SOUTH SECTIONS OF THE
TOWNSHIP,

THE DIVISION OF THE NORTH AND SOUTH INFLUENCED
THE BoAlD OF EDUCATION TO PLAN EACH SECTION
| NDEPENDENTLY.,

IT WAS LOGICAL THAY A HIGH SCHOOL BE PLANNED
FOR BOTH SIDES OF STATE STREET. THIS SEPA-
RATION ALSO INFLUENCED THE PLANNING OF ELE-
MENTARY AND MIDDLE SCHOOLS Sa A MINIMUM OF
STUDENTS WOULD HAVE TO CROSS A MAIN THOROUGH-
FARE.,

18
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COMMUNITY DIVISION

THE SIX COMMUNITIES SHOWN ON THE NEXT MAP HAVE
BEEN DETERMINED BY THE PREVIOUS GROWTH FACTORS
AND SHOW THE APPROXIMATE AREAS THAT WILL SERVE
THE 5~8 SCHOOLS OF THE FUTURE.

THESE COMMUNITIES HAVE BEEN DEFINED TO CONFORM
WITH THE PRESENT NEEDS, BUT WiLL VARY FROM YEAR
TO YEAR AS THE TOWNSHIP GROWS.
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SCHOOL CENSUS TRACT PLAN

Two FACTORS WERE ANALYZED TO PLAN ADEQUATE
SCHOOL SITES IN A DISTRICT

l. STUDENT DISTRIBUTION
2. DENSITY OF THE ENROLLMENT

THE SCHOOL CENSUS TRACT PLAN ON THE FOLLOWING
CHART INDICATES THE BOUNDERIES OF TWENTY-THREE
TRACTS. THE MaP CLOSELY COINCIDES WITH THE
CENSUS TRACT PLAN THAT WILL BE USED FOR THE
METROPOL ITAN ARCA OF SAGINAW DURING THE U. S.
Census ofF 1960.

THE TRACT PLAN WILL ENAELE THE SCHOOL ADMINIS~
TRATION TO KEEP A CONSTAMT CHECK ON THE PRESENT
DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS AID A CONTINUOUS EVALU-
ATION OF THE TOWNSHIP SCHOOL POPYLATION, IT

IS ON THIS PLAN THAT THE PRE-SCHOOL CENSUS AND
THE PROJECTED SCHOOL ENROLLMENT BY GRADES HAVE
BEEN INTERPRETED.

FLEXIBILITY 1S IMPORTANT IN PLANMING TRACT PLANS.
ONE OF THE CENSUS TRACT MIGHT COMPRISE THE ENTIRE
NE IGHBORHOGCD FOR A K-M SCHOOL, OR IT MIGHT IN-
VOLVE THREE OR FOUR TRACTS DEPENDING UPON THE
STUDENT DENSITY.
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SCEHOOL CEINSUS TRACTS
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WHERE DO STUDENTS LIVE

THE PREVIOUS CHARTS SHOWED THE APPROXIMATE
NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND HOW THEY WILL BE
GROUPED. THE THIRD BASIC PROBLEM IS TO
DETERMINE WHERE THEY WILL LIVE.

A DOT-MAP WAS FURNISHED BY THE ADMINISTRATIVE

STAFF THAT SHOWED THE LOCATION OF ALL PRE-
SCHGOL ZHILDREN AND STUDENTS FROM KINDERGARDEN

THROUGH OTH GRADE.
TWwO MAJOR CONSIDERATIONS WERE NECESSARY TO
LOCATE THESE CHILDREN BY GROUPING AND CENSUS
TRACT THROUGH I980.

|. PROJECTION OF DENSITIES

2. GRCWTH PATTERNS
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PROJECT QN OF DENSITIES

THE ENROLLME /TS WERE FIRST PROJECTED BY DIRECT
RATIO FOR EACH CENSUS TRACT AND EDUCAT IONAL
GROUPING. [N OTHER WORDS, iF A CENSUS TRACT
HAD " EN K-4 STUDENTS iM 1960, anp THE K-4
ENROLLMENT FOR THE ENTIRE TOWNSHIP DOUBLED
2 1965, THIS TRACT WOULD HAVE TWENTY K-}

STUDENTS IN 1965

THiS WAS BASED ON THE ASSUMPTION THAT ALL
AREAS OF THE TOWNSHIP WOULD GROW AT EXACTLY
THE SAME R'TE. THIS; OF COURSE, WOULD NOT
OCCUR.
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GRCWTH_PATTERNS

bt e

THE GROWTH PATTERN IS A COMPOSITE PICTURE
INTERPRETED FROM INTERVIEWS W{TH THE ADMINI S~
TRATIVE STAFF, TOWNSHIP OFFICIALS, METROPOLI-
TAN PLANNING CCMMISSION AND DEVELOPERS.

CALCULATIONS ARE SHOWN FOR EACH SCHOOL CENSUS
TRACT INDICATING THE NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN
EACH GROUP FOR THE YEARS l960 THRougH 1980
BASED ON UNIFORM GROWTH OF THE TOWNSHIP.

THE DARKESH AREA INDICATE THE GROWTH To 1959.
THE LIGHT TONE SHOWS THE ANTICIPATED GROWTH
FROM l960 To 1970, AND THE MIDDLE TONES INDI-
CATES THE MAJOR DEVELOPMENT PLAW AFTER (9]0,
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ADJUSTED SCHOOL CENSUS TRACTS

To ADJUST THE SCHOOL CENSUS TRACTS, WE CON-
SIDERED THE FOLLOWING FACTORS:

. NATURAL AND PHYSICAL BARRIERS OF THE i
TOWNSHIP i

2. RATE IN WHICH PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS ARE !
BEING MADE AND WILL BE MADE,

3. RATE AND DIRECTION OF REAL ESTATE
DEVELOPMENT .

. I, SATURATION OF CERTAIN AREAS.
5. MATURITY OF NEIGHBORHOODS.
THE ANALYSIS OF EACH TRACT IS SUMMARIZED ON

THE FOLLOWING CHART. IT 1S 0BVIOUS THAT
THESE PERCENTAGES WILL BE ALTERED BY UN-
FCRESEEN DEVELOPMENT.

28




PERCENTAZE ADJUSTMENT FACTORS FOR
SCHOOL CEMSUS TRACTS ]

RATED }ii RELATION TO A STRAIGHT LINE PROJECTION
OF ENROLLMENT TRENDS

1965 1970 1580

NORTH OF STATE7§TREET

He 1 +25%  +25%  +25% EXPECTED DEVELOFP-
MENT IN MIDLAND
RoaD AREA

H-2 -25%  -25%  -25% UNAVAILABLE UTILITIES

H-3  -25% -25%  -25% UNAVAILABLE UTILITIES

H-It -20% 4og  -MO% UnavaiLABLE UTILITIES
UNCERTAINTY OF LAND

USE

H-5 0 0 0 PLANNED SUBDIViSIONS
ALONG MIDLAND ROAD

H-6  -20%  -20%  -20% AVAILABLE UTILITIES
ENABLE AVERAGE GROWTH

H-17 0 0 0 PLANNED SUBDIVISiONS
INSURE AVERAGE GROWTH

H-8  +100% +110% +i110% NEw HOUSING SHOULD
DOUBLE FOR NEXT TWENTY
YEARS

H-9  +42%  +225% +150% SuBDiViSiONS ALONG
STATE STREET PUSHING
NORTHWARD

H-10 +20%  +50%  +50% SuBDiViSIONS SHOULD
COVER ENTIRE TRACT

| H-11  -10%  -30%  -40% ProPERTY DEVELOPED.
; GROWTH SHOULD LEVEL
OFF

29




PERCENTAGE ADJUSTMENT, CONTINUED

H-12 0 +35%  +45% APARTMENTS EXPECTED
NORTH OF WEISS - NEW
HOUSING EXPECTED NORTH
OF SHATTUCK

-5 154 =259  -25% UnAvAILABLE UTILITIES
-6 -25%  -25%  -25% UNAVAILABLE UTILITIES

J-7 -20% -20% -20% UNAVAILABLE UTILITIES

-9 0 0 0 RA{LROAD TO THE SQUTH
RETARDS RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT. AVERAGE
PROJECTION FOR TRACT
{S EXPECTED

{- 10 0 0 0 UTILITIES AND PROPOSED
SUBDIVISIONS SUGGEST
AVERAGE PROJECTION

TREND
SoyTH OF STATE STREET
Fe | +100%  +100%  +1CO% HIGHEST GROWTH EX-
PECTED HERE IN
LARGEST TRACT

F.2  -25%  -20%  -4O% HieH DENSITY SUGGESTS
LEVELING GFF ENROLL-
MENT

F-3 0 0 0 NEW DEVELOPMENT ANTI-

C{PATED HERE WITH
FUl.LY DEVELQPED CAST
SIDE }NSURES AVERAGE
PROJECTIONS

-4 -10% 0 +50% SLOW GROWTH DURING
FIRST 5 YEARS WITH
BETTER THAN AVERAGE
GROWTH EXPECTED IN

1980




PERCENTAGE ADJUSTMENT, CONTINUED

F-5 0 0 +10% SOME GROWTH ANTIC)~
PATED WEST OF THE
CounTrY CLuB

-6  -10% -20%  -10% NEED FOR URBAN RENEW-
AL AND THREAT OF FLOOD
CONTROL SUGGESTS BELOW
AVERAGE PROJECT ION
FOR THIS AREA

REFER TO THE NEXT PAGE FOR A TABULATION oF ADJUSTED ;
SCHOOL CENSUS TRACTS.
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PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS anD DENSITIES

THE NEXT THREE MAPS ARE A COMPOSITE PICTURE OF

HOY MANY STUDENTS
HOw THEY ARE GROUPED AND
WHERE THEY LIVE

For THE YEARS 1960, 1965, 1970 AwD 1980. THESE
THREE MAPS, IN ESSENCE, ARE THE LONG-RANGE PLAN.

THEY PROVIDE:

|. A FRAMEWORK FOR YEARLY EVALUATIQON AND
ADJUSTMENT OF THE ENTIRE PLAN,

2. A UNIFORM SYSTEM OF RECORDING | NFORMATION

~

PERTAINING TO SCHOOL PLANNI NG,

3. A QuiCK REFERENCE FOR THE DISTRIIUTION OF
STUDENTS.

h. o GUIDE N DETERMINING FUTURE SITE NEEDS.
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PROPOSED SITES 1960 - 1980

THE PROPOSED SITES SHOWN ON THE NEXT MAPS ARE
BASED ON A STUDY OF:

EXISTING SCHOOLS
NEY SCHOOLS NEEDED
CHARACTERISTICS OF A GOOD SCHOOL SITE

THE MAPS SHOW THE NUMBER AND TYPES OF SITES
NEEDED, PLUS THE GENERAL LOCATON. AN ATTEMPT
HAS BEEN MADE TO LOCATE SCHOOLS N A ViCINITY
THAT MIGHT HAVE THREE OR FOUR OPTIONAL SITES
AVAILABLE.

THE ACTUAL SITE WOULD BE CHOSEN AFTER STUDYING
THE SITES IN THE VICINITY AND SELECTING THE ONE
WiTH THE BEST CHARACTERISTICS.

FOR iINSTANCE, THE NEW 5-8 SITE ON THE l960 MAP

IS LOCATED AT SHATTUCK AND MACKiNAW, ANY OTHER
SITES AVAILABLE IN THiIS LOCATION WCULD BE PROPER-
LY LOCATED FOR THIS SCHOOL.

3
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EXISTING DISTRICT - 1958

THE MAP ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE SHOWS THE LOCATION
AND BOUNDARIES OF THE EXISTING SCHOOLS. CAPACI~
TIES ARE BASED ON TWENTY FIVE PER CLASSRQOGM.

PROSSER SCHOOL
CLASSROOMS = 3 CAPACITY = 5

SITE - SMALL, BUT ADDITiONAL LAND AVAILABLE.
LOCATION = GOOD FOR K-4..

PLAINFIELD 3CHOOL
CLassrooms = 10 CapaciTy - 250

SITE - SMALL, BUT ADDITIONAL LAND AVAILABLE.
LOCATION - GOOD FOR K-4 OR COULD BE CONVERTED
To A 5-8 IN THE FUTURE.

McBRITE SCHOOL
CLassroomMs - 2 CapaciTy - 300

SITE - ADEQUATE FOR K-l
LOCATION = GooD FOR K-If OR COULD BE CONVERTED
10 5-8 IN THE FUTURE.

YE1SS SCHOOL
CLasskooms = |4 CAPACITY = 350

SITE - ADEQUATE FOR K-,
LOCAT ION = EXCELLENT FOR K-U,

WESTDALE SCHCOL
CLASSRoOMS = |5 Capacity - 375

SiTe - ADEQUATE For K-li or 5-8.
LocaTioN - Goop FOR 5-8.




EXISTING DISTRICT - 1958. conTinuED

HEMMETER SCHOOL
CLassrooMs - 2] CaPACITY = 525

SITE - NOT ADEQUATE FOR K-4 or 5-8.
LoCATION - Goop FOR K-4.

OTTO SCHOOL

REFER TO STUDY OF LOCATION OR ADMINISTRATION
AND SERVICE FACILITIES,

2k ke dak
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Nel/ SCHOQLS

A STUDY OF THE PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS ON THE
CENSUS TRACT MAPS SHOWS THAT THE TOWNSHIP Wikl
NEED ADDITIONAL SCHOOL FACSLITLES AS LLSTED
BELOW. THIS IS BASED ON PROSSER AND PLAINFIiELD
BE{NG EXPANDED TO 300 STUDENTS AND THE REMAINDER
OF THE EXISTING SCHOOLS FILLED TO CAPACITY.

1960
2 new 5-8 scHoous

196

\un

NEW K-U scHooLs

new 5-8 scHooL (CoNVERT YesTpaLE To 5-8)
NEW 9= 12 scHoot

—~ —\U1

1970

2 NEW K-U SCHOOLS
I WEw 9-12 scHooL

1980

NEw K-U schools
NEY 5-8 scHooLs

AV AV)

b




CHARACTER]STICS OF A GOCD SITE

AFTER THE GENERAL LOCATION OF A SITE IS DETERMINED,
THE D!FFEREMT PARCELS OF LAND SHOULD BE EVALUATED
iN TERMS OF THE CHARACTERISTICS BELOY:
l« ADEQUATE SiZE = PRESENT AND FUTURE,
2. CENTER OF STUDENT POPULATOMN.
« GOOD CIRCULATION = TO AND AROUND SiTE.
« PFROPER INSULATION FROM SURROUND !NGS. i

3
4
5« AREAS PROPERLY ZONED.
6

o NO OFF~SITE DISTURBANCE - NATURAL OR
ARTIFICIAL.,

{o GOOD SOIL CONDITIONS.
8. GOOD UTILITIES.
f 9. GOOD AESTHETIC ENVIRONMENT (EXAMPLE: TREES)
[0, REASONABLE COST.
|1« PROPER PROPORTIONS
12, AvaiLaBiILITY

GENERAL SITE STANDARDS

GRADES ENROLLMENT ACREAGE ‘ALK ACCESSIBILITY

RaDus
K-Y4 250-350 10 L WaLK
5-8 500-600 25 1% ALK AND MOBILE
9~12 1200~ 1400 50 2 MoBiLE




PROPOSED SITES

The YEARs 1960, 1965, 1970 anp 1980, HAVE BEEN
ARBITRARILY CHOSEN TO SHOW SITE REQUIREMENTS
FOR THESE PERIODS. THE YEARS IN BETWEEN ARE
EQUALLY, (F NOT MORC, IMPORTANT,

THE PROBLEM OF TRANSITION WILL INVOLVE QUESTIONS
THAT WiLL HAVE TO BE WORKED OUT ON A YEAR TO
YEAR BASiIS, DETAILED STUDIES OF TRANSPORTATION,
SCHEDUL ING, BUILDING PROGRAM AND EDUCATIONAL
GROUPING WILL BE REQUIRED.

A SUMMARY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT PRECEDES EACH
MAP OF PROPOSED SITES.

»




1960 PROPOSED SITES

NORTH SECT!ON: GROUPING NUMBER OF STUDENTS

K-U 914
5-8 ?37
9- 12 109

RECOMMENDAT 1 ONS ©

l. K-} STUDENTS HOUSED iIN EX!STING CLASSROOMS.
2. Locate NEw 5-8 schoor i1n H-8. %
3. LOCATE SECOND HiGH SCHOOL SITE iN H-8,

SOUTH SECTION: GROUPING NUMBER OF STUDENTS
K- T4
5-8 220
9-12 W7
RECOMMENDAT { ONS &

| K-l STUDENTS HOUSED IN EXISTING CLASSROOMS.
2. LocaTe NEw 5-8 schooL i F=1,
3. LOCATE FIRST HiGH SCHOOL SITE iN F-1,

*NoTeES ON HiGH SCHOOL LOCATIONS:

l. THE SITES ARE LOCATED GENTRALLY TO THE AREA
THEY Wikl ULTIMATELY SERVE.

2. THE FiRST HIGH SCHOOL IS LOCATED iN THE SOUTH
SECTION BECAUSE THIS IS THE MOST MATURE RESIi-
DENTIAL AREA AND CONSEQUENTLY, HAS THE GREATEST
NUMBER OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS AT THE PRESENT
TiIME.

AVAILABILITY OF A LARGE BLOCK OF LAND AT A
REASONABLE COST “WAS A MAJOR CONSIDERATiON.
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PROPOSED SITES
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1965 PROPOSED SITES

NORTH SECTION: GroupPinNG NUMBER OF STUDENTS

K-l 1,626
5-8 I,02U
9- 12 8ol

RECOMMENDAT I ONS :

|. LocATE NEw K-4 in H-6.
2. LocaTE NEw K-% in H-8.
. ADDITIONS TO PROSSER.
. Locate new 5-8 1w H-6

SOUTH SECTIONS: Grourinag NiMBER OF STUDENTS

K-4 l,366
5-8 995
9- 12 829

RECOMMENDAT I ONS :

l. LocATE nEi. K-4 in F-1i.
2. LocaTE wew K-% in F-3.

E. LocaTte New K-Y in F-5,
i. CONVERT WESTDALE To 5-8 scHoot.
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1965 PROPOSED SITES

HOSPITAL '

 LAWNDALE

HACKETT

Me CARTY

BARNARD

SHATTUCK

. N
AN
%{;{ﬁ.
/v\\‘
KEY - SCHOOIL:. SITES | E STATE
|
|
B existing K _ 4 .I

‘W projectea .4 '\{\

o existing 5 -8

0 ! projected 5-8
A

projected high school

lnol' :hl .‘/.l ] mile
S A G | N A W T
S A G i A W T




1970 PROPOSED SITES

NORTH SECTION: GROUPING NUMBER OF STUDENTS

K-} 2,063
5-8 1,280
9-12 999

RECOMMENDAT tONS :

|. LocATE WEw K-4 schoor in H-12.
2. New HiGH ScHoobL ON EXISTING H-8 siTE.

SOUTH SECTION: GROUPING NUMBER OF STUBENTS

K-d 1,71
5-8 1,245
9- 12 1,101

RECOMMENDAT I ONS :

I. LocaTE NEw K-U in F-U,
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1970 PROPOSED SITES
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1980 PROPOSED SITES

NORTH SECTION: GroueiNG NUMBER OF STUDENTS

K- 2,550
5~8 1,608
9- 12 1,263

RECOMMENDAT I ONS ¢

l. LocATE NEw K-l in H-T.
2. LocaTe New 5-8 1w [-9.

SOUTH SECTION: GrRourPiNG NUMBER OF STUDENTS

K- 2,175
5-8 1,512
9- 12 1,362

RECOMMENDAT I ONS ¢

l. Locate new K-l in F-1.
2. Locate new 5-8 in F-k,
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1980 PROPOSED SITES
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LOCAT | ON
ADMINISTRATION ano SERVICE ~ACILITIES

AS PART OF THE PLANNING, AN INVESTIGATION HAS
BEEN MADE FOR THE LGCATION GF THE ADMINISTRATION
AND CENTRAL SERVICE FACILITIES. THE MAP ON THE
NEXT PAGE SHOWS THE LOCATIONS THAT WERE CONSIDER=-
EDe THE VAR{OUS SITES ARE:

Location "A" - HEMMETER ScrooL

THIS SCHOOL IS EXPECTED TO HAVE EXTRA CLASS~
ROOM SPACE THAT WOULD BE UTILIZED AS THE
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICESe. THIS CENTRAL LOCATION
IS GOOD, BUT THE SITE IS TOO SMALL TO ADD ANY
CENTRAL SERVICE AND STORAGE FACILITIES.

LocaTioN "B" - NEw SIiTE ON STATE STREET

IDEALLY, THIS WOULD BE THE BEST SOLUTION. Buy
LAND ON STATE STREET BECAUSE T S CENTRALLY
LOCATED AND BUILD ALL THE FACILITIES NEEDED.

THE DISADVANTAGES ARE COST OF LAND AND COST
OF BUILDINGS. THIS IS NOT AN ECONOMICAL
SOLUT I ONe

LocaTioN "C" - NEW HIGH SCHOOL

THiS #S NOT A CENTRAL LOCATION, BUT THERE {3
SOME ADVANTAGE N BEING NEAR THE HIGH SCHOOL.

LEodte 3 asrde

THE Di1SADVANTAGES ARE BUYING LAND AND BUILDING
NEW FACILITIES,

LocaTioN "D" - PRESENT LOCATION

THIS 1S NOT A CENTRAL LOCATION, 3UT IT WOULD
UTtLIZE EXISTiNG PROPERTY AND BE ECONOMICAL.

e
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LOCAT ION, CONTINUED

LocaTtion "E" - OTTO ScHooL

THIS SITE 1S ADJACENT TO MAIN TRAFFIC ARTERIES
ALTHOUGH IT §S NOT CENTRALLY LOCATED. USiNG
THIS SITE AND REMODELING THE BUILDiNG WOULD BE
AN ECONOMICAL SOLUTION. THIS ALSO SOLVES THE
PROBLEM OF HOW TO DISPOSE OF THiIS TWO CLASS-
ROOM SCHOOL.,

RECOMMENDAT { ON

LocATiOoN "E" - UTILIZE THE SITE, REMODEL THE
EXISTING BUILDINGS AND BUILD NEY FACILITIES
AS NEEDED.
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PLANNING FACTORS

A LiST OF FACTORS AFFECTING THE FINAL SITE

LOCATION IS INCLUDED HERE TO INDIiCATE THE

COMPREHENSIVE NATURE OF PLANNING. |T sHoulD

BE EMPHASIZED THAT ASSUMPTJONS BASED ON PRO-

FESSIONAL EXPERIENCE WERE MADE ON MANY OF THE

FACTORS., THIS IS PART OF PLANNING.

I[F A PLAN HAS INHERENT QUALITIES OF FLEXIBILITY i
T CAN BE ADJUSTED AS THE ASSUMPTIONS PROVE OR '
DI SPROVE THEMSELVES WiTHOUT AFFECTING THE TOTAL .
PLAN. THE PLANNING SYSTEM USED IN THIS REPORT
HAS THE QUALITY OF CHANGE BUILT iN.

|, EXISTING AND FUTURE TRAFFIC ARTERIES.

2. RAiLROADS.

3. TRAVELING DiSTANCES = TRANSPORTATION.
i, EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM
5. COMMUNITIES.
6. UTILITIES - PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS.
!
7. AVAILABILITY OF LAND.
8. USE oF EXISTING SCHOOLS. ;
9. EXISTING AND FUTURE AREAS OF GROWTH. §

{0, SATURATION OF AREAS.
|l, AGE GROUPS = FAMILY PROFILES.
|2, EXiSTING AND FUTURE LAND USE. q

13. NATIONAL, STATE AND LOCAL POPULATION TRENDS.

lh. METROPOL I TAN PLANNING FACTORS AFFECTING THE
TOWNSHIP. i
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