S.K. SURPLUS PROPERTIES HOUSING INITIATIVE
BOARDS & COMMISSIONS FEEDBACK SURVEY

Name of Board/Commission:

This survey is intended to be completed by your board as a group, following discussion. While completing this survey please remember that the
purpose of this design exercise and public workshop process is to generate feedback in response to the Town Council’s request for public
feedback on housing options for these three properties. Union Studios was tasked by the Town Council to create realistic site layout design
concepts for community discussion. While all other options for these properties remain on the table for Council consideration, this specific
exercise seeks input on housing, only. Staff stands ready to evaluate other potential uses for these properties in the future if the Council so
directs.

On the following pages you will find a table for each site that asks you to Score, Rank and Comment
on the proposed design concepts.

e “Score” => Assign a grade to each concept on its own individual merit from 1 -10. (1 = Poor /5 = OK / 10 = Excellent).
Different concepts on the same site may share the same score.

e “Rank” => Rate the concepts against one another in order of preference. (1 = best / 4 = worst).
Different concepts on the same site may not share the same rank.

Please score & rank all of the concepts even if you prefer other uses for the sites. This will allow us to gauge the relative appeal of
the concepts. However, if you feel strongly that an alternative use would fulfill a more beneficial function to the community than
housing at one or more of the sites, you can check the box in the site name header and explain your preferred alternative and its
community benefits in the “Open Comments” block at the end of the table for each site.

e “Comment” => Provide feedback on the designs for each site. Several questions are provided to generate consistency in feedback, but feel
free to add additional thoughts.

Use the “Open Comments” block to provide feedback to the Town Council on other design-related matters not discussed in the
Guided Comments block or to propose alternative, housing or non-housing uses that you feel would better address town concerns.

o “Workshop Comments” => A block is provided at the end of the survey to provide feedback on the overall workshop process.




South Road School

Non-Housing Alternative Preferred

See Open Comments Below

S S
Score / 1-10 Rank / 1-3
A Multi-Family Building with 1 & 2BR Apartments / 94 Units 1 1
B Cottages (3BR ) / 46 Units 1 1
C 30 Cottages (3BR) + 10 x 3-Unit TownHouses (2BR) / 57 Units 1 1

Guided Comments

What do you think about the numbers units and types of structures in the proposed concepts?

Do you have any recommendations to improve any of the concepts to make them more appealing?




If the Town Council were to identify your one of your top-ranked concepts for further study, discuss any issues/concerns that you have about
those designs that would require further consideration?

How can the town best exercise its power as the property owner to ensure that any housing project on this property has the desired impact
for the town and its residents?

Open Comments |:| Non-Housing Alternative Preferred




Non-Housing Alternative Preferred

See Open Comments Below

: . s
Scre / 1-10 Rank /1-4

A Mixed-Use Building with 1BR Apartments / 54 Units 1 1

B Multi-Family Building with 1 & 2BR Apartments / 63 Units 1 1

C 10 x 3 & 4-Unit TownHouses / 31 Units 1 1

D 10 x 3 & 4-Unit TownHouses + 5 x 6 Unit Stacked Flats / 50 Units 1 1

Guided Comments

What do you think about the numbers units and types of structures in the proposed concepts?

Do you have any recommendations to improve any of the concepts to make them more appealing?




If the Town Council were to identify your #1 ranked concept for further study, what issues/concerns do you have about the design that require

further consideration?

How can the town best exercise its power as the property owner to ensure that any housing project on this property has the desired impact

for the town and its residents?

Open Comments

Non-Housing Alternative Preferred




OI ive r Wa tSO n H ouse Non-Housing Alternative Preferred

See Open Comments Below

Score / 1-10 Rank / 1-4
A By-Right 5-Lot Subdivision — Existing + 4 Homes / 5 Units 1 1
B Existing House + 14 Cottages, Side Prkg. / 15 Units 1 1
C Existing House + 15 Cottages, Rear Prkg. / 16 Units 1 1
D Existing House + 4 Cottages & 2 Stacked Flats / 17 Units 1 1

Guided Comments

e What do you think about the numbers units and types of structures in the proposed concepts?

¢ Do you have any recommendations to improve any of the concepts to make them more appealing?




If the Town Council were to identify your #1 ranked concept for further study, what issues/concerns do you have about the design that require

further consideration?

How can the town best exercise its power as the property owner to ensure that any housing project on this property has the desired impact

for the town and its residents?

Open Comments

Non-Housing Alternative Preferred




General Comments About the Workshop Process
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