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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT 

Department of Land Conservation and Development 
635 Capitol Street, Suite 150 

Salem, OR 97301-2540 
(503) 373-0050 

Fax (503) 378-5518 
w w w . lcd.state.or .us 

Mis. 

7/24/2009 

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan 
or Land Use Regulation Amendments 

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist 

SUBJECT: City of Woodburn Plan Amendment 
DLCD File Number 001-09 

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption. 
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached. A Copy of the 
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government 
office. 

Appeal Procedures* 

DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: Thursday, August 06, 2009 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption. Pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b) 
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment 
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). 

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government. If 
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of the 
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice 
of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in 
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10). Please call LUBA at 
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures. 

*NOTE: THE APPEAL DEADLINE IS BASED UPON THE DATE THE DECISION WAS 
MAILED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT. A DECISION MAY HAVE BEEN MAILED 
TO YOU ON A DIFFERENT DATE THAT IT WAS MAILED TO DLCD. AS A 
RESULT, YOUR APPEAL DEADLINE MAY BE EARLIER THAN THE ABOVE 
DATE SPECIFIED. 

Cc: Natalie Labossiere, City of Woodburn 
Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist 
Steve Oulman, DLCD Regional Representative 
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DLCD DEPTOF 
Notice of Adoption JJLiiSL 

T H I S F O R M M U S T B E M A I L E D T O D L C D AND DEVELOFWEMT 
WITHIN 5 WORKING DAYS AFTER THE FINAL DECISION 

P E R O R S 1 9 7 . 6 1 0 , O A R C H A P T E R 6 6 0 - D I V I S I O N 18 • :••! CD i -m: ihliv 

Jurisdiction: Woodbum Local file number: CPA 2008-01 

Date of Adoption: 7/13/2009 Date Mailed: 7/16/2009 

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLCD? Select oneDate: 

[X] Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment • Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

• Land Use Regulation Amendment Q Zoning Map Amendment 

] New Land Use Regulation G Other: 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached". 

This Comprehensive Plan text amendment is to adopt the updated City of Woodburn Parks & Recreation 
Master Plan as a sub-exhibit to the Comprehensive Plan. 

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? Please select one 

The priority list is reprioritized. 

Plan Map Changed from: to: 

Zone Map Changed from: to: 

Location: Acres Involved: 

Specify Density: Previous: New: 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Was an Exception Adopted? • YES [ 3 NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment... 

45-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? S Yes • No 
If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? • Yes • No 
If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? • Yes • No 



DLCD file No. 0 0 1 - ° 9 ( 1 7 3 0 5 ) [ 1 5 6 2 1 ] 

Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

Local Contact: Natalie Labossiere 

Address: 270 Montgomery St. 

City: Woodburn Zip: 97071 

Phone:- (503) 982-2402 Extension: 

Fax Number: 503-982-5244 

E-mail Address: 
natalie.labossiere@ci.woodburn.or.us 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This form must be mailed to DLCD within 5 working days after the final decision 

per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 660 - Division 18. 

1. Send this Form and TWO Complete Copies i documents and maps) of the Adopted Amendment to: 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

2. Electronic Submittals: At least one hard copy must be sent by mail or in person, or by emailing 
larry.french@state.or.us. 

3. Please Note: Adopted materials must be sent to DLCD not later than FIVE (5) working days 
following the date of the final decision on the amendment. 

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the text of the amendment plus adopted findings 
and supplementary information. 

5. The deadline to appeal will not be extended if you submit this notice of adoption within five working 
days of the final decision. Appeals to LUBA may be filed within twenty-one (21) days of the date, the 
Notice of Adoption is sent to DLCD. 

6. In addition to sending the Notice of Adoption to DLCD, you must notify persons who participated in the 
local hearing and requested notice of the final decision. 

7. Need More Copies? You can now access these forms online at http://www.lcd.state.or.us/. Please 
print on 8-1/2x11 green paper onlv. You may also call the DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax 
your request to: (503) 378-5518; or Email your request to Iarry.french@state.or.us - Attention: Plan 
Amendment Specialist. 

Updated March 17, 2009 

mailto:natalie.labossiere@ci.woodburn.or.us
mailto:larry.french@state.or.us
http://www.lcd.state.or.us/
mailto:Iarry.french@state.or.us


COUNCIL BILL NO. 2766 

ORDINANCE NO. 2458 

AN ORDINANCE MAKING TEXT AMENDMENTS TO THE WOODBURN COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN AND ADOPTING THE PARKS AND RECREATION MASTER PLAN AS A SUB-
EXHIBIT TO THE WOODBURN COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. 

WHEREAS, by Resolution 1941 on November 10, 2008, the Woodbum City Council 
initiated consideration of a legislative land use decision to adopt the Woodburn Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan Update (Comprehensive Plan Amendment 2008-01); and 

WHEREAS, the Woodburn Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on 
February 26,2009, and recommended that City Council adopt the draft revisions to the Comprehensive 
Plan with a condition that the 2013-2016 priority recommendation to add one park to the Southwest area 
East of 1-5 be reprioritized to the 2009-2012 priority recommendation; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on March 23, 2009, and considered 
written and oral testimony on the legislative amendments; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council continued the public hearing until June 22, 2009, and 
directed that this Ordinance be drafted; NOW, THEREFORE, 

THE CITY OF WOODBURN ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The text amendments to the Woodburn Comprehensive Plan, which are affixed 
hereto and incorporated herein as Attachment "A" are adopted. 

Section 2. The Parks and Recreation Master Plan, which is affixed hereto and is 
incorporated herein as Attachment "B", is adopted as a sub-exhibit to the Woodburn Comprehensive Plan. 

Section 3. This legislative land use decision is explained and justified by the legislative 
findings contained in the Staff Report, which is affixed and incorporated as Attachment "C." 

Approved as to Form:. 
City Attorney Date 

Page 1 - COUNCIL BILL NO. 2766 
ORDTMANriF. NO. 2458 



Passed by the Council 
Submitted to the Mayor 
Approved by the Mayor 
Filed in the Office of the Recorder 

13, 2009 
J u l y 15, 2009 
J u l y 15, 2009 
J u l y 15, 2QQ9 

ATTEST: CU^ 
Mary TeMant, Recorder 
City of Woodburn, Oregon 

Page 2-COUNCIL BILL NO. 2766 
ORDINANCE NO. 2458 
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L. Parks and Recreation 

Open Space /Parks Goals and Policies 

Goals 

L-l. The Woodburn Parks and Recreation Comprehensive Plan shall 
establish a framework for land acquisition and fiiture park improvements 
within the community. It is the goal of the City to provide adequate 
parks, recreation facilities, and open space to maintain Woodburn's 
livability and managed growth, and to provide social, economic and 
environmental benefits to individuals, families and the community. 

L-2. Downtown Woodburn should remain a centerpiece of activity, culture, 
and commerce within the City. Library Park, the Downtown Plaza, 
Woodbum Aquatic Center, Settlemier Park, the Woodburn World's 
Berry Center Museum, and Locomotive Park should be used as catalysts 
for downtown revitalization. 

Policies 

L-l .1 The City will ensure that sufficient land is made available for paries and to 
meet current and future parks and open spaces by adopting tho system of facility 
types and standards in the 1999 Parks and Recreation Comprehensive Plan 
including: Mini Parks; Neighborhood/School Parks; Community Parks; Municipal 
Paries; Greenways, Open Space, Trails and Pathways; and Cultural Fvesourcos 
and/or Special Use Parks/Facilities, needs by acquiring and developing new 
parks in the area west of Interstate 5: the southwest area of the city, east of 
Interstate 5; and the southeast area of the City, west of Highway 99E. 

L-1.2 The City will ensure the most efficient and effective means of providing 
sufficient land for neighborhood parks by adopting a neighborhood/school park 
concept including joint land acquisition and development, thereby strengthening the 
existing partnership between the City and the Woodburn School District. Where 
feasible, the City will acquire and develop neighborhood parks, trails, and 
open spaces through the development review process. 

L-l.3 Where neighborhood/school paries are not feasible, it is the policy of the 
City to acquire neighborhood parks, when practicable, through tho 
development review process. The City will ensure that parks system 
development charges are adequate to meet the parks, trails, and open space 
needs created by development. 

Staff Report -
Comprehensive Plan Amendment - 2/26/2009 
Page 1 of 3 
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L-I.4 As a supplement to the City's -neighborhood parks, required nodal 
master plans shall include provision'for adequate park and recreational 
iaoiiitiw. To ensure walkability, the City will strive to provide parks, trails, 
and indoor facilities within one-third mile of Woodburn residents. 

L-1.5 The City will ensure the most efficient and effective means of providing 
sufficient land for neighborhood parks by pursuing partnerships with schools 
and other agencies to establish joint parkland acquisition, development, and 
operational ventures. 

L-1,5 L-1.6 It is the policy of the City to manage implement the Mill Creek 
Greenway Master Plan, and to manage the Mill Creek, Goose Creek and 
Senecal Creek corridors as public greenways and pathways; multiple 
functions will include open space and habitat preservation, flood control, 
cycling and walking on all-weather pathways, nature recreation and 
education, and limited playground activities where there is a deficiency 
of neighborhood parks. The City will establish and enforce a healthy streams 
policy to ensure that Woodburn's waterways are preserved and well-
maintained. 

L' 1.6 L-17 To provide for a continuous public greenway and pathway system, it is 
the policy of the City to acquire privately-owned segments along Mill 
Creek, Goose Creek, and Senecal Creek and other stream corridors 
including the west tributary from Settlemier Park to Parr Road. It is the 
policy of the City to seek dedication of floodplains and creek corridors 
for natural areas, neighborhood recreation areas, open space and 
transportation. 

L I . 7 L-18 To ensure adequate maintenance of the City's parks, recreation, and 
open spaces, and recreation facilities, the City will prepare comprehensive 
management plans, including maintenance level of service management standards 
for each facility site. 

L 1.8 L-19 It is the policy of the City to require multi-family housing projects 
which exceed four (4) units to provide basic neighborhood park and 
playground facilities, based on development standards of the Recreation 
and Paries Department. The City will ensure that adequate funds are budgeted 
annually to meet established level of service standards for parks, open spaces, 
and recreation facilities. 

L-l.lO-The City will support the development of an "Adopt a Park" program 
to encourage community involvement in the stewardship of parks and trails. 

L 1.9 L- l . l l Because recreation participation preferences and interests vary among 
employment, ethnic, social, and cultural groups, it is the policy of the 

ATTACHMENT A . 
Pa.qe Q of 3 

Staff Report -
Comprehensive Plan Amendment - 2/26/2009 
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City to oxcroisc special sensitivity in selecting the typos of recreation 
programs it offers, and in tho design and management of parks, 
rcoreation and open space, ensure that parks, open spaces, facilities, and 
programs are developed to meet the diverse needs and interests of Woodburn's 
population. 

A11 ACUMEN" 
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Staff Report -
Comprehensive Plan Amendment - 2/26/2009 
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ATTACHMENT 

Due to its size, Attachment "B" (the Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan) is included with the original ordinance but is 

not part of the City Council packet. It is available at 
http://www.ci.woodburn.or.us/recreation/parksplan.aspx 

http://www.ci.woodburn.or.us/recreation/parksplan.aspx
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^ ^ Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

W o o d b u r N 270 Montgomery Street, Woodbum, Oregon 97071 - (503) 982-5246 - (503) 982-5244 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 
STAFF REPORT 

City Council Public Hearing 

Application Type Type V - Legislative Amendment 
Application Number CPA 2008-01 
Project Description Comprehensive plan text amendment to revise the "Parks and 

Recreation-Open Space/Parks Goals and Policies" section and to adopt 
the updated City of Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master Plan as a 
sub-exhibit to the Comprehensive Plan 

Applicant/Representative City of Wood burn/Jim Row 
Planner Assigned Natalie Labossiere 
Application Received December 29, 2008 
Application Complete February 10, 2009 
Date of Staff Report March 6,2009 
Date of Hearing March 23, 2009 
120-Day Deadline Legislative Amendments not subject to 120-day time limit 

BACKGROUND & PROPOSAL -The City Council adopted Resolution No. 1914 on November 10, 2008 
initiating consideration of a legislative land use decision to adopt the Woodburn Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan update. This plan is an update to the 1999 Parks and Recreation Comprehensive plan that 
was prepared by Don Garner & Associates, and is intended to help meet the City of Woodburn's needs 
of current and fiiture residents by positioning Woodburn to build on the community's unique parks and 
recreation assets and identify new opportunities. The proposed Parks and Recreation Master Plan was 
prepared by the consulting team of Mackenzie/GreenPlay, LLC with the assistance of the Recreation 
and Park Board and City staff. 

In addition to the recommendations included within the plan, staff is also recommending amendments to 
revise the Open Space/Parks Goals and Policies in the Comprehensive Plan and to adopt the updated 
City of Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master Plan as a sub-exhibit to the Comprehensive Plan. 

The Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master Plan will help the City determine the phasing, timing and 
funding for implementing these and other projects and services over the next several years. The plan 
contains the following sections: 

• Executive Summary 
• The Planning Context 
• Analysis of Programs and Spaces 
• Funding 
• Great Things to Come 
• Recommendations and Action Plans 

The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on February 26,2009 and recommended that City 
Council adopt the draft revisions to the Comprehensive Plan and the updated parks and Recreation 
Master Plan as a sub-exhibit to the Comprehensive Plan with a condition that the 2013-2016 priority 
recommendation to add one park to the southwest area East of 1-5 be reprioritized to the 2009-2012 
priority recommendation. 
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RECOMMENDATION - Conduct public hearing to receive public testimony and consider Planning 
Commission and Staff recommendation for adoption of amendments to the City of Woodburn 
Comprehensive Plan and adoption of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan as a sub-exhibit. 

Oregon Revised Statutes 197 require amendments to the Comprehensive Plan to conform with the 
Comprehensive Plan, the applicable regulations in the Woodburn Development Ordinance, and the 
Statewide Goals and Guidelines. The following provides the required analysis. 

RELEVANT APPROVAL CRITERIA: Woodburn Development Ordinance § [WDO 4.101.06.E] [WDO 
4.101.09.A.3] City of Woodburn Comprehensive Plan § Review, Revision, and Update pg 11 and 
Policy B-L. 

ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. Type V Procedural Requirements TWDQ 4.101.06.E1 
Findings; The Woodburn City Council passed Resolution Number 1914 on November 10, 2008 
that initiated consideration of a legislative land use decision to adopt the Woodburn Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan Update by the Planning Commission with a recommendation to the City 
Council for adoption. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on February 26, 2009 and 
considered evidence and testimony regarding the comprehensive text amendment and adoption of 
the City of Woodburn Parks & Recreation Master Plan as a sub-exhibit. The City Council is 
scheduled to hold a final public hearing on March 23, 2009 to consider the recommendation of the 
Planning Commission and testimony regarding the identified text amendments. This legislative 
action was initiated through the procedures outlined in the Woodburn Development Ordinance for 
this type of action. 

2. Type V Notification Requirements TWDQ 4.101.09.A.31 
Findings: Notification of the legislative amendment was provided to the Oregon Department of 
Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) on December 30, 2008, consistent with the 
requirements for a Post Acknowledgement Plan Amendment notification contained in Oregon 
Revised Statutes 197.610 and Oregon Administrative Rule 660, Division 18. A certificate of 
mailing of the required notice to the DLCD is provided in the record. 
The Planning Commission conducted a work session regarding the proposed Comprehensive Plan 
Text Amendment during the Planning Commission's regular meeting of February 12,2009 
Notification of the legislative amendment was published in the Woodburn Independent Newspaper 
on January 31, 2009. 
All notification contained information regarding the time, date, and location of the pubic hearings, 
the file number, the staff contact for questions or submission of testimony. All notification also 
included a summary of the proposed text amendments. All notification documents provided 
information regarding the public hearing procedures and how to review or obtain copies of the 
documents to be considered. Notification requirements consistent with the provisions of the 
Woodburn Development Ordinance and statutory requirements were met for this legislative 
amendment to the Woodburn Development Ordinance. 

3. Comprehensive Plan Policy Consistency - Review, Revision and Update 

A, Compliance with the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan; 
Findings: The Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master Plan is in compliance with 
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies related to Goal L-l, which states that the Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan shall establish a framework for land acquisition and future park 
improvements within the community 

2 



ATTACHMENT 
P a g e _ 3 ° ï — 

B. Compliance with the various elements of the Comprehensive Plan; 
Findings: The Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master Plan is also in compliance with 
various elements of the Comprehensive Plan relating to enhancing the quality of life that are 
discussed under growth management goals and policies, natural and cultural resources goals 
and policies, and open space/parks goals and policies. 

C, Compliance with Statewide Goals and guidelines; 
Findings: There are 19 state land use goals that have been adopted by the state legislature. 
Goals 15 - 19 are not applicable to Woodburn as they related to Willamette River Greenway 
(Goal 15), Estuarine Resources (16), Coastal Shorelands (17), Beaches and Dunes (18), and 
Ocean Resources (19). 

Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement: The project was guided by a project team, made up of 
the Recreation and Park Board and city staff. Focus groups were conducted December 
11th and 12a, 2007. There were a total of 4 focus groups, and almost 50 participants 
including: community stakeholders, department staff, Park Board members, and 
school district representatives. In addition, a public forum was held on December 12, 
2007. Its adoption will occur after public hearings before both the Woodburn Planning 
Commission and City Council. These amendments are consistent with this goal. 

Goal 2 - Land Use Planning: During the year-long effort of updating the Plan, the 
project team conducted a needs assessment, examined existing facilities, programs, 
and services, conducted a comprehensive community input process, and determined 
the current and recommended levels of service for the community. Throughout the 
process citizen needs were incorporated into the Plan. These amendments are 
consistent with this goal. 

Goal 3 - Agricultural Land and Goal 4 - Forest Land: These goals are indirectly 
applicable to the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments and to adopt the Parks 
and Recreation Master Plan as by providing usable open space for the community, 
agricultural and forest lands can be preserved. These amendments are consistent with 
this goal. 

Goal 5 - Open Space, Natural and Cultural Resources: The Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan encourages the preservation of natural resources and the enhancement of 
public open space. The proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments encourage 
the City to provide sufficient land for neighborhood parks by pursuing partnerships 
with schools and other agencies. It also states that the City will implement the Mill 
Creek Greenway Master Plan. These amendments are consistent with this goal. 

Goal 6 - Air. Water, and Land Resources Quality: This goal is not directly applicable 
to the Comprehensive Plan text amendments, but it does encourage the City to acquire 
privately-owned segments along Mill Creek, Goose Creek, and Senecal Creek and 
other stream corridors. These amendments are consistent with this goal. 

Goal 7 - Natural Hazards: It is the policy of the Comprehensive Plan to implement 
and manage the Mill Creek, Goose Creek and Senecal Creek corridors as public 
green ways and pathways to ensure flood control and that Woodburn5 s waterways are 
preserved and well-maintained. These amendments are consistent with this goal. 

3 
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Goal 8 - Recreational Needs: The update of a Parks and Recreation Master Plan 
represents a significant effort to enhance recreational services and amenities available 
to the residents of Woodburn. Through the intensive solicitation of public information, 
recreational needs were identified and strategies formed to achieve the community's 
vision in regards to recreational needs. These amendments are consistent with this 
goal. 

Goal 9 - Economy: The proposed request to adopt the Woodburn Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan and amendments to the Comprehensive Plan will help to 
invigorate the Woodburn economy by ensuring that the current and future needs of the 
community which in turn adds to the regional draw to Woodburn. 

Goal 10-Housing: The proposed request to adopt the Woodburn Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan and amendments to the Comprehensive Plan establishes the 
framework necessary for supporting the parks, facilities, and recreational services 
needs of both, existing housing residents, and the residents of potential future housing 
developments in the community. Providing improved park facilities and services 
enhances the residential community and is consisted with this goal. 

Goal 11 - Public Facilities and Services: The proposed Woodburn Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan identifies needed public improvements and acquisitions to 
enhance and expand the public parks system. These amendments are consistent with 
this goal. 

Goal 12 - Transportation: The proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan 
encouraging walkability by providing parks, trails, and indoor facilities within one-
third mile of Woodburn residents, promotes multi modal transportation and is 
consistent with this goal. 

Goal 13 - Energy: This goal is not directly applicable to the Woodburn Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan. However, as noted above the creation of multi use paths may 
reduce the community's consumption of energy, by reducing local automobile travel. 
As such, the proposal complies with this goal. 

Goal 14 - Urbanization: The Woodburn Parks and Recreation Master plan intends to 
support urbanization with recreational opportunities which will ensure development in 
an orderly manner. These amendments are consistent with this goal. 

D. That there is a public need for the change; 
Findings: There is a significant public need for the update to the Parks and Recreation 
Comprehensive plan. The process of updating the plan involved significant public outreach to 
ensure that Woodburn residents' parks and recreation program, facilities, and parkland needs were 
addressed. This information, coupled with an inventory and condition assessment of current parks 
and facilities, constituted the basis for the Plan's recommendations for improvements to the park 
system's infrastructure. 

4 
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E. That this land best suites that public need; and 
Findings: No specific parcel of land is identified in the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 
However, three sections of the City are identified as areas where the City should acquire property 
and develop parks, in order to meet the parkland needs of the expanding City. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy Consistency - Citizen Involvement [Policy B-11 
Findings: Focus groups were conducted December 111,1 and 12th, 2007. There were a total of 4 
focus groups, and almost 50 participants including: community stakeholders, department staff, 
Park Board members, and school district representatives. In addition, a public forum was held on 
December 12, 2007. The State of Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development was 
provided notification 45 days prior to the Planning Commission public hearing of the proposed 
text amendments. The DLCD provides other potentially interested parties the opportunity to 
review text amendments from local governments throughout the state. Notification of the 
proposed text amendments was published in the Woodburn Independent newspaper 25 days prior 
to the Planning Commission public hearing. The Planning Commission conducted a work session 
on the update to the Woodburn Parks and Recreation plan at the public meeting of February 12, 
2009 that was a regularly scheduled meeting of the Planning Commission. The Planning 
Commission held a public hearing on February 26, 2009 and considered evidence and testimony 
regarding the comprehensive text amendment and adoption of the City of Woodburn Parks & 
Recreation Master Plan as a sub-exhibit. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy Consistency - Coordination [Policy B-2(a)] 

Findings: Notification and a copy of the text amendments were provided to the DLCD, consistent 
with this policy as documented in the record. 
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IV. 

V. 

VI. 

VII. 

Vili 

IX. 

X. 

XI. 

XII. 

Focus Groups Summary 

Survey Crosstabs (data tables provided electronically) 

Park and Facility Inventory 

GRASP® Maps and Perspectives 

1. Map A: Regional Context 

2. Map B: System 

3. Map C: Analysis Subareas 

4. Map D: Recommendations 

5. Perspectives A: Neighborhood Access to All Components 

6. Perspective B: Walkable Access to All Components 

GRASP® History and Methodology 

Participant Evaluation Form 

Sample Partnership Policy 

Program Grants 

Sample Sponsorship Policy 

Cost Recovery Pyramid Methodology 

Walkable Community Checklist 

Comfort and Convenience Costs 

For more information about this document, contact: 

GreenPlay, LLC 
3050 Industrial Lane, Suite 200 

Broomfield, Colorado 80020 
Telephone: 303-439-8369 

Fax: 303-439-0628 

Group Mackenzie 
1515 SE Water Avenue, Suite 100 

Portland, Oregon 97217 
Telephone: 503-224-9560 

Fax: 503-228-1285 
www.greenplayllc.com www.grpmack.com 

http://www.greenplayllc.com
http://www.grpmack.com
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FOCUS GROUP: 
SUMMARY 

PROJECT NUMBER: 

PROJECT NAME: 

2070451.00 

Woodburn Parks & Recreation 
Master Plan Update 

ISSUE DATE: December 17, 2007 

December 11 & 12, 2007 

10:30 AM-12 :30 PM 

Woodburn Police Station Community Room 

City of Woodburn 
Jim Row, Community Services Director 

Consultant Team 
Dan Jenkins, Group Mackenzie 
Jenny Richmond, Group Mackenzie 
Pat OToole, GreenPlay 
John Barnholt, GreenPlay 
Teresa Penbrooke, GreenPlay 
Rob Layton, Design Concepts 
Rachel Brenna, Design Concepts 
Jeff Smith, Geowest 
Chris Cares, RRC Associates 

Focus Group Notes: Verbatim 

Every effort has been made to accurately record this meeting. If any errors or omissions are noted, please 
provide written response within five days of receipt. 

Focus Group Questions 

1) Introductions: How long have you been a resident of Woodburn? 
Focus Group «1: 11:30 AM - 1:30 PM December 11,07 
AIh pdflicipanti ate resicfenls of WoodbUffi 
+20 years = 2 / 1 0 19 years = 1 / 5 - 9 years * 5 y e a n = 5 
Joyce Raskins 
M. Jorgentsn 
Ann Finih 
Be1.' Holland 
Judy Wiiemann 
Willis Gfife 
Tony Prewitt 
Mark Prewnt 
Eric Yaillen 
Tom Carter 

Focus Graup fl2: 7:0G PM - 9:00 PM Becflrnber 11,07 
Dan Even; Amefitin legion, 2,0+• yesfi in Woodburn, iOrwmunpfy center 
Appendix I Focus Groups Summary 

MEETING DATE: 

TIME: 

PLACE: 

TEAM MEMBERS: 

Those present 
indicated in bold. 

SUBJECT: 



2070451.00 
Focus Group Notes: Verbatim 
Page 2 

Brad Hachlson: 8 yrsr park & rec 
PhyElis McKean: 30 yr3r fire & library board, cum center, UGB, bond for fife district & polite 
Cary Webster: president of youth basebaSI, need 
Chris Mason: 20 yrs, baseball M u t i n g 
lohn ZeM: private swimming dub 
Erie Morris: 11 yrs, 2 kids, youth interest 
Rosetta Wangerin: Park & RSi board, VicEs 8 grandfcids 
Bruce Thomas: PR Board president 
Dallas Flgiey: i S y r s , lots of involvement lhru years 
Richard Morris 

Focus Croup #3 (staff): 7:00 AM - 9:00 AM December 12, 07 
120 years = 4 / 1 0 19 years * l / s - 9 years = 0 / <S yea rs = 1 / 5 non-Woodburn resrffents 
J im ROW - Community Services Director 
Vicki Mus ie i - library, ftSvP, 1991 resident, kids t important 
Randy Rohman - public works program manager, overall maintenance 
Sue F- - directpr of retired senlpr proiiram (city or Senior Estates???) 
Katby WillcOK - pool- Assist d l y mgr 
Pautefte Zastoupil - whose life in W S 
Ron Palmer - parks maintenance 
Matt Gwynn - parks maintenance superintendent 
Mike Fergasun - street maintenance 
Detbie Wadtogh - aquatic center manager 
Si ie l ly Stbgpk " water fitness mgr, grew up in Woodburn 

Foe« Group M: PM - 3:00 PM December 12,07 
years = S / 10 19 years ^ 2 f 5 - 9 years = years = i / 5 n p n - W o o d b u r n residents 

Arnomo R a m o s - yrs, if am Me*iCO originally, parent outreach for schools 
leane Mey - mill creek task force, senior estates, irt Woodburn since 2000 " h a s inventory of 
Kim tllln&son - p a r e n t , coach, kid-focus, almost I fe 
Ste*e Williams - sdiool human resources 
Karen Armstrong - after schopl program grant coordinator 
Carlnc - schools coordinator central coordinator - indoor sport interest 
Kevin Munro - oretty new to Woodburn, central hub for worll .dog park interest, toddler 
Lol S Del Rio - i ndoor activities, coach for 3 years 
druce Tliamas - par* a rocreation buard [2"* time bene) 
Jennifer Spen cor-1 Isms -d irector uf student services for Woodburn school s, interest in A 0 A 
Barb Campbell - senior c i tLen focus 
Anthony Velii - schools 
Korrin Petersen - had to leave early,,. 

2) What are the strengths of the Department that should be continued over the next several years? 
The strengths of the Recreation & Parks division of the Community Services Department Includes a 
team of staff and department leaders who are wel! qualified at all levels, communicate well internally 
and are able to adapt to the variety of situations presented in their day-to-day work environment. The 
team Is Invested in the strength of the overall Department and working to better the community of 
Woodburn. 

In general, the number of parks and their geographic distribution serves the current population of 
Woodburn. The planning efforts the City has completed will be useful in the near future with expected 
growth resulting from the urhan growth boundary [UGB) expansion. Grant programs to assist with 
growth and maintaining current levels of service are being pursued with the KABOOM play equipment 
replacement program serving as an implemented model, 

Marty existing parks have very nice mature trees, picnic facilities and the best natural turf fields In the 
region are present in Woodburn. Programs such as Music in the Park are a big success and should 
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continue. Likewise, the resources provided by the Aquatic Center are extremely valuable. Partnerships 
with the school district and youth sport leagues are very positive; these and other similar opportunities 
should be supported further. Volunteers are available and many contribute through activities 
associated with the retired senior volunteer program (R5VP) and youth sport Seagues. 

• Nyf t ib f ef flirkt 
• Hit aqu at ic center * * (needs mote parkings 
• Supptemeni mg with panntfiiiipí - »cter, bnskillMll 
» Mill tr«k. (¡rícrtwnr Matter Had 
< Variety ol sendees and facilities 
• HiHaUotishlp with School Üs l r ld - after school program" 
' tfforls to obi a<it third-party funding, especially 6'ín<í 
• V p M l f s i £ffortt. especially vowth programs 

Ot¥ faeJUtut« ifcwe vpfcldTttf I Vrtil 
• Stit lemitr 1 legion jJiftvt a f t i l picnic faciEities, mature itees 
• Yearly 'eplacemcnt program of play bo uiprrent, esp. ut itejghBorhoMf pai kf 

•n ( jhnnm grant 
• Centra^ lotaton in 1 h c 'la ™ c: tc Valley helps draw pi rtlo s a 11 i i o o • t ani fed e j 
• CXrtlet m a l l « a <lraiv/d«thnalion 
• Manopla ns 

M :l L-'e eá Gf¿iiiwiv M aiiii PH -i 
o Play eqwp 
ID t íu íenPjrk Mas!V Plan 

» ability to regular for programs on line 
• Great library - build n 5. capacity 
• RSvP pr o|tam - reiired tenipf uplniwitr prggrani 

MutltbnihrNrk 
• Cable TV channel S - broadcast public meeii ngs 
> íchools open for sports through paris dipmi m t r i liHall and summer 

o Great for flon-profil • • f ree if no charge to (he *lds if ¡níur í nee 15 prouiitd 
• Very supportive of y«uth fooiiaL - help willi f r p e i i K i such as painl, lij-hls 
• Oppnrsunliy lor gf •íwi h - ppt w i s f of lotmions of a meninas such as do¡ jtar* 
• B o l italiKal sport Fields In the area 

Staff 
» 5iínng l e í d i r In Jim ind pquaüt Cf nlrr n u n a i f r , iccreation manager conning on boatd 
• P p o p W staff 

t? Good irn f inal Communication - just a phone call away 
Really id help Olhi rr caring l ean invested in slren^l h ol department si id beitering the cflmmunfty 

0 Adaplabllhty of staff 
c Diversity / depth iff bacVground 
O Diríelo«* and managers are f.ood 

• t i ter school program partnership 
o Hot Mely to he renewed, bis question of what l * ípe í»uhenJfc ends in June 3 W 9 

3) Conversely, what are the major weaknesses that need to be addressed through the Master Plan Update? 
Communication and access to information is of utmost importance. Many citizens are unaware of the 
facilities and programs offered by the Recreation & Parks department, A communication and 
marketing plan would serve the department well, including an update to the City's website. Increasing 
awareness of the available resources will increase participation and cost recovery. 

Similarly, many citizens have a Hard time understanding and seeing value in the services administered 
through the Recreation & Parks department. The department suffers from a weak identity which 
should be bolstered- This will in turn serve to help citizens understand the need for funding when 
measures come up for election. 

Appendix I Focus Groups Summary 



2070451.00 
Focus Group Notes: Verbatim 
Page 4 

• Access to information regarding existing services and funding - need communication and 
marketing plan {not just the parks department) 

o City newspaper 
o Department newsletter 
o Website 

* More youth programs are needed 
* Community / Multicultural / Senior center that encompasses many interests 

o Weed an avenue to in tea rate all groups to interact and give back to the community 
o Large senior population who would like to give back and need a way to do so 
o Need a central activity facility - like a YMCA or community center 

* Maintenance of existing facilities 
* Programming of spaces, especially Legion Park (visibility issues, bleachers) to discourage negative 

activity / encourage productive use 
* Parking is inadequate at most facilities, especially at the Aquatic Center 

o Ingress/egress at Centennial is not safe 
o Dead zone behind the Pool building at Settlemier Park 
o HVAC problems lead to chlorination issues at the Pool 

• Need to take advantage of existing facilities 
* Volunteer program Is needed, serious gap in those who will volunteer per age generations 

o Recruit, maintain and train volunteers is a true profession 
o Grant writing and volunteer coordination positions could add value beyond their cost 
o With tight budgets marketing and training is cut 

* Tree replacement plan / program is needed 
o Legion Park has tree inventory 
0 Including an arborist review could be beneficial 

* Lots of plans, lack of implementation 
* Facilities not on par with surrounding communities 

o Competitive at early age, need to 
o Complete Centennial Park to meet demand 
o Increases capacity to preserve condition of fields 
o Soccer and baseball compete for field space 
o Lack of upkeep oti school property in summer increases pressure on City properties 
0 Conditionoffacilitiescapsthe 
o JBR: Check fees for fields with benchmarks 

* JBR: need volunteer recognition program 
* What is ratio of staffing compared to benchmarks? 

o Check Forest Grove as a benchmarking option 
* Lack of linear park spaces for trails - greenway system 
* Lack of public transit / access 
* Security 

o Alcohol in parks - no trilingual signs prohibiting 
o Drugs in parks - especially Legion 
o Lack of code enforcement 
O Criminal activity 
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• Park amenities are not equally distributed - inconsistent level of service 
o Mo basketball courts in parks 
o Limited volleyball - sand at Legion - over used in summer 

• Mo network for therapeutic recreation activities 
• Growth I development needs to pay its way 

Staff 
• Need recreation assistant manager to coordinate sports programs 

o Former Recreation Coordinator was likely overworked, which lead to his departure 
• Need maintenance staff 

o Not keeping pace with number of properties and facilities 
o Sites and buildings and janitorial - divided up in specialties within Public Works 
o All maintenance has been under Public Works {PW) since 2002 

* This set up is working well with larger pool of people to draw from to assist with 
issues, no overlap previous to this arrangement 

• Maintenance staff are not in the office during all park open hours, especially 
in summer 

• Public Works Enterprise Fund gains increased budget through utility rate 
Increases 

• System works better than pre-2002 in certain ways, but challenges include: 
• Issues with over-use of fields - asked for shorter cleats, times/rotation - has 

helped but not to a great extent 
• Volunteers help with maintenance, but not always consistent or correct -

safety compromised 
• Priorities / needs of PW serving streets, parks, planning, operations 
• Extra communication is needed to make the system work - priorities don't 

always match 
• Maintenance staff is involved in park decisions to inform planning and design 

• PW is responsible for special event set up, clean up 
- Current financing strategy (general fund) makes it hard to get funding for equipment 

replacement 
* Sharing resources is good, but it does come with some challenges 
• Some terrltoriallsm can occur 
• Understaffed, so planning ahead for day-to-day activities is hard - putting out fires, 

challenging to do everything to the level that it should 
• Park maintenance - Prioritiiation Is occurring per level of use 
• Split shifting is taking place to cover high demand hours, but no extra staffing 
• Special events = over time, but no day to day overtime yet 

• Park security 
o 24 hour graffiti removal rule diverts staff away from other duties, especially at the skate park 

• Contract security, more eyes / host could help - not a duty of maintenance staff 
* Restrooms should be open more, but then open for vandals 

• Portables are brought in for events, but recently one was burned down at 
Settlemier 
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* Homeless at pool (bench, parking) in mornings 
• Aquatic Center needs(Debbie to provide list) 

o HVAC, parking, lighting 
• Energy efficiency study available 

o Need pool staff for evenings, weekends 
• Money / council not supportive of professional adult costs 

• Need Recreation Program Facilities - currently sharing with schools and schools are not respecting 
agreement, new agreement addresses major issues and Improve relations 

o Parks using more school facilities 
o Teen drop in program at Legion, but building leaves lots to be desired - no other facilities 

• Ambitious CIP plan, with no funding to implement 
o Plans: Library expansion $7-8 mil; Com Center x 2 ; Legion & Settlemier & Centennial 
o Parks goes thru prioritization of goals, but City Council does not prioritize their fist 

• WHY is funding turned down - - COMMUNICATION (lessons learned) 
o Community education lacking on why these facilities are needed (i.e. conflict with using 

school properties); take care of existing before new is built 
o Lack of marketing to voters (Senior Estates), nothing concrete presented to people for reason 

to vote; no programs except sports are available to show that the City is doing something -
no enrichment classes; more programming will deter vandalism; no facility 

o No maintenance money included in bond measure 
o City has statutory limits on what can be borrowed; public needs to know & understand what 

they are buying and feel confident in it being responsibly spent • public goodwill "it's your 
nickel, watch It work" In Washington state; no grassroots groups 

• Need Community Foundation 
o Waiting on appointment of park board members 
o Resolution is adopted, need nonprofit tax exempt status 
o Woodburn Together sponsors 4'h grade swimming program 

+ Marketing Program Is lacking 
o Pool only recovers 30% of costs 

• Tuckwillet neighborhood pools provide summer use options 
o Jim responsible for Community Services Department marking plan 
o Debbie responsible for pool marketing plan 
o Need to do a better Job of asking for marketing money 
o Do publish City Newsletter (bi-lingual) and park program guide 

4) How satisfied are you with the quality of current programs offered? Why? 
5 - 0 / 4 = 0 / 3 = 0 / 2 * 7 / 1 - 0 
Average = 2.0 

5) What additional programs or activities do you feel the Department should offer that are currently not 
available? 
• Youth Programs for toddlers through high school age 

o Former Recreation Leader did a great job, but many programs have been lost to private 
organizations since his departure 
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o What ace the goals of the recreation division for hosting what is lost? 
o Take advantage of facility, but update/maintenance is needed 
a Getting / keeping kids fit should be a priority, helps with self esteem 

• Dance 
• Foot bail 
• Baseball 
• Martial Arts 
• Gymnastics 
• Swimming - lessons, outreach, advertise aquatic center, increase open swim, 

crowded schedule due to high school 
* History Programs/Society 
• Cultural Programs that help integrate citizens / populations within Woodburn 
• Golf Programs for all ages - take advantage of existing facilities 

o Senior Estates - semi-private (partnership) 
o OGA- public 
o West Woodburn - only sand greens in the state 

* Senior Programs / Services are existing, but have no home so migrate to various venues (church 
had been used, but is now closed to these activities) 

o RSVP 
o WASP Board - bingo 501c3 
o Meals on Wheels 
o Food Ba nk - o perated by M a rion Cou n ty (pa rt ne rs h i p) 
o Welcome Wagon (not necessarily senior} 

• Performing Arts Center (drama, music) - loosing people to Canby's center 
• Sports 

o Recreations versus competitive - should both be provided by City? 
o Technical instruction / build skills- partner with school: Soccer, swimming 
o Partnership with volunteers to offer all levels 
o Kids need to have fun, learn fundamentals 

» Poo! is used less now than a few years ago 
o Seniors may have been priced out 
o Need diversified planning, large gaps in who is served: Silverton, Molalla do a good job with 

similar facilities 
o Outreach Is lacking 

* Hiking, Biking, Walking 
o Organized formal walks 
o Anyone can do it 

• Wellness Program / Healthy lifestyle 
• Therapeutic recreation programs 
• Life skills training 
* Communication program with Latinos - more people in City 

o ambassador program 
o translation of print material 
o leadership opportunities 
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o Build capacity for tri lingua I services in City to same or better level than Schools 

6) How satisfied are you with the quality of the existing parks and recreation facilities provided by the 
Woodburn Parks and Recreation Department? 
(List Facilities) Why? 

5-0/4 = 0/ 3 = 3/ 2 = 3/1= 2 
Average = 2.2 

7) How would you rate the overall level of maintenance at the facilities owned or operated by the Department 
in #6? Please identify the location and specifics of any maintenance concerns. 

Buildings 
5 = 0 / 4 = 0 / 3 = 1 / 2 = 0 / 1 = 6 
Average = 1.1 

Parks 
5 =, o / 4 = 4 / 3 = 4 / 2 = 0 / 1 = 0 
Average = 3.5 

8) What improvements are needed in existing parks or facilities? Where are these improvements needed? 
• Legion 

o Bleachers 
o Fencing 

• Centennial 
a 4 |h Field, complete facilities - concessions, batting, lighting 
o Parking 
o Restrooms = ok 

• Settlemier 
o Restroom not safe 
o 3rd entry point needs to be completed 
o perimeter walks and street crosswalks needed 

• Poo! 
0 Lack of parking 
o Exterior lighting 
o Resurfacing 
o HVAC 

• 5-year Plan with 10-yr vision - proactive 
o Typical responsibilities of developers are not in place 

• All 
o Visibility, access, variety of lighting to increase use options 
o adequate seating 

• Mill Creek Greenway 
o implement the plan 

• Need linear parks to provide greenway / trail 
o Parks are more sports oriented now than in the past 
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9) Are there any portions of the community that are underserved? Please explain (i.e., where and what type 
of amenities are needed, what market segment needs more attention, etc.). 
• Geographic 

o Parks are well distributed 
• Demographic 

o Seniors = 70+ 
• Dividing line of those who live In Senior Estates and those who don't 
• Senior Estates - offers many amenities to those who live there or those who are 

associate members - economic barrier 
• Church that is no longer available seriously effected congruity of senior programs 
• Schools offer grandparent program with schools 

o 0a by Soomers = 5 0 - 7 0 
* Not many empty-nesters in Wood burn yet 

o Latino/ Russian 
* Larger families 
• Cou Id ta rg et com m uoicat i on s to c h I Id ren 
• Not used to community activities, traditionally activities are centered around 

family - men more out in public 
• Mo village square - what about the pla^a 
• Need to break down barriers between groups 

* Win trust of parents 
• Shared experiences 

o Need to plan for future growth and learn from history - don't repeat mistakes 
Staff 

• Southeast 
o New housing construction 

• UGB expansion 
• Lower income demographics: 

o Meed more scholarship programs, no sweat-equity programs 
o Rec not perceived1 as the cool thing to do 

• Latino / Russian - population is "touched" but not engaged 
o Increasing numbers in swim lessons, night use 
o Largest teen drop in participants 

10) What new parks or recreation facilities would you like to see the community provide? 
• Community Center - multi use, multi generational 

o Shared but respect different needs of different groups 
• Split up by programming 

o Kitchen for meals progra m 
o General Room for bingo games, bridge, tal chi 

• Senior Center - share building, pool, kitchen, within ball fields space 
• Teen cantina - activities for teens, pool tables, Saturday night dances 

o Drop in activities 
• Aquatic Center 
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0 New HVAC 
o Expansion to multiple activities - basketball, 
o Weight lifting equipment is in lobby, small space and amount of equipment 

• Court sports 
o Tennis 
o Basketball-Nike grant 
o Volleyball - sand court at Legion is overused 
o Horseshoes 
o Bocce ball 

• Field Sports 
o Irrigated fields 
o Finish 4!il Field at Centennial 
o Sport field lighting on all fields 
o Night use 
o Indoor soccer 
o Synthetic fields 
o High Quality of youth sports needs quality facilities 

• Loosing participants with falling q uality 
• Latino community having a hard time registering - lack of communication and 

access 
• Transportation 

o One bus runs S - 5 PM in a loop 
o Trails 
o Walking 
o Bike paths - off street preferred 

• Dog Park 
» Art - art museum 
• Need water in parks 

o Drinking fountains 
o Centennial - spray park to diversify uses / build on destination of ball fields • like City of 

Hubbard 
• Need storage facility 

11) Are there any programs or facilities currently available that should be eliminated? If so, which ones and 
why? 
• Hard to answer without knowing much about the Parks & Rec. dept. 

12) How would you rate the quality of customer service provided by the Parks and Recreation staff? Please 
elaborate. 

5 = 0 / 4 = 0 / 3 = 1 / 2 = 5 / 1 = 2 
Average = 1.5 

13) How effective is the Department in seeking feedback from the community and users on improving its 
performance? 
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5 = 0 / 4 = 2 / 3 = 0 / 2 = 3 / 1 = 3 
Average = 22 

14) How do you believe the Parks and Recreation Department should be financially supported? Should 
they be self supported through user fees, completely through taxes, alternative funding or a 
combination of each? Please elaborate. 
• Bond Measure: likely wouldn't pass 

o School bond recently voted down 
o Community center voted down in 2004 at same time as police station 

• Tourism Tax / Tot Fund: goes Into City's general fund 
• Sales Tax: turned down seven times state-wide, could be a local tax 

o Outlet mall 
• Community Foundation: grant money - pay grant writer on commission 
• Sponsorships: marketing 

o Partnership with private industry 
• Userfeesversustaxdollars 

o Community expects things for free (school lunch federal funding pays for all school lunches 
- less $ to serve all than to manage program) 

o Support low income at whose expense? 
• Is City's general fund being spent appropriately? Where does the Parks & Recreation Dept. fall? 
+ Subsidize youth programs through full-fee adult programs 

o Softball 
• Basketball 
o Swimming 

• Contract out newsletter to publisher / advertiser 
• Community Center rental 
• ** Lower expectations ** Raise fees ** What can we do with what we have? 
• Operational costs 
• Affordability Issues 

o Youth baseball costs $2500 / team to host - - fees in Woodburn are $40 / child, extra is 
addressed thru fundraisrng - - City mows & picks up garbage, volunteers do everything else 

• Sherwood charges $250+ 
o Aquatics 

* Swim meets bring people from Seattle to northern California - economic impact - -
- does it come back to the facility/ City? 

• Retention in program is hard because of lack of City support 
o Can all youth / adult sport programs submit economic impact statements to ask for more 

funding from City Council 
• Subsidize programs with other activities / selective cost recovery 
• Communicate - sell It hard to the senior group - support kids and families, seniors need a piece of 

the pie 
o Press releases on progress 

• General mistrust In how public money is spent, need accountability 
o Educate on how money is spent 
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* Latinos also need to be communicated to in order to support - understand process better 
• Multi-user / shared facilities — schools and parks will compete forever for funding 

o Could also combine clinic 
o Centralize services - community center by high school 
o Build community relations with fiscal responsibility 

STAFF 
• Utility rate increase - currently a bit above average, new treatment plant will further increase and 

can't add more for parks on this but could add a separate fee 
0 Stormwater utility fees likely on the horizon 
q Park fees not popular because it would likely be a flat fee, not based on usage - for public 

good 
* Many fees are waived - could stop this 

o Shelter rental - Chuck Wagon, Dog Show 
o Plaza events - pa rtnership with City and private groups 

• Raise cost of services to reflect value - pricing is too low 

15) Do you think residents would be supportive of a tax increase or bond issue, if it is found that there are 
insufficient funds to properly operate and maintain parks, facilities, and programs to the standards desired 
by the community? What other ways should be explored to fund your vision? 
* Voter turnout is poor 

o Community Center measure was very poorly written. 
* Perception might be that money is not well-spent. Is this correct? 

o And that plans are not implemented, or implemented well. 
+ Senior Estates doesn't generally support youth / school programs. A few influential people make a 

difference 
* Successful Bond / Measures: pool, urban renewal, police, fire. 

16) Who are the key partners and stakeholders in the community with regards to assisting with the 
implementation of this plan? . 
• Schools 
• Historical Society 
* Golf Courses 
• WASP (Woodburn area senior program) 
* County 
• Chamber of Commerce 
* Welcome Wagon 
• Senior Estates 
* Art Museum 
• Chemeketa Community College 
• Country Meadows 
• Library 
• Local Businesses 

0 Grocery stores 
o Walmart 
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o Nike 
o Adidas 

• Police Department 
• Service, Civic and Philanthropy Groups 
• High School student volunteer requirements 
• Retirement communities 
• Volunteer Match - national clearing house to post needs and others to locate opportunities 
• Woodburn Together 
• Church Groups 

o Property bought by Sheliy's church, will build soccer and other and willing to share 
• Farmworker Housing Development Corporation 
• Red Cross 
• Fire Department 
• Mid Valley Baseball Association 
• Soccer / football 
• Developmental Disabilities 
• WAFC - soccer 
• Woodburn Dog Club (informal) 

17) What are the key issues and values in the Woodburn community that need to be considered while 
developing this Master Plan Update? 
» Funding 

o Sources 
o City Foundation -grant opportunities 

• 12 grants youth baseball could apply for 
o 

• Government follow through 
• Implementation of plans 
• Communication of mission, goals, core services 

o Website needs improvement and is being addressed now 
• Cultural Diversity / Community Involvement 
• Demographical Changes 
• Address Community Center need / want / why has it not moved forward 

STAFF 
• City Council and City Administration support 

o Requests no presented well in the past 
o Disconnect with current Council 
o Value of Parks & Rec not communicated and recognized - taken for granted 

• Community Services Department falls at the bottom of priorities -
" Big drain on General fund - parks are discretionary services, not necessary like 

police / f i re 
• Low level of perceived value, but people come to live In Woodburn to use parks, 

library - quality of life wanted, but don't want to pay 
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• Unfunded wants and needs of Mayor met, but don't understand what the 
implications are to PW - - tracked costs should be applied to these requests 

o 
• Image (Pat triggered the conversation) 

o Community Services Dept name is ambiguous - used to be Rec & Park Dept 
o Need a way to identify with each division - Mission for CSD, goals & objectives for each 

division 
o Visibility within community - consistent faces 
c Effective communication to increase value and empathy 
o Are efforts spread too thin? 

• What are core services, where do we want to go 
• Need champions for the cause - people want to attach themselves to positive things 
• Overall city identity 
• ADA access 

18) During the next ten years, what are the top priorities for the Parks and Recreation Department? 
• Maintenance 
• Plan for growth 

o Median income homes 
• Focus on what Department needs to be to serve future 
• Communication** 

o Understand full department budget 
• Partnership with Statesman Journal, Oregonian (coverage doesn't go as far south as Woodburn), 

and local paper 
• Sustainable funding 
• Sustainable design 
• Executable Plan = implementation {hurting image, discouraging) 

o Paralysis by analysts 
• 5DC methodology update 
• Build public's faith again 
• Education 
• City pride / identity = city beautiflcation 

* * * " Urban Growth Boundary Implications specific to Woodburn, one of a few to expand 
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WOODBURN PARKS, RECREATION, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE MASTER PLAN SURVEY 2008 

What other recreation facilities, if any, do you use? (neighboring communities, other) 
Neighboring communities 

• Adult Center Mololla and Conley 
• Canby Adult Center 
• Canby Senior Center 
• Gervis Fields 
• Hubbard 
• Hubbard indoor soccer 
• Hubbard parks 
• Hubbard-Rivenes Park 
• Meadow Park, Silver Falls 
• Molalla pool/library/parks 
• Mollala pool, Silverton park 
• North Marion playgrounds 
• Rivenes Park - Hubbard 
• Salem Senior Center 
• SE Park; Burlingham Park 
• Swimming pool 
• Tukwila 
• Tukwila 
• Tukwila 
• Tukwila community center and trails 
• Tukwila Rec. 
• Wilsonville Dog Park 
• Wilsonville dog park 
• Wilsonville Parks, Salem Parks 
• Wilsonville Sr. Center 

Other 
• After school club 
• Agility barn rental 
• Golf courses 
• Kaiser courtyard 
• OGA - golf 
• OGA golf course 
• OGA golf course; senior estates golf 
• Salem 
• State parks & walking 
• Walking and biking in the downtown area and neighborhoods 
• Woodburn Athletic F.C. 
• Woodburn Grange 

Source: RRC Associates Page 1 of 16 



WOODBURN PARKS, RECREATION, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE MASTER PLAN SURVEY 2008 

What improvements are needed in existing parks or facilities? 
• A safe place to take my kids not a place where people get shot at 
• A special reduced rate for seniors who use pool for fitness, $250 is too much! 
• Add more playgrounds, picnic tables, basketball court, tennis court. Are several parks with nothing on 

there. 
• Allow for more than one group of people to use the park and feel safe 
• Aquatic center needs an update, give different space for young ie see Mt Scott in SE Portland 
• Baseball fields in Settlemier, more or better maintenance of tennis courts 
• Better basketball courts where people feel safe to play with better lighting 
e Better fitness facility at aquatic center 
• Better lighting at outdoor basketball hoops 
• Better security 
• Better tennis court activities and maintenance, better picnic facilities at Senior Estate park 
• Careful monitoring of gang activities in downtown parks 
• Centennial started in 1980 - still not finished 
• Clean - safe parks 
• Clean carpet (or new) in library 
• Clean safe restrooms, picnic tables, water fountains 
• Clean them up, make them green and welcoming, they look very old "ghettoish" 
• Cleaning, maintenance and more vigilance 
• Complete Legion Park master plan. Fix aquatic center air conditioning. 
• Control gang activities. Many times do not feel safe there. 
• Curtail vandelism (sic) 
• Dog park 
• Early baseball season the fields at Centennial are muddy, could use more seating 
• Family bathrooms, paved trails accessible to picnic areas 
• Fenced dog parks 
• Fenced dog run in Senior Estates Park (or nearby). A multicultural senior center!! 
• Fix entrance of sidewalk to street so can use walker 
• Fix the library's leaking roof and replace carpet. Better maintenance of path through Legion Park. 

• Get new books back where we can use a chair if needed 
• Get rid of groups of illegals 
• Graffiti removal, litter, damaged benches and tables removed! More shade at Centennial. 
• Handicap fishing access 
• HVAC at Aquatic Center, resurface wading and main pools, trees, parking at Aquatic Center and 

library 
• I don't feel safe when there's a lot of men standing around and watching you and your kids 
• I had no idea there were any trails - I'd like to see walking trails and bike lanes out main hwys 
• I think more trees in some parks - for example Centennial Park, more tables for picnics 
• I would like a nice playground in Legion Park so I could take the kids across the street 
• I would like to see up keep on present facilities and parks before more is added 
• I would love more maintained trails, don't have to be paved. Hard to walk on the streets here. 
• Improve aquatic building, pool, grounds, dressing rooms. You need to build a NICE senior center -= 

check out Wilsonville. 
• Improvement to play area at Centennial, bathrooms at Burlingham, basketball court on east side of 

freeway, another tennis court 
• Increased police presence to combat illegal/drug activity. Banked running/walking trail. 
• Install a outdoor ampitheater at Burlingham Park (sic) 
• It doesn't make any difference what you provide the Mexicans take over STOP sending out things 

written in Spanish (sic) 
• Keep Centennial Park open during the day! Don't lock us out! Add a dog park somewhere. 
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What improvements are needed in existing parks or facilities? ' 
• Legion seems run down and not safe. Good night lighting is a must at all. Tennis courts added to 

Centennial. 
• Library needs more new books 
• Lights at Legion, complete Centennial 
• Lights at the skate park 
• Make Legion Park more inviting, keep playground equip, clean 
• Make sure each park has restroom facilities 
• Marketing? Where are these parks? 
• More according to all races. Seems to be used mainly by Hispanics. I am afraid to use parks. 
• More bike/waik paths, lower the swimming pool prices! 
• More financial help for poor children who wish to join swim team 
• More grant money for the after school program. Inexpensive aquatic center rates. 
• More information to rural public to know what is available 
• More inviting - keep clean and family-friendly 
• More lighting 
• More lights, more activities in playground area 
• More maintenance of and picnic facilities at Sr. Estates Park 
• More open areas on the east side of Woodburn east of 99E 
• More parking and better outdoor lighting at the pool. Also family changing rooms are too small, 

showers inadequate. 
• More picnic facilities, more entertainment 
• More playground equipment 
• More playground equipment. Our family often travels to Salem Riverfront Park so that our toddler can 

play on equipment that is her size. 
• More police patrols to stop gang activity and graffiti 
• More safety 
• More security or at least the presents of police (sic) 
• More towards organic/sustainable care of "ALL" facilities 
• More trails 
• Most parks and anything else is very poorly run - not seen any real effort 
• Move the museum articles away from the high hazard (fire hazard) mid-block area on Front Street. 

Local real estate firms, Chamber of Commerce, civic organizations, and other groups should 
contribute to saving this fine museum stuff. 

• Need better and safer walking trails in at least some of the parks 
• Need more indoor public basketball courts 
• Need more tennis courts, possibly covered 
• None needed don't even think about it. Our taxes are high enough, (sic) 
• Overall maintance (sic) 
• Patrols to promote safety - keep undesirables at bay 
• Playground - Kids say it's boring 
• Pool surface and air quality at Aquatic Center. Need additional locker room space also. Restrooms 

at parks need to be opened when sports practices and games are scheduled. 
• Posted signs that dogs need to be on leashes, covered areas to picnic at Centennial Park 
• Puta park on 99E and improve its appearance - it needs much help from new Goodwill on South 
• Redo the basketball court at Settlemier and add basketball courts at Centennial and Legion 
• Removal of gangs and homeless 
• Remove grandstands at Legion 
• Rodent control 
• Safety - don't go to most parks because of gangs of kids 
• Safety and cleaning 
• Safety, updating of playgrounds and aquatic park 
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What improvements are needed in existing parks or facilities? 
• Security - removal of criminal activity 
• Security (police) 
• Security patrol at parks 
• Security, lighting, cleaner 
• Settlemeir Park needs ground maintenance and law enforcement patrol and more parking 
• Settlemier Park drug free 
• Settlermier Park more table and picnic areas 
• Supervision and accountability of users! 
• The ones we have seen very well upkept! 
• They are all for Mexicans! Need something for white people! 
• Trash pickup, playground maintenance, safety patrol. Library building is dreary and old. 
• Turf care in all parks; need basketball and tennis courts 
• Upkeep with parks, dog park, water park 
• Walking trails similar to Bush Park in Salem at Centennial and Senior Estates Parks 
• Walking/jogging trails 
• We go out of town for picnics. It is not safe for us at Woodburn parks. 
• We need a community or neighborhood park in the Montibello area south of Walmart 
• We need a dog park and our family would use it all of the time! 
• We NEED an off-leash dog park with walking trails 
• We need BATHROOMS and kid games and maintance (sic) 
• We need more recreational trails. For a city of this size, trails are very inadequate - especially with 

the health issues associated with aging and physical inactivity. Also need area to connect youth with 
nature - not more concrete skate parks. 

• Would like to see more covers on seating areas that don't already have them for protection from the 
hot sun in the summer and rainy weather whenever it rains 
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Any other INDOOR recreation facilities that would be important to you and your family? 
• Dog park 
• Expanded library 
• Family entertainment and activity center 
• Family skate and biking park 
• Gym with multiple basketball hoops ie: the Hoop in Salem 
• Indoor facility for preschoolers 
• Indoor obstacle course 
• Indoor skate park! 
• Indoor walking area for inclimate (sic) weather use 
• Library park activities 
• New books for library 
• Place for reciptions/community & art (sic) 
• Rec center for disable kids (sic) 
• Safe place for all seniors 
• Safe walking trails 
• Tennis facility 
• Use schools 
• Walking trails in parks (like Fanno Creek trails) 

Any other OUTDOOR recreation facilities that would be important to you and your family? 
• Bike pathways that link to shop/library/restaurants 
• Day trips for seniors 
• Fishing site 
• Golf for 9-15 years old 
• More parks, trail network, open space 
• New golf course 
• Please add a dog park! 
• Turf fields 
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Are there any facilities or programs that should be eliminated? Why? 
• Community communication - too costly for results 
• Do not need gathering places for gangs and crime 
• Get rid of the "small" and unused areas (Wyffle Pk?), concentrate efforts and money on what 

people actually use 
• How can we eliminate facilities or programs that we don't have yet 
• I think softball/baseball areas take up too much, and are only use a short time out of the year 

(sic) 
• I understand the need for a skate park (Settlemier Park); however, it seems to attract 

nondesirable "shadey" people (sic) 
• Most of these services are provided by the schools. Pride in our town and our history might be 

best - involvement and education thru existing facilities. 
• Need to use grant money's on the sports they where sighned to 'NFL - football (sic) 
• No more facilities and service that are used by so many Mexicans that the Caucasians are not 

able to use but they are the only ones paying taxes to support them 
• Programs least used and those offered in private sector 
• Save money{s), eliminate them all! 
• Skate park - we don't feel safe there because of the drugs and older people who sit around and 

drink (Settlemier Park) 
• Skate park, Mexican plaza downtown 
• Skatepark - drugs are being sold there - I've seen it 
• The downtown plaza - the area is Mexican including the library lawn and is not used exept by 

Mexican men (sic) 
• The sand at Legion volleyball court is unsafe - garbage, maybe drug paraphernalia 
• The skate park - it is not easily patrolled and Is a haven for trouble 
• Unused parks 
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How do you currently get information on recreation services and programs? (other) 
• Kiwanis meetings 
• KPLN 
• Person to person 
• Phone book 
• Senior Estates paper 
• Snail mail 
• Word of mouth 

How can we best reach you? (other) 
• Direct mail notices 
• News & Views 
• Phone book 
• Schools 
• Senior Estates paper 
• Surveys 
• Water bill stuffer 
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Programs, Activities, and Special Events: Which of these, if any, need to be 
expanded, improved, or added? 

Participate 
• Basketball at HS 
• Children/youth activities; after school club 
• Children/youth activities: church 
• Children/youth activities: day camps, trips 
» Children/youth activities: library story time 
• Children/youth activities: storytime 
» Church related 
• Dance 
• Day camp/after school: After School Club 
• Day camp/after school: The Spot 
• Firework display 
» Fitness/wellness: Diesel 
» Fitness/wellness: Diesel classes 
• Fitness/wellness: Diesel Fitness 
• Fitness/wellness: Wellspring 
• Soccer 
• Teen activities: day camps, trips 
• Teen activities: martial arts 

Expand/Improve 
• Better bike lanes 
» Children/youth activities: after school club 
• Children/youth activities: library story time 
• Children/youth activities: visit historical places, create a map for kids to follow 
• Environmental: junior ranger program 
• Firework display 
• Fitness/wellness: fitness center 
• Fitness/wellness: walking 
• Fitness/wellness: Wellspring 
• More trails! 
• Teen activities: more weekend offerings 
• Teen activities: sports, social music 
• Teen activities: volunteer ops, organized trips, work skills 

Add 
• Children/youth: girls AAU teams 
• Environmental education: where does your trash go 
• Fitness/wellness: health/diet/parenting 
• Fitness/wellness: low impact water exercise for seniors 
• Fitness/wellness: obesity 
• Fitness/wellness: walking club 
• Fitness/wellness: walking club 
• Fitness/wellness: water Tai Chi 
• Fitness/wellness: yoga 
• Pilates 
» Teen activities: art/creativity 
• Theater 

Source: RRC Associates Page 8 of 16 



WOODBURN PARKS, RECREATION, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE MASTER PLAN SURVEY 2008 

What types of amenities/programs are needed for the underserved segments? 
• A place for seniors to meet and play cards, have lunch and socialize 
• Adult senior exercise - tai chai - yoga ect. (sic) 
• Adults/seniors more activities 
• After school programs (recreational and academic) 
• An active senior center with interesting classes, trips, speakers 
• Any programs that keep kids involved and out of trouble 
• Arts, crafts, historic, archeologic events 
• Arts, culture, fairs, farmer's market would really enhance Woodburn 
• Better quality youth sports programs. Many people pay for leagues because parks & rec is too 

unorganized and not very well separated by level (of the child). 
• Cultural festival, film series, lecture series 
• Day trips for senior and disabled (i.e. Oregon coast; Mt. Hood; visits to game preserves etc.) Sports 

competitions for disabled. 
• Everything in Woodburn is geared toward the Hispanic community. How about equal attention for the 

Caucasians? 
• Find more ways to get more people physically active and get kids outdoors in nature. I watch seniors 

trying to walk on streets without sidewalks - get some trails in places where your life is not at risk from 
crazy drivers and away from car exhaust. 

• For youth and teenagers, we need more community center activities like music, art, culture etc. Low 
income kid/family events to promote sports. 

• Free programs like fitness, computers, GED 
• I am tired of amenities/programs being targeted to particular groups 
• I can not say any one particular program is needed just feel that as a growing community we need to 

keep our youth and teens active and involved 
• I think seniors need more oppertunites (sic) to be involved in schools, and more activity. 
• Indoor rec. facility to serve 0-5 year olds and their parents. There is nowhere to go from October-April 

except McDonald's Playland! Young children need exercise outlets. Look at Corvallls Indoor Parks for 
a model (parent co-op). Meeting rooms reservable by community members beyond library hours! 

• Keep the kids busy - that will save a lot of trouble 
• Keep those teens busy, active, involved, responsible 
• Kids need as much extracurricular activities as possible - Woodburn's reputation for teenage 

pregnancy needs to change NOW. The rest is just a matter of community, not individual needs or 
groups. 

• Kids need positive, mind enrichment, quality built, well supervised, productive activities for their safe 
futures 

• Kids need programs that allows them to interact and discover their tallents and leadership skills (sic) 

• Latinos receive free English classes, I believe, I think American citizens should receive free Spanish 
lessons 

• Library resources are 95% in English; especially need more children's books/programming in Spanish 

• Maybe more youth activities like golf lessons, gymnastics - boys seem to participate more at soccer 
and b-ball - what about the girls. Also fun swim activities, games, "challenges" to urge more families to 
swim together - like slide races or longest rope jump or easy, fun things. 

• More Chatauqua style programs 
• More cross-cultural/cross-generational activities 
• More gang enforcement; if there is nothing for kids to do, more and more turn to gang-bangin. 

Woodburn needs to wake up and look around. Salem Keizer areas are being overan (sic) by gang 
activity. 

• More inclusion of Hispanic community at the pool 
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What types of amenities/programs are needed for the underserved segments? 
• More involvement like Big Brother mentor ect. (sic) 
• More places for activities to teens and youngsters, some active programs for seniors adults, etc. So 

much emphasis Is put on Latinos that Caucasian community is forgotten. 
• More, varied youth programs, choices on non-school days 
• Music camps. Woodburn is one of the most deficient communities in the state from a music education 

standpoint. Offer summer music camps for band and choral persons of interest. The school district is 
atroscious! (sic) 

• Needs a senior center like other cities 
• Needs of seniors not addressed enough. We are here and pay more taxes than a lot of the 

community. 
• No senior at all for General Sr Citizens no center yet we have a large Sr Citizen population - nothing at 

all for disabled or teenagers or baby boomers - the city is very neglegent on most activities (sic) 

• Places to dance and enjoy live music for seniors with "no smoking" 
• Programs are practically given away now. Do not need to lower prices. Adults can seek out programs, 

but teens, seniors and the disabled can't. Woodburn doesn't seem to offer many public recreation 
programs for these areas. 

• Programs to draw kids away from gangs 
• Readings/poems 
• Seaside/coastal trips for seniors 
• Senior activity center 
• Seniors need a center for seniors - we pay the taxes in town you do for us we will do for you add in city 

budget to furnish - facility and inter furnishing for senior center somewhere by good available parking 
we will try for the other citizens who do not pay (sic) 

• Shouldn't it be for all, not just specialized communities?? Taxpayers end up paying for all! 
• Social functions for adults, youth; art for youth; special clubs - non-competitive sports (i.e., non-impact) 

• Some kind of facility that seniors could identify as their own would help. Nearly all community facilities 
service the young and the able bodied athletic type people. 

• Sometimes a low income family would like their children to participate in sports but can't afford to pay 
for them 

• Teen programs to keep them interested in learning, performing and keeping them off the streets. Baby 
play clubs. 

• Teenagers closer supervision and accountability. Baby boomers sense of responsibility. Latinos and 
Russians better acceptance of each other. 

• There are plenty of Spanish-speaking events, we need more things in English so that the entire 
community can participate...people who have pets need places to go where pets are welcome along 
with their families. 

• There seems to be a lot of programs downtown that only Latino people seem to know about. I thought 
this was the city of (illegible)? 

• They need more activities for kids with all types of disabilities in this city. It cost to much to travel to 
Salem or Portland for camps or afterschool stuff. Woodburn needs things for these kids to do they set 
bored to they have lifes to. And some parents can't afford all the cost for other programs. It's not fair 
these kids get left out in the cold while other kids can go everywhere, (sic) 

• Things for little children to do things and leam and understand how to use the parks and etc. (sic) 

• Things just seem unorganized, or barely done. Refs are barely trained, or costs are high. 
• Transportation for disabled 
• Transportation for seniors (some are wheelchair-bound) 
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What types of amenities/programs are needed for the underserved segments? 
• Walking clubs, bike trails, adult ed evening classes, teen dances, winter music events, farmer's market, 

winter time speakers of various interests, some kind of annual festival to bring in tourists and 
something to do for the community 

• We ne a new golf course. Twilkla is a fine course but way to expenive. The old course with the sand 
greens is a big joke. Very bad. sand greens ha! ha! ha! (sic) 

• Woodburn has a high homeless drug dependent group. I wish I knew what to do about it. Where do 
those people go to have a chance to turn their life around. Bus to Salem - they can't afford it. 

• Woodburn needs a senior center - a real facility with a kitchen like other communities, a place where 
seniors that don't' live in the Senior Estates can meet for meals and functions for seniors 

• Youth/teens healthy community involvement. Coordinate food banks to work together more. 

Underserved portion of community {other) 
• Caucasian communities 
• Dogs 
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Concerns, if addressed, that would increase your utilization of Woodburn parks and rec facilities 
Increase Number of Other Programs 

• Library 
• Adult exercise 
• Adult tennis/lessons 
• Aztec dancing 
• Tennis, martial arts 

More Active Recreation Opportunities 
• Adult sports 
• Horse trails 
• New bowling alley 
• Outdoor pool 
• Outdoor swimming 
• Senior center 
• Summer tennis program 
• Tennis lessons, roller rink 
• Walking trails 

Improve Parking 
• Aquatic Center 
• Legion Park 
• Legion Park 
• Library 
• Library 
• Library 

• Put speed bumps in Settlemier parking lot 

Other 
• Bus service on Saturday 
• Create new public/private partnerships 
• Cut all programs that encourage or care for non-English speaking people 
• Improve basketball facilities whether indoor or outdoor, i.e. lights and paving 
• Longer weekend hours for pool and library 
• Open dog park 
• Senior center 
• Sidewalks/crosswalks 
• Stop wasting/taxing us for your priorities... .ie Boones Ferry Rd improvement 
• Tennis courts 
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Additional comments or suggestions regarding parks, rec services, trails, and open space 
• At the corner of Stelmier and Hwy 214 southwest there is some gravel that should be paved on the 

sidewalk 
• A community center in an open area - future parking - 20 yrs in future - not next to police facility. 

Enlarge library. 
• A community that has art, parks, fields, librarys (sic), and programs available to all ages will 

enhance the quality of life for everyone. Pride in our town comes from involvement and personal 
investment in our community programs. 

• A petition was passed for those in favor of a dog park, though nothing ever came of it. I would really 
like to know why it wasn't considered. We need one in town. 

• AAU girls b-ball, more connection with school district, more advertising, more facilities for 
recreational use 

• Adult league volleyball 
• An outdoor pool facility would be a good investment 
• As a military veteran - with all the flag poles on city property and schools! at least fly a reasonable 

size flag. And when flags are to half-staff, ALL flag poles should be half-staff. 
• Before we go building additional services - maintain what we have - STRESS safety/strike your out 

(sic) 
• Better management and organization of youth sports programs. No short sport seasons -

basketball for instance was not worth the fee last year. 
• Can't see paying more taxes to improve things that is overcrowded area with "Mexicans" that take 

over everything that's "FREE." They get everything free, they have a big free medical center here, 
get free prescriptions, food stamps, low income housing. Do everything with cash and pay "no 
taxes" No wonder hundreds of illegal Mexicans flock into our country. 

• Centennial Park is a great addition for summer activities but more ball fields are needed 
• Consider a local sales tax giving ALL who purchase an opportunity to contribute! 
• Could any local businesses donate things (i.e. building supplies) to help with costs. Also ask 

community to offer time to build things to help with costs and create sense of community. 

• Cut expenditures by 40%, they are not of much value, our economy at this time can not support it 

• Do not feel safe alone in any facility 
• Does use match cost? 
• Enough! Reduce government costs! 
• Fix all dirt gravel streets and I'll support with $20 
• Get started before land is gone 
• Growing up in Woodburn, there was a lack of basketball and soccer fields. In the past few years, 

soccer fields have gone up, but no basketball courts. This is a basketball and soccer town. We 
need better courts than Heritage School because indoor basketball is hard to get. 

• How about regional/area facilities rather than one for each city/town? Let the users pay for what 
they want to use. 

• I am against increase in property taxes - the taxes are to (sic) high as is. Have lived in other areas 
and taxes were much more reasonable. 

• I do not know of any trails - where are they? 
• I don't believe operational costs should be covered by bonds 
• I feel if a senior reaches a certain age (75-80) they shouldn't have to be supporting all these kids 

especially illegals. They keep building schools but nothing for old people - enough is enough. I'm 
already spending too much on schools and don't have kids but they still distroy (sic) my property. 

• I have a lot of suggestions on all these issues. But Woodburn property taxes are way to high 
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Additional comments or suggestions regarding parks, rec services, trails, and open space 
• I moved to Woodburn because I felt I would live In a safe community. That has changed greatly in 

the last 3 years. If law enforcers do their job and clamp down on gang violence and theft it could still 
be a safe place. 

• I think you spend to much money on silly things and should concentrate on programs for kids and 
• I would like to see the swimming pool heated the same temp every day 
• If we got rid of all the ilegals in this city we probably would not need any new bonds or taxes 
• If you can't fund them with what's left over don't have them. If you can't assure citizens safety close 

them. 
4 I'm paying more in property tax than many of my friends that live in Portland or Eugene 
• Isn't it silly - but I'm concerned about the young Latino gangs taking up much of any parks and 

services, making it uncomfortable for others! I want these services/opportunities for a]], not just for 
the gangs to take over! 

• It would be nice if the aquatic center staff was friendlier. If annual household passes were by family 
• I've been here 2 years. I see lots of parks downtown, but I live near Legion Park which has no play 

structures. It's good for soccer, but it's dark (lots of trees). Only men are there, so it's not mom-and-
kid oriented. It would be nice to have playground park within walking distance. Love an outdoor pool, 
9-hold disc golf park, and affordable martial arts programs, and most of all, trails/paths for walking. I 
would pay extra on my city bill to have some of these. Also like to see the Hispanic Festival go to 
other parks, not just Legion, as I don't look forward to loud music till 11 PM. 

• Look at what works well in other communities 
• Money is so tight right now, it is not the time to raise rates or taxes 
• More security at night and on weekends so people won't get attacked 
• More than enough facilities for this small town 

• Much more interest communication some zip and drive from the city leaders get off their duffs and 
creat some ideas and make them work (sic) 

• Never use them! Not safe! Get rid of the downtown "barrio" 
• No more parks to be developed. Parks are full of illegals and drugs and not safe now. 
• NO NEW PARKS! NO EXPANDED "SERVICES!" City should coordinate with the schools and 

utilize fully their ball fields etc. Over 1/3 of Woodburn are retired people on limited incomes - NO 
NEW TAXES! 

• No one uses them: "clean and safe" Less waste of public funds, enforce no litter/no dumping. 

• On the last 5 years all I've seen is youth programs deteriorate with no much of interest from the 
department to improve them (sic) 

• Open space trees and good sidewalks are essential 
• Open spaces with trails for walking - safe places! Dog park would be great - paved trails would be 

nice - promote walking/running. 
• Our kids need safe places to learn and grow 
• Overall doing a great job. Expand on adult programming, older teens and young adults need 

activities. 
• Perhaps Woodburn should put in a 2cent sales tax so every person in Woodburn would assume 

some responsibility, not just retired seniors on a fixed income who own a home and pay high 
property taxes. Also, the Woodburn outlet stores could help contribute. 

• Publicize what we have! I have no idea what Woodburn offers 
• Pursue alternate funding ideas and cut back individual user fees and costs 
• Raffle and lottery 
• Retired on fixed income, cannot afford more taxes 
• Something to keep downtown from becoming a place you don't want to go after dark! 
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Additional comments or suggestions regarding parks, rec services, trails, arid open space 
• The homeowners are paying several bond issues now. We are on fixed income. My question is the 

bond money collected actually used on what bond states, (sic) 
• The library offers excellent programming with good coverage in the local press. Chemeleta Comm. 

College is a valuable resource - work with them to co-locate recreational facilities. 
• The taxes in Woodburn are some of the highest in the state. I think the city can work with the 

budget. 
• There are cultural leaders in our community, e.g. Aztec dancers or "Baile Folklorico" that go and 

teach in Portland, because they are not given a space and/or funds to dance here in Woodburn! 
These programs in Salem and Portland are great youth and teenage programs that help in gang 
prevention and drug use. If interested, please call Jose Carlos at 503-982-8066. 

• There are currently enough parks. There needs to be equity among programs for girls and boys. 
Ensure accessibility for disabled and seniors. 

• There have been times I wouid go to a park to waik or read and all the men lounging around 
discourage me from getting out of my car! 

• There should be an off-leash pet park 
• These are a wasted space to upstanding tax payers... bums and illegals are the end user of these 

making them unappealing for everyone else 
• This questionnaire is toooo long! 
• Try to do more with less - like the rest of the middle class! 
• Use outlet mall and Wal-mart property taxes for parks and roads ONLY!!! 
• We already pay WAY too much taxes and still have to pay additional dollars for specific road 

improvements or the city puts a lien on your home! Outrageous! 
• We are already paying too high of property taxes, how much we pay should be more than efficient 

for the city, schools, roads, ect. Stop taking the majority of the tax payers money and appling to the 
illigal ¡migrants who do not pay taxes and are succking all of our children's school funds, (sic) 

• We can't aford any more money that is going out now - (sic) 
• We definitely need those amenities but property taxes are gone up to much to keep adding more 

levies to them (sic) 
• We need to ensure open areas and playgrounds as part of all new development in residential areas 

• We use youth soccer and basketball - the programs had been poorly organized and it frustrates 
parents... .families who would be users of many facilities/parks. The perception is that the dept. 
services are poorly run by inexperienced personnel. Website is unpredictable and info outdated at 
times. 

• Why do all this when just the Latinos will use the parks etc. 
• Why not coordinate existing fields, buildings, park facilities and use more competently and get 

organized! 
• With the addition of Wellspring and the schools, a cultural community center isn't needed. The kids 

in town need a gym they can use for recreation programs; as well as a public place adults can use 
for recreation and fitness. Obesity is a growing concern - we need space and activities to fight it! 

• Woodburn desperately needs a recreation trail - paved for running, biking, walking etc. if you want to 
attract new business/res. development. 

• Woodburn needs to address the maintenance of current parks and facilities before new are created 
or built. New housing and business (large) should bear the burden of new parks. 

• Woodburn needs to be a safe, fun town! 
• You plan these places who is monitoring them? paying for it? and how? (sic) 

Source: RRC Associates Page 15 of 16 



WOODBURN PARKS, RECREATION, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE MASTER PLAN SURVEY 2008 

How should Parks & Rec be financially supported? 
• All the new housing developments and large businesses (partnerships/sponsorships) 
• Apply for grants 
• Apply for grants and more state and federal funds 
• Apply for grants to get playgrounds, or there are a lot of businesses that are willing to help 
• Fines for litter and dumping 
• Fundraisers/carnivals 
• Fundraising, donations, local business support 
• Grants 
« State/fed grants 
• Youth/teen fundraisers (car washes, dog baths, kite flying contests) 

Is your home/property located; 
• 

Location within city limits: 
• Ironwood 
• Near Nellie Muir school 
• Near Senior Estates 
• Smith Add. 
• Tukwila 
• Tukwila 
• Tukwila 

Resident: 
• 6 months 

Ethnicity: 
• 

Source: RRC Associates Page 16 of 16 



INSERT TAB 



W o o d b u r n , O r e g o n 
Inventory Review Packet 

January 2008 

G R O U P 
M A C K E N Z I E 



Woodburn, Oregon Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Inventory Process and Scoring Information 

The inventory was completed in a series of steps. The planning team first prepared a preliminary list of 
existing components using aerial photography and the city's Geographic Information System (GIS). 
Components identified in the aerial photo were given GIS points and names. 

Next, field visits were conducted by the consulting team and by city staff to confirm the preliminary data 
and collect additional information. 

During the field visits and evaluations, missing components were added to the data set, and each 
component was evaluated as to how well it met expectations for its intended function. During the site 
visits the following information was collected: 

• Component type 
• Component location 
• Evaluation of component condition - record of comfort and convenience features 
• Evaluation of comfort and convenience features 
• Evaluation of park design and ambience 
• Site photos 
• General comments 

The inventory team used the following three-tier rating system to evaluate each component: 
B = Below Expectations (1) 
M = Meets Expectations (2) 
E = Exceeds Expectations (3) 

The scores were based on such things as the condition of the component, its size, or capacity relative 
to the need at that location, and its overall quality. 

Components were evaluated from two perspectives: first, the value of the component in serving the 
immediate neighborhood, and second, its value to the entire community. 

The setting for a component and the conditions around it affect how well it functions, so in addition to 
scoring the components, each park site or indoor facility was given a set of scores to rate its comfort, 
convenience, and ambient qualities. This includes such things as the availability of restrooms, drinking 
water, shade, scenery, etc. 

Information collected during the site visit was then compiled and corrections and comparisons made to 
GIS. Following the comparisons and compilation, the inventory was sent to the City staff for corrections 
and comments. 

2 
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Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Burlingham Park 

Updated: 
O A I Total Neighborhood 
2 0 GRASP® Score 20 Total Community 

GRASP® Score 
Approximate Park Acreage: 5.36 

Owner: C i ty 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 0 

Seating 2 

BBQ Grills 0 
Dog Pick-Up Station 2 
Security Lighting 2 

Bike Parking 0 

Restrooms 0 

Shade 3 

Trail Connection 0 

Park Access 2 

Parking 2 

Seasonal Plantings 0 

Ornamental Plantings 0 

Picnic Tables 2 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

71 Shelter, group 
004 Open Turf 

001 Playground, Local 
003 MP Field, Large 
002 Basketball 

« ^ i • u* Neighborhood Community ,, , Quantity L.ghts a
S c Q r e S c o r e Comments 

Aging 

Not ADA no access route, edger but no su 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Centennial Park 

Updated: 
. _ j Total Neighborhood 

1 0 ! GRASP® Score 30 Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

24.81 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 2 
Trail Connection 0 
Park Access 2 
Parking 2 
Seasonal Plantings 0 

Ornamental Plantings 2 
Picnic Tables 2 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

72 
007 
006 
005 

« i-t. i • Neighborhood Community „ 
Quantity Lights s c o r e Score Comments 

Complex, Ballfield 
MP Field, Large 
Ballfield 
Playground, Local ADA ok,accessible route and surface but r 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 

Cowan Park 

~ Total Neighborhood 
7 GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 
Owner: 

0.2 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 2 
Trail Connection 0 

Park Access 1 

Parking 0 

Seasonal Plantings o 
Ornamental Plantings 3 

Picnic Tables 1 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights ^ ' ^ g ^ ! ^ 1 ° ° d C o m m e n t s 

009 Garden, Display 1 2 2 
008 Passive Node 1 1 1 
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Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Downtown Plaza Park 

Updated: 

TÖ] Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 20 Total Community 

GRASP® Score 
Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner. City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

86 Event Space 
85 Water Feature 
84 Plaza 

Q u a , * * Lights - T b o ° R D Cl?oT 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Heritage ES & Valor MS 

Updated: 
. _ ; Total Neighborhood 

1 0 j GRASP® Score 10 Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 45.76 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights Ne i9^' ,orhood Community Q 0 m m e n t g 

47 Backstop, Practice 1 2 2 
46 Backstop, Practice 1 2 2 

45 Multiuse court 1 2 2 
44 Basketball 4 2 2 
43 Playground, Local 1 2 2 
42 MP Field, Large 1 2 2 
41 MP Field, Large 2 2 2 
40 Ballfield 1 2 2 
39 Ballfield 1 2 2 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Heritage Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 0.34 

Owner: C j t y 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade o 
Trail Connection o 
Park Access 1 
Parking 2 

Seasonal Plantings 0 
Ornamental Plantings 0 

Picnic Tables 0 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights N e i 9ggQ r
rg°°d ^ S c o r e ' ^ C o m m e n t s 

012 Open Turf 1 1 0 
011 Basketball 0.5 2 2 

010 Playground, Local 1 2 1 Small, not ADA, acessible route, needs m< 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
. _ Total Neighborhood 

1 0 ! GRASP® Score 20 Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Legion Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

15.71 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 3 
Trail Connection 0 
Park Access 2 

Parking 2 
Seasonal Plantings 0 
Ornamental Plantings 0 

Picnic Tables 3 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

013 
016 
015 
014 

MP Field, Large 
Volleyball 
Shelter, Group 
Natural Area 

« u. Neighborhood Community „ Quantity L.ghts a
S c o f e S c o r e Comments 

2 Fenced w large grandstands 
0 Sand, not usable 
2 2 sides 

1 Mostly mature trees and a prairie w ravine 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Library Park 

Updated: 

10 Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

. _ Total Community 
1 0 , GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

1.08 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights ^ ^ g ^ ! ^ * ° ° d Comments 

74 Event Space 1 2 2 Stage against building wall 
73 Passive Node 1 2 2 Library grounds 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Lincoln ES & French Prarie MS 

Updated: 
. . Total Neighborhood 

1 1 GRASP® Score 10 Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 26.85 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

70 Mulduse Court 
69 MP Field, Large 

68 Multiuse Court 
67 Backstop, Practice 
66 Ballfield 
65 MP Field, Large 
64 Ballfield 
62 Backstop, Practice 
61 Backstop, Practice 
60 Playground, Local 

Quan ity Lights Neighborhood Community 
Score 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Score 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Comments 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Locomotive Park 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 0.29 

Owner: City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 0 

Seating o 
BBQ Grills ° 
Dog Pick-Up Station o 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking o 
Restrooms o 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights Nei9hborhood Community C o m m e n t s 

018 Educational Experience 1 2 2 Train display-2 engines 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Middle Hermanson Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 1.19 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

019 Open Turf 

^ Neighborhood Community „ 
Quantity Lights Score Score Comments 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

~~T Total Community 
4 GRASP® Score 

N Front St Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

1.14 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

021 
020 

« . • ui Neighborhood Community „ 
Quantity Lights Score Score Comments 

Playground, Local 
Open Turf 
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Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
~~Z I Total Neighborhood 

6 GRASP® Score 
Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Nellie Muir ES 

Approximate Park Acreage: 9.53 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights Neighborhood Community comments 

52 MP Field,Large 2 2 2 
51 Playground, Local 1 2 2 
50 MP Field, Small 1 2 2 
49 Ballfreld 1 2 2 
48 Multiuse Court 1 2 2 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: Nelson Park 

Updated: 

20 Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

. _ ! Total Community 
1 0 i GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

3.16 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

3 sides to yards 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

025 Open Turf 
024 Backstop, Practice 
023 Shelter 
022 Playground, Local 

Quantity L,gh,s " i c Z T 

Aging 
Small 
New structure ADA but no ADAaccess to i 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
_ Total Neighborhood 
2 GRASP® Score 

~ I Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

North Hermanson Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 1.66 

Owner School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

026 Open Turf 

« i-x. . • L 1 Neighborhood Community _ Quantity Lights y
S c Q r e S c o f e Comments 

1 2 1 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
~ Total Neighborhood 
9 GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Senecal Creek Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

20.01 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights N e ' * { £ ° £ 0 0 d ^ s Z f * Comments 
2 
2 

028 
027 

Open Water 
Natural Area 

Score 
2 
2 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 

20 Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 30 

Senior Estates 

Total Community Approximate Park Acreage: 4.01 
GRASP® Score Owner: City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity . . . Neighborhood Community 
Score Score Comments 

75 Arboretum 1 2 2 Trees are all labled 
031 Open Turf 1 2 2 

030 Horseshoes 4 2 2 

029 Loop Walk 1 2 2 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
. _ I Total Neighborhood 

4 8 GRASP® Score 
_ _ Total Community 
6 0 GRASP® Score 

Settlemier Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

8.67 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 
79 Open Turf 

78 Skate Park 
77 Playground, Local 
76 Shelter 
037 Indoor Space 
036 Shelter 
035 Shelter 
034 Open Turf 
033 Tennis 
032 Ballfield 

Quan ity Lights Neighborhood Community C o m m e n t s 
Score 

2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Score 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

sunning areea for aquatics and party area 
Concrete 

Not ADA, no surfacing, no ADA access 

Gazebo style 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

South Hermanson Park 

Approximate Park Acreage: 

Owner: 

2.99 

City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

038 Open Turf 

« i-L. i • ui Neighborhood Community „ Quanttty Lights u
S c Q r e g c o r e Comments 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 

8 Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 8 

Washington ES 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Approximate Park Acreage: 12.48 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Plck-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

1 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component 

59 Open Turf 
58 MP Field, Large 
57 Multiuse Court 
56 MP Field, Small 
55 Playground, Local 
54 Backstop, Practice 
53 Backstop, Practice 

« . • u. Neighborhood Community _ Quantity Lights „ 0 * Comments Score 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Score 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 
Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 

Total Community 
GRASP® Score 

Woodburn HS 

Approximate Park Acreage: 57.02 

Owner: School District 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains 
Seating 
BBQ Grills 
Dog Pick-Up Station 
Security Lighting 
Bike Parking 
Restrooms 

Shade 
Trail Connection 
Park Access 
Parking 
Seasonal Plantings 
Ornamental Plantings 
Picnic Tables 

Design and Ambiance 

General Comments 

Components with Score 





Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 

Updated: 

10 Total Neighborhood 
GRASP® Score 9 

Wyffle Park 

Total Community Approximate Park Acreage: 2.27 
GRASP® Score Owner: City 

Modifiers with Scores 

Drinking Fountains o Shade 2 Design and Ambiance 
Seating o Trail Connection 0 2 
BBQ Grills o Park Access 1 
Dog Plck-Up Station o Parking o 
Security Lighting 0 Seasonal Plantings 0 

Bike Parking o Ornamental Plantings 0 

Restrooms 0 Picnic Tables 0 

General Comments 

Components with Score 

MAPID Component Quantity Lights Nelflhtartood Community 
Score Comments 

83 Playground, Local 1 1 0 Aging with no ADA bad location-wet and h 
82 Open Turf 1 2 1 
81 Open Water 1 1 1 Creek 

80 Natural Area 1 2 2 



Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Woodburn Historical Museum 

455 Front Street 

Initial Inventory Date: 12/13/2007 
Updated: 

Total Indoor 
GRASP® Score 

Owner: 

Modifiers with Scores 

Site Access 1 
Aesthetics 2 
Entry 2 
Entry Aesthetics 1 
Building Condition 1 

Entry Desk 
Office Space 
Overall Storage 
Restrooms 
Locker Rooms 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Need to check with Jim about storage and Restrooms 

Components with Score 

Component 
Auditorium 
Gallery Space 

Quantity Dimensions Indoor 
Score 

1 

1 

Comments 
aging, needs to be rneovated 
small needs to be renovated 



Woodburn, Oregon - Parks, Open Space, and Trails GRASP® Atlas 

Initial Inventory Date: 
Updated: 

12/13/2007 

Total Indoor 
GRASP® Score 

Woodburn Memorial Aquatic Center 

190 Oak Street 
Owner 

Modifiers with Scores i 

Site Access 
Aesthetics 
Entry 
Entry Aesthetics 
Building Condition 

Entry Desk 
Office Space 
Overall Storage 
Restrooms 
Locker Rooms 

Design and Ambiance 

2 

General Comments 

Component Quantity Dimensions 
Pool, Therapy 
Pool, leisure 
Pool, lap 

Indoor 
Score 

2 
1 
2 

Components with Score 

Comments 

small zero depth entry, no sprays 
with slide 
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MAP B: SYSTEM ' DESIGN CONCEPTS 
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Appendix V - GRASP* History and Methodology 

GRASP' (Geo-Referenced Amenities Standards Program) 
Composite-Values Level of Service Analysis Methodology 

Analysis of the existing parks, open space, trails, and recreation systems are often conducted in 
order to try and determine how the systems are serving the public. A Level of Service (LOS) has 
been typically defined in parks and recreation master plans as the capacity of the various 
components and facilities that make up the system to meet the needs of the public. This is 
often expressed in terms of the size or quantity of a given facility per unit of population. 

Brief History of Level of Service Analysis 
In order to help standardize parks and recreation planning, universities, agencies and parks and 
recreation professionals have long been looking for ways to benchmark and provide "national 
standards" for how much acreage, how many ballfields, pools, playgrounds, etc., a community 
should have. In 1906 the fledgling "Playground Association of America" called for playground 
space equal to 30 square feet per child. In the 1970's and early 1980's, the first detailed 
published works on these topics began emerging (Gold, 1973, Lancaster, 1983). In time "rule of 
thumb" ratios emerged with 10 acres of parklands per thousand population becoming the most 
widely accepted norm. Other normative guides also have been cited as "traditional standards," 
but have been less widely accepted. In 1983, Roger Lancaster compiled a book called, 
"Recreation, Park and Open Space Standards and Guidelines," that was published by the 
National Park and Recreation Association (NRPA). In this publication, Mr. Lancaster centered on 
a recommendation "that a park system, at minimum, be composed of a core system of 
parklands, with a total of 6.25 to 10.5 acres of developed open space per 1,000 population 
(Lancaster, 1983, p. 56). The guidelines went further to make recommendations regarding an 
appropriate mix of park types, sizes, service areas, and acreages, and standards regarding the 
number of available recreational facilities per thousand population. While the book was 
published by NRPA and the table of standards became widely known as "the NRPA standards," 
these standards were never formally adopted for use by NRPA. 

Since that time, various publications have updated and expanded upon possible "standards," 
several of which have been published by NRPA. Many of these publications did benchmarking 
and other normative research to try and determine what an "average LOS" should be. It is 
important to note that NRPA and the prestigious American Academy for Park and Recreation 
Administration, as organizations, have focused in recent years on accreditation standards for 
agencies, which are less directed towards outputs, outcomes and performance, and more on 
planning, organizational structure, and management processes. In essence, the popularly 
referred to "NRPA standards" for LOS, as such, do not exist. The following table gives some of 
the more commonly used capacity "standards" today. 
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Commonly Referenced LOS Capacity "Standards" 

Activity/ Recommended Service Number of 
Facility Space Radius and Units per 

Requirements Location Notes Population 

Baseball 
Official 

3.0 to 3.85 acre 
minimum 

X to J4 mile 
Unllghted part of neighborhood complex; lighted 
fields part of community complex 

1 per 5,000; 
lighted 1 per 30,000 

Little League 1.2 acre minimum 
Basketball 
Youth 

High school 

2,400-3,036 vs. 

5,040-7,280 s.f. 

Ya to 'A mile 
Usually in school, recreation center or church 
facility; safe walking or bide access; outdoor courts 
in neighborhood and community parks, plus active 
recreation areas in other park settings 

1 per 5,000 

Football Minimum 1.5 acres IS - 30 minute travel time 
Usually part of sports complex In community park or 
adjacent to school 

1 per 20,000 

Soccer 1.7 to 2.1 acres 1 to 2 miles 
Youth soccer on smaller fields adjacent to larger 
soccer fields or neighborhood parks 

1 per 10,000 

Softball 1.5 to 2.0 acres V* to % mile 
May also be used for youth baseball 

1 per 5,000 (if also used for 
youth baseball) 

Swimming 
Pools 

Varies on size of 
pool & amenities; 
usually Vi to 2-acre 
site 

IS - 30 minutes travel time 

Pools for general community use should be planned 
for teaching, competitive & recreational purposes 
with enough depth (3.4m) to accommodate l m to 
3m diving boards; located in community park or 
school site 

1 per 20,000 (pools should 
accommodate 3% to 5% of 
total population at a time) 

Tennis Minimum of 7,200 
s.f. single court 
area (2 acres per 
complex 

% to 'A mile 
Best in groups of 2 to 4 courts; located in 
neighborhood community park or near school site 

1 court per 2,000 

Volleyball Minimum 4,000 s.f. y. to 1 mile 
Usually in school, recreation center or church 
facility; safe walking or bide access; outdoor courts 
in neighborhood and community parks, plus active 
recreation areas in other park settings 

1 court per 5,000 

Total land 
Acreage 

Various types of parks - mini, neighborhood, 
community, regional, conservation, etc. 

10 acres per 1,000 

Sources: 
David N. Ammons, Municipal Benchmarks • Assessing Local Performance and Establishing Community 

Standards, 2nliEd., 2002 
Roger A. Lancaster (Ed,), Recreation, Park and Open Space Standards and Guidelines (Alexandria, VA: National 

Recreation and Park Association, 1983), pp. 56-57. 
James D. Mertes and James R. Hall, Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenways Guidelines, (Alexandria, VA: 

National Recreation and Park Association, 1996), pp. 94-103. 
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In conducting planning work, it is key to realize that the above standards can be valuable when 
referenced as "norms" for capacity, but not necessarily as the target standards for which a 
community should strive. Each community is different and there are many varying factors which 
are not addressed by the standards above. For example: 

• Does "developed acreage" include golf courses"? What about indoor and passive 
facilities? 

• What are the standards for skateparks? Ice Arenas? Public Art? Etc.? 
• What if it's an urban land-locked community? What if it's a small town surrounded by 

open Federal lands? 
• What about quality and condition? What if there's a bunch of ballfields, but they 

haven't been maintained in the last ten years? 
• And many other questions.... 

GRASP' 
In order to address these and other relevant questions, a new methodology for determining 
Level of Service was developed. It is called a composite-values methodology and has been 
applied in communities across the nation in recent years to provide a better way of measuring 
and portraying the service provided by parks and recreation systems. Primary research and 
development on this methodology was funded jointly by GreenPlay, LLC, a management 
consulting firm for parks, open space and related agencies, Design Concepts, a landscape 
architecture and planning firm, and Geowest, a spatial information management firm. The 
trademarked name for the composite-values methodology process that these three firms use is 
called GRASP* (Geo-Referenced Amenities Standards Program). For this methodology, capacity 
is only part of the LOS equation. Other factors are brought into consideration, including quality, 
condition, location, comfort, convenience, and ambience. 

To do this, parks, trails, recreation, and open space are looked at as part of an overall 
infrastructure for a community made up of various components, such as playgrounds, multi-
purpose fields, passive areas, etc. The ways in which the characteristics listed above affect the 
amount of service provided by the components of the system are explained in the following 
text. 

Quality - The service provided by anything, whether it is a playground, soccer field, or 
swimming pool is determined in part by its quality. A playground with a 
variety of features, such as climbers, slides, and swings provides a higher 
degree of service than one with nothing but an old teeter-totter and some 
"monkey-bars." 

Condition - The condition of a component within the park system also affects the 
amount of service it provides. A playground in disrepair with unsafe 
equipment does not offer the same service as one in good condition. 
Similarly, a soccer field with a smooth surface of welt-maintained grass 
certainly offers a higher degree of service than one that is full of weeds, 
ruts, and other hazards. 

Location - To be served by something, you need to be able to get to it. The typical park 
playground is of more service to people who live within easy reach of it than 
it is to someone living all the way across town. Therefore, service is 
dependent upon proximity and access. 
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Comfort - The service provided by a component, such as a playground, is increased by 
having amenities such as shade, seating, and a restroom nearby. Comfort 
enhances the experience of using a component. 

Convenience - Convenience encourages people to use a component, which increased 
the amount of service that it offers. Easy access and the availability of trash 
receptacles, bike rack, or nearby parking are examples of conveniences that 
enhance the service provided by a component. 

Ambience-Simple observation will prove that people are drawn to places that "feet" 
good. This includes a sense of safety and security, as well as pleasant 
surroundings, attractive views, and a sense of place. A well-designed park is 
preferable to poorly-designed one, and this enhances the degree of service 
provided by the components within it. 

In this methodology, the geographic location of the component is also recorded. Capacity is still 
part of the LOS analysis (described below) and the quantity of each component is recorded as 

The methodology uses comfort, convenience, and ambience as characteristics that are part of 
the context and setting of a component. They are not characteristics of the component itself, 
but when they exist in proximity to a component they enhance the value of the component. 

By combining and analyzing the composite values of each component, it is possible to measure 
the service provided by a parks and recreation system from a variety of perspectives and for any 
given location. Typically this begins with a decision on "relevant components" for the analysis, 
collection of an accurate inventory of those components, analysis and then the results are 
presented in a series of maps and tables that make up the GRASP* analysis of the study area. 

Making Justifiable Decisions 

All of the data generated from the GRASP* evaluation is compiled into an electronic database 
that is then available and owned by the agency for use in a variety of ways. The database can 
help keep track of facilities and programs, and can be used to schedule services, maintenance, 
and the replacement of components. In addition to determining LOS, it can be used to project 
long-term capital and life-cycle costing needs. All portions of the information are in standard 
available software and can be produced in a variety of ways for future planning or sharing with 
the public. 

It is important to note that the GRASP* methodology provides not only accurate LOS and facility 
inventory information, but also works with and integrates with other tools to help agencies 
make decisions. It is relatively easy to maintain, updatable, and creates easily understood 
graphic depictions of issues. Combined with a needs assessment, public and staff involvement, 
program and financial assessment, GRASP™ allows an agency to defensibly make 
recommendations on priorities for ongoing resource allocations along with capital and 
operational funding. 
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City of Woodburn 
PROGRAM PARTICIPANT EVALUATION 

In our continuing effort to meet your needs in the most efficient and effective manner; we ask for your candid 
evaluation of your experience with our programs; events and staff by completing this evaluation form and returning it 

to us at your earliest convenience. Your feedback regarding our effectiveness will help us monitor the quality of our 

1. Are you a City of Woodburn Resident? 13 Yes 0 No 

2. Name of Program: Location(s): Date: 

3. How did you learn about this program? 

B Program Brochure 0 Newspaper (Which one?) 0 WaterbiJI Newsletter Insert 

a Website 0 Family/Friend 0 Radio/TV 0 Other: 

4. How did you register? 0 Matin 0 Other 0 Not Applicable 

SWalk-ln (Where? ) 
5. If you are a parent completing this form, how many children do you have registered in this program? 

PLEASE RATE YOUR LEVEL OF SATISFACTION ON A 1 - 5 SCALE. 
If rating = 3 or less please explain. 

Your specific comments will help us understand your 
level of satisfaction. 

1= Unsatisfactory 2 = Below Average 3 = Average 4 = Above Average 5 = Excellent 

Unsatisfactory 
1 

PLEASE CIRCLE ONE 

Average 
3 

Excellent 
5 

Comments: 

Registration Process (OVERALL) 1 2 3 4 5 
Convenience 1 2 3 4 5 
Staff Courtesy 1 2 3 4 5 

O • MM 

» 
"5> 
o> Comments: 

O 

M 

Instructor (OVERALL) 
Effective Communication 
Knowledge of Subject 
Enthusiasm 

. Comments: 

1 
1 
1 
1 

2 
2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
3 
3 

4 
4 
4 
4 

5 
5 
5 
5 

O 
CO 

Facility (0VERALL)(LIST FACILITY IN COMMENTS) 

Cleanliness 
Appropriateness for Program 
Staff Friendliness 

Comments: 

2 
2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
3 
3 

4 
4 
4 
4 

5 
5 
5 
5 

1. What did you/your child like most about this program? (Use reverse if necessary) 

2. What did you/your child like least about this program? (Use reverse if necessary) 

3. What improvements would you recommend for this program? (Use reverse if necessary) 

4. What other programs would you like to see offered? (Use reverse if necessary) 

5. Please give a grade based on your level of satisfaction for this program. (Circle one.) 

A=Excellent B=Above Average C=Average D=Need Improvement E=Failure 

PLEASE WRITE ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR CONCERNS ON THE BACK OF THIS FORM. 

Fax to: M a i l to: 

WOULD YOU LIKE TO SPEAK TO A STAFF MEMBER ABOUT YOUR EXPERIENCE? CONTACT @ 

Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluationI 
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I. Sample Parks and Recreation Department Partnership Policy 

A. Purpose 

This policy is designed to guide the process for Sample Parks and Recreation Department in 
their desire to partner wi th private, non-profi t , or other governmental entit ies for the 
development, design, construction and operation of possibly partnered recreational facilities 
and/or programs that may occur on City property. 

Sample Parks and Recreation Department would like to identify for-prof i t , non-prof i t , and 
governmental entities that are interested in proposing to partner wi th the City to develop 
recreational facilities and/or programs. A major component in exploring any potential 
partnership wil l be to identify additional collaborating partners that may help provide a 
synergistic working relationship in terms of resources, community contr ibutions, knowledge, 
and political sensitivity. These partnerships should be mutually beneficial for all proposing 
partners including the City, and particularly beneficial for the citizens of the community. 

This policy document is designed to: 

• Provide essential background information, 
• Provide parameters for gathering information regarding the needs and contributions of 

potential partners, and 
• Identify how the partnerships will benefit the Sample Parks and Recreation Department and 

the community. 

Part Two: The "Proposed Partnership Outline Format", provides a format that is intended to 
help guide Proposing Partners in creating a proposal for review by Sample Parks and Recreation 
Department staff. 
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B. Background and Assumptions 

Partnerships are being used across the nation by governmental agencies in order to utilize 
additional rcsourccs for their community 's benefit. Examples of partnerships abound, and 
encompass a broad spectrum of agreements and implementat ion. The most commonly 
described partnership is between a public and a private entity, but partnerships also occur 
between public entities and non-profit organizations and/or other governmental agencies. 

Note on Privatization: 
This application is specific for proposed partnering for new facilities or programs. 
This information does not intend to address the issue of privatization, or transferring existing 
City functions to a non-City entity for improved efficiency and/or competi t ive cost concerns. An 
example of privatization would be a contract for a landscaping company to provide mowing 
services in a park. The City is always open to suggestions for improving services and cost savings 
through contractual arrangements. If you have an idea for privatization of current City 
functions, please call or outl ine your ideas in a letter for the City's consideration. 

In order for partnerships to be successful, research has shown that the fol lowing elements 
should be in place prior to partnership procurement: 

• There must be support for the concept and process of partnering f rom the very highest 
organizational level - i.e.: the Board or Trustees, a council, and/or department head. 

• The most successful agencies have high-ranking officials that believe that they owe it to 
their citizens to explore partnering opportunit ies whenever presented, those communities 
both solicit partners and consider partnering requests brought to them. 

• It is very important to have a Partnership Policy in place before partner procurement 
begins. This allows the agency to be proactive rather than reactive when presented wi th a 
partnership opportunity. It also sets a "level playing f ield" for all potential partners, so that 
they can know and understand in advance the parameters and selection criteria for a 
proposed partnership. 

• A partnership policy and process should set development priorities and incorporate 
mult iple points for go/no-go decisions. 

• The partnership creation process should be a public process, wi th both Partners and the 
Partnering Agency well aware in advance of the upcoming steps. 
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C. Partnership Definition 

For purposes of this document and policy, a Proposed Partnership is defined as: 

"An identified idea or concept involving Sample Parks and Recreation Department and for-
profit, non-profit, and/or governmental entities, outlining the application of combined 
resources to develop facilities, programs, and/or amenities for the City and its citizens." 

A partnership is a cooperative venture between two or more parties wi th a common goal, who 
combine complementary resources to establish a mutual direction or complete a mutually 
beneficial project. Partnerships can be facility-based or program-specific. The main goal for 
Sample Parks and Recreation Department partnerships is enhancing public offerings to meet 
the mission and goals of the City. Sample Parks and Recreation Department is interested in 
promot ing partnerships which involve cooperation among many partners, bringing resources 
together to accomplish goals in a synergistic manner. Proposals that incorporate such 
collaborative efforts will receive priority status. 

Partnerships can accomplish tasks wi th l imited resources, respond to compell ing issues, 
encourage cooperative interaction and conflict resolution, involve outside interests, and serve 
as an education and outreach tool. Partnerships broaden ownership in various projects and 
increase public support for community recreation goals. Partners often have flexibil i ty to obtain 
and invest resources/dollars on products or activities where municipal government may be 
limited. 

Partnerships can take the form of (1) cash gifts and donor programs, (2) improved access to 
alternative funding, (3) property investments, (4) charitable trust funds, 
(5) labor, (6) materials, (7) equipment, (8) sponsorships, (9) technical skills and/or management 
skills, and other forms of value. The effective use of volunteers also can figure significantly into 
developing partnerships. Some partnerships involve active decision making, while in others, 
certain partners take a more passive role. The fol lowing schematic shows the types of possible 
partnerships discussed in this policy: 

1 
Active Partnerships 

Management 
Agreements 

Program Partnerships 
Facility Leases 

Intergovernmental 
Agreements (IGAs) 

Types of Partnerships 

Semi-Limited Decision 
Making Partnerships 

Sponsorships 

Limited Decision i 
Making Partnerships 

Grant Programs 
Donor Programs 

Volunteer Programs 
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D. Possible Types of Active Partnerships 

Sample Parks and Recreation Department is interested in promoting collaborative partnerships 
among multiple community organizations. Types of agreements for Proposed "Act ive" 
Partnerships may include leases, contracts, sponsorship agreements, marketing agreements, 
management agreements, joint-use agreements, inter-governmental agreements, or a 
combinat ion of these. An innovative and mutually beneficial partnership that does not fit into 
any of the fol lowing categories may also be considered. 

Proposed partnerships wil l be considered for facility, service, operations, and/or program 
development including associated needs, such as parking, paving, fencing, drainage systems, 
signage, outdoor restrooms, lighting, uti l i ty infrastructure, etc. 

The fol lowing examples are provided only to il lustrate possible types of partnerships. They are 
not necessarily examples that would be approved and/or implemented. 

Examples of Public/Private Partnerships 

• A private business seeing the need for more/d i f ferent community fitness and wellness 
activities wants to build a facility on City land, negotiate a management contract, provide 
the needed programs, and make a profit. 

• A private group interested in environmental conservation obtains a grant f rom a foundation 
to build an educational kiosk, providing all materials and labor, and is in need of a spot to 
place it. 

• Several neighboring businesses see the need for a place for their employees to work out 
during the work day. They group together to fund initial facilities and an operating subsidy 
and give the facility to the City to operate for additional public users. 

• A biking club wants to fund the building of a race course through a park. The races would be 
held one night per week, but otherwise the path would be open for public biking and in-line 
skating. 

° A large corporate communi ty relations office wants to provide a skatepark, but doesn't 
want to run it. They give a check to the City in exchange for publicizing their underwri t ing of 
the park's cost. 

• A private restaurant operator sees the need for a concessions stand in a park and funds the 
building of one, operates it, and provides a share of revenue back to the City. 

• A garden club wants land to build unique butterfly gardens. They wil l tend the gardens and 
just need a location and irrigation water. 
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Examples of Public/Non-Profit Partnerships 

• A group of participants for a particular sport or hobby sees a need for more playing space 
and forms a non-profi t entity to raise funds for a facility for their priority use that is open to 
the public during other hours. 

• A non-profi t baseball association needs fields for community programs and wants to obtain 
grants for the building of the fields. They would get priority use of the fields, which would 
be open for the City to schedule use during other times. 

• A museum funds and constructs a new building, dedicating some space and t ime for 
community meetings and paying a portion of revenues to the City to lease its land. 

Examples of Public/Public Partnerships 
• Two governmental entit ies contr ibute financially to the development and construction of a 

recreational facility to serve residents of both entities. One entity, through an IGA, is 
responsible for the operation of the facility, whi le the other entity contributes operat ing 
subsidy through a formula based on population or some other appropriate factor. 

• Two governmental public safety agencies see the need for more physical t raining space for 
their employees. They joint ly build a gym adjacent to City facilities to share for their training 
during the day. The gyms would be open for the City to schedule for other users at night. 

• A school district sees the need for a climbing wall for their athletes. The district funds the 
wall and subsidizes operating costs, and the City manages and maintains the wall to provide 
public use during non-school hours. 

• A university needs meeting rooms. They fund a multi-use building on City land that can be 
used for City community programs at night. 

E. Sponsorships 

Sample Parks and Recreation Department is interested in actively procuring sponsorships for 
facilities and programs as one type of beneficial partnership. Please see the Sample Parks and 
Recreation Department Sponsorship Policy for more information. 

F. Limited-Decision Making Partnerships: Donor, Volunteer, and Granting Programs 

While this policy document focuses on the parameters for more active types of partnerships, 
the City is interested in, and wil l be happy to discuss, a proposal for any of these types of 
partnerships, and may create specific plans for such in the future. 
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G. Benefits of Partnerships with Sample Parks and Recreation Department 

The City expects that any Proposed Partnership wil l nave benefits for all involved parties. Some 
general expected benefits are: 

Benefits for the City and the Community: 
• Merging of resources to create a higher level of service and facility availability for 

communi ty members. 
• Making alternative funding sources available for public community amenities. 
• Tapping into the dynamic and entrepreneurial traits of private industry. 
• Delivering services and facilities more efficiently by allowing for collaborative business 

solutions to public organizational challenges. 
• Meet ing the needs of specific groups of users through the availability of land for 

development and community use. 

Benefits for the Partners: 
• Land and/or facility availability at a subsidized level for specific facility and/or program 

needs. 
• Sharing of the risk wi th an established stable governmental entity. 
• Becoming part of a larger network of support for management and promotion of facilities 

and programs. 
• Availability of professional City recreation and planning experts to maximize the facilities 

and programs that may result 
• Availability of City staff facil i tation to help streamline the planning and operational efforts. 
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II. The Partnering Process 

The steps for the creation of a partnership with the Sample Parks and Recreation Department 
are as follows: 

A. Sample Parks and Recreation Department will create a public notif ication process that wil l 
help inform any and all interested partners of the availability of partnerships wi th the City. 
This wil l be done through notif ication in area newspapers, listing in the brochure, or 
through any other noti f icat ion method that is feasible. 

B. The proposing partner takes the first step to propose partnering with the City. To help in 
reviewing both the partnerships proposed, and the project to be developed in partnership, 
the City asks for a Preliminary Proposal according to a specific format as outl ined in Part 
Two - Proposed Partnership Outline Format. 

C. If initial review of a Preliminary Proposal yields interest and appears to be mutually 
beneficial based on the City Mission and Goals, and the Selection Criteria, a City staff or 
appointed representative wil l be assigned to work with potential partners. 

D. The City representative is available to answer questions related to the creation of an initial 
proposal, and after initial interest has been indicated, wil l work wi th the proposing partner 
to create a checklist of what actions need to take place next. Each project wil l have 
distinctive planning, design, review and support issues. The City representative wil l facil itate 
the process of determining how the partnership will address these issues. This 
representative can also facil i tate approvals and input from any involved City departments, 
providing guidance for the partners as to necessary steps. 

E. An additional focus at this point will be determining whether this project is appropriate for 
additional collaborative partnering, and whether this project should prompt the City to seek 
a Request for Proposal (RFP) f rom competing/ collaborating organizations. 

Request for Proposal iRFP) Trigger: In order to reduce concerns of unfair private 
competi t ion, if a proposed project involves partnering wi th a private " for-prof i t " entity 
and a dollar amount greater than $5,000, and the City has not already undergone a 
public process for solicitation of that particular type of partnership, the City wil l request 
Partnership Proposals f rom other interested private entit ies for identical and/or 
complementary facilities, programs or services. A selection of appropriate partners wil l 
be part of the process. 

F. For most projects, a Formal Proposal f rom the partners for their desired development 
project wi l l need to be presented for the City's official development review processes and 
approvals. The project may require approval by the Legal, Planning, Fire and Safety, Finance 
and/or other City Departments, Parks and Recreation Advisory Board, Planning Board, The 
Board of Trustees, and/or the City Supervisor's Office, depending on project complexity and 
applicable City Charter provisions, ordinances or regulations. If these reviews are necessary, 
provision to reimburse the City for its costs incurred in having a representative facil itate the 
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partnered project's passage through Development Review should be included in the 
partnership proposal. 

G. Depending on project complexity and anticipated benefits, responsibilities for all action 
points are negotiable, wi thin the framework established by law, to assure the most efficient 
and mutually beneficial outcome. Some projects may require that all technical and 
professional expertise and staff resources come from outside the City's staff, while some 
projects may proceed most efficiently if the City contributes staff resources to the 
partnership. 

H. The partnership must cover the costs the partnership incurs, regardless of how the 
partnered project is staffed, and reflect those costs in its project proposal and budget. The 
proposal for the partnered project should also discuss how staffing and expertise will be 
provided, and what documents wil l be produced. If City staff resources are to be used by 
the partnership, those costs should be allocated to the partnered project and charged to it. 

I. Specific Partnership Agreements appropriate to the project wil l be drafted jointly. There is 
no specifically prescribed format for Partnership Agreements, which may take any of 
several forms depending on what will accomplish the desired relationships among partners. 
The agreements may be in the form of: 

• Lease Agreements 
• Management and/or Operating Agreements 
• Maintenance Agreements 
• Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) 
• Or a combination of these and/or other appropriate agreements 

Proposed partnership agreements might include oversight of the development of the 
partnership, concept plans and project master plans, environmental assessments, 
architectural designs, development and design review, project management, and 
construction documents, inspections, contracting, monitoring, etc. Provision to fund the 
costs and for reimbursing the City for its costs incurred in creating the partnership, 
facil itating the project's passage through the Development Review Processes, and 
completing the required documents should be considered. 

J. If all is approved, the Partnership begins. The City is commit ted to upholding its 
responsibilities to Partners f rom the init iation through the continuation of a partnership. 
Evaluation wil l be an integral component of all Partnerships. The agreements should outl ine 
who is responsible for evaluation, the types of measures used, and detail what will occur 
should the evaluations reveal Partners are not meeting their Partnership obligations. 

Sample Partnership Policy - © 2008 GreenPlay, LLC www.greenplayllc.com Page 10 

http://www.greenplayllc.com


III. The Partnership Evaluation Process 

A. Mission Statements and Goals 

All partnerships wi th Sample Parks and Recreation Department should be in accord wi th the 
City's and the Parks and Recreation Department's Mission and Goals to indicate how a 
proposed partnership for that Department would be preliminarily evaluated: 

SAMPLE MISSION STATEMENT 

The Sample Parks and Recreation Department will provide a variety of parks, recreation 
facilities and program experiences equitably throughout the community. Programs wil l be 

developed and maintained to the highest quality, ensuring a safe environment wi th exceptional 
service while developing a l i fet ime customer. Services wil l demonstrate a positive economic 

investment through partnerships wi th other service providers, both public and private, ensuring 
a high quality of life for citizens of Sample. 

(Sample) GOALS -

• Promote physical and mental health and fitness 
• Nourish the development of children and youth 
• Help to build strong communit ies and neighborhoods 
• Promote environmental stewardship 
• Provide beautiful, safe, and functional parks and facilities that improve the lives of all 

citizens 
• Preserve cultural and historic features within the City's parks and recreation systems 
• Provide a work environment for the Parks & Recreation Department staff that encourages 

initiative, professional development, high morale, productivity, teamwork, innovation, and 
excellence in management 

B. Other Considerations 

1. Costs for the Proposal Approval Process 
For most proposed partnerships, there will be considerable staff t ime spent on the review and 
approval process once a project passes the initial review stage. This t ime includes discussions 
wi th Proposing Partners, exploration of synergistic partnering opportunit ies, possible RFP 
processes, facil itation of the approval process, assistance in wr i t ing and negotiating 
agreements, contracting, etc. There may also be costs for construction and planning 
documents, design work, and related needs and development review processes mandated by 
City ordinances. 
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Successful Partnerships will take these costs into account and may plan for City recovery of 
some or all of these costs wi thin the proposal framework. Some of these costs could be 
considered as construction expenses, reimbursed through a negotiated agreement once 
operations begin, or covered through some other creative means. 

2. Land Use and/or Site Improvements 
Some proposed partnerships may include facility and/or land use. Necessary site improvements 
cannot be automatically assumed. Costs and responsibility for these improvements should be 
considered in any Proposal. Some of the general and usual needs for public facilities that may 
not be included as City contributions and may need to be negotiated for a project include: 

• Any facilities or non-existent 
infrastructure construction 

• Roads or street improvements 
• Maintenance to specified standards 
• Staffing 
• Parking 
• Snow removal 
• Lighting 

• Outdoor restrooms 
• Water fountains 
• Complementary uses of the site 
• Util ity improvements (phone, cable, storm 

drainage, electricity, water, gas, sewer, 
etc.) 

• Custodial services 
• Trash removal 

3. Need 
The nature of provision of public services determines that certain activities wil l have a higher 
need than others. Some activities serve a relatively small number of users and have a high 
facility cost. Others serve a large number of users and are widely available from the private 
sector because they are profitable. The determinat ion of need for facilities and programs is an 
ongoing discussion in public provision of programs and amenities. The project wil l be evaluated 
based on how the project fulfills a public need. 

4. Funding 
Only when a Partnership Proposal demonstrates high unmet needs and high benefits for City 
citizens, will the City consider contr ibut ing resources to a project. The City recommends that 
Proposing Partners consider sources of potential funding. The more successful partnerships will 
have funding secured in advance. In most cases, Proposing Partners should consider funding 
and cash f low for initial capital development, staffing, and ongoing operation and maintenance. 

The details of approved and pending funding sources should be clearly identified in a 
proposal. 

For many partners, especially small private user groups, non-profit groups, and governmental 
agencies, cash resources may be a l imit ing factor in the proposal. It may be a necessity for 
partners to utilize alternative funding sources for resources to complete a proposed project. 
Obtaining alternative funding often demands creativity, ingenuity, and persistence, but many 
forms of funding are available. 
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Alternative funding can come from many sources, e.g. Sponsorships, Grants, and Donor 
Programs, A local librarian and/or internet searches can help with foundation and grant 
resources. Developing a solid leadership team for a partnering organization will help find 
funding sources. In-kind contributions can, in some cases, add additional funding. 

All plans for using alternative funding should be clearly identified. The City has an established 
Sponsorship Policy, and partnered projects wi l l be expected to adhere to the Policy. This 
includes the necessity of having an Approved Sponsorship Plan in place prior to procurement of 
sponsorships for a Partnered Project. 

C. Selection Criteria 

In assessing a partnership opportuni ty to provide facilities and services, the City wil l consider 
(as appropriate) the fol lowing criteria. The Proposed Partnership Outline Format in Part Two 
provides a structure to use in creating a proposal. City staff and representatives wil l make an 
evaluation by at tempting to answer each of the fol lowing Guiding Questions: 

• How does the project align wi th the City and affected Department's Mission Statement and 
Goals? 

• How does the proposed facility fit into the current City and the affected Department's 
Master Plan? 

• How does the faci l i ty/program meet the needs of City residents? 
• How will the project generate more revenue and/or less cost per participant than the City 

can provide wi th its own staff or facilities? 
• What are the alternatives that currently exist, or have been considered, to serve the users 

identif ied in this project? 
• How much of the existing need is now being met wi th in the City borders and within 

adjacent cities? 
• What is the number and demographic profile of participants who wil l be served? 
• How can the proposing partner assure the City of the long-term stability of the proposed 

partnership, both for operations and for maintenance standards? 
• How will the partnered project meet Americans with Disabilities Act and EEOC 

requirements? 
• How wil l the organization offer programs at reasonable and competi t ive costs for 

participants 
• What are the overall benefits for both the City and the Proposing Partners? 
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Additional Assistance 

Sample Parks and Recreation Department is aware that the partnership process does entail a 
great deai of background work on the part of the Proposing Partner. The fol lowing list of 
resources may be helpful in preparing a proposal: 

• Courses are available through local colleges and universities to help organizations develop a 
business plan and/or operational pro-formas. 

• The Chamber of Commerce offers a variety of courses and assistance for business owners 
and for those contemplating starting new ventures. 

• There are consultants who specialize in facil itating these types of partnerships. For one 
example, contact GreenPlay, LLC, tol l free at 1-866-849-9959 or www.greenplayllc.com, 

• Reference Librarians at libraries and internet searches can be very helpful in identifying 
possible funding sources and partners, including grants, foundations, financing, etc. 

• Relevant information including the City of Sample Comprehensive Plan, the Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan, site maps, and other documents are available at the . 
These documents may be copied or reviewed, but may not be taken off-site. 

• The Sample Parks and Recreation Department Web Site {www.XXXX.com) has additional 
information. 

• If additional help or information is needed, please call 000-000-0000. 
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Part Two 

Sample Proposed Partnership Outline Format 

Please provide as much information as possible in the fol lowing outl ine form. 

I. Description of Proposing Organization: 

• Name of Organization 
• Years in Existence 

• Purpose of Organization 
• Services Provided 

• Contact Name, Mailing Address, • Member/User/Customer Profiles 
Physical Address, Phone, Fax, E-mail • Accomplishments 

• Legal Status 

II. Decision Making Authority 
Who is authorized to negotiate on behalf of the organization? Who or what group (i.e. 
Council/Commission/Board) is the final decision maker and can authorize the funding 
commitment? What is the t imeframe for decision making? 

Summary of proposal (100 words or less) 

What is being proposed in terms of capital development, and program needs? 

III. Benefits to the Partnering Organization 

Why is your organization interested in partnering w i th the Sample Parks and Recreation 
Department? Please individually list and discuss the benefits (monetary and non-monetary) for 
your organization. 

IV. Benefits to the Sample Parks and Recreation Department 

Please individually list and discuss the benefits (monetary and non-monetary) for the Sample 
Parks and Recreation Department and residents of the City. 

V. Details (as currently known) 

The following page lists a series of Guiding Questions to help you address details that can help 
outline the benefits of a possible partnership. Please try to answer as many as possible with 
currently known information. Please include what your organization proposes to provide and 
what is requested of Sample Parks and Recreation Department. Please include (as known) 
initial plans for your concept, operations, projected costs and revenues, staffing, and/or any 
scheduling or maintenance needs, etc. 
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Guiding Questions 

Meeting the Needs of our Community: 
• In your experience, how does the project align wi th park and recreation goals? 
8 How does the proposed program or facility meet a need for City residents? 
• Who will be the users? What is the projected number and profi le of participants who wil l 

be served? 
B What alternatives currently exist to serve the users identif ied in this project? 
• How much of the existing need is now being met? What is the availability of similar 

programs elsewhere in the community? 
• Do the programs provide opportunit ies for entry-level, intermediate, and/or expert skill 

levels? 

• How does this project incorporate environmentally sustainable practices? 

The Financial Aspect: 

• Can the project generate more revenue and/or less cost per participant than the City can 
provide wi th its own staff or facilities? If not, why should the City partner on this project? 

• Wil l your organization offer programs at reasonable and competi t ive costs for all 
participants? What are the anticipated prices for participants? 

• What resources are expected to come from the Parks & Recreation Department? 
• Wil l there be a monetary benefit for the City, and if so, how and how much? 

Logistics: 
• How much space do you need? What type of space? 
* What is critical related to location? 
• What is your proposed t imeline? 
• What are your projected hours of operations? 
• What are your initial staffing projections? 
• Are there any mutually-beneficial cooperative marketing benefits? 
• What types of insurance wil l be needed and who will be responsible for acquiring and 

paying premiums on the policies? 
• What is your organization's experience in providing this type of faci l i ty/program? 
• How will your organization meet Americans with Disabilities Act and EEO requirements? 

Agreements and Evaluation: 
0 How, by whom, and at what intervals should the project be evaluated? 
• How can you assure the City of long-term stability of your organization? 
• What types and length of agreements should be used for this project? 
• What types of "exit strategies" should we include? 
• What should be done if the project does not meet the conditions of the original 

agreements? 
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INSERT TAB 



Grant Opportunities 
Related to Parks and Recreation 

Federal Government Opportunities (Specific to Parks and Recreation) 

The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) 
The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) has two components: 

• A federal program that funds the purchase of land and water areas for 
conservation and recreation purposes; and 

• A state matching-grants program that provides funds to states for planning, 
developing, and acquiring land and water areas for state and local space and 
natural resource protection, and recreation enhancement. 

A state of local agency's access to the funds is contingent upon thern matching the funds on 
a 50-50 basis. Regulations allow in-kind contributions of labor, equipment, materials, or land 
to be used as the matching source. 

The Federal Government announced the LWCF will make $94 million available to all 50 
states in 2003 for enhancing parks and other recreational opportunities. 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Technical Assistance Grant 
To apply for a Technical Assistance Grant (TAG), the agency should send the EPA a Letter of 
Intent. The EPA will then notify the community, the agency fills out the appropriate 
paperwork, the EPA awards the grant and the agency hires a technical advisor. 

Environmental Education Grant Program 
www.epa.gov/enviroed/Rrants.html 
Project grants up to $25,000 awarded in EPA's ten regional offices support environmental 
education projects that enhance the public's awareness and knowledge to make informed 
decisions that affect environmental quality. Grants of more than $25,000 are awarded at 
EPA Headquarters in Washington, DC. 

Sustainable Development Challenge Grants 
www.epa .gov/ecocom m unitv/sdcg 
Formula funding to states, re-granted to programs that encourage creative, locally 
developed projects that address serious environmental problems through the application of 
sustainable development strategies. 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Urban and Community Forestry Program 
www.fs.fed.us/spf/coop/ucf general.htm 
Competitive project grants, awarded through regional divisions, 
(www.fs.fed.us/spf/COOP/udf_regions.htm) to support people in urban areas and 
community settings to sustain shade trees, forest lands, and open spaces. 
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United States Department of Education 
21st Century Community Learning Centers [21st CCLC) 
www.ed.gov/21stcclc/ 
Competitive federal project grants awarded to after-school, weekend, and summer 
programs for youth that provide expanded learning opportunities in a safe, drug-free, and 
supervised environment. The 21st CCLC Program is a key component of President Bush's No 
Child Left Behind Act. It is an opportunity for students and their families to continue to learn 
new skills and discover new abilities after the school day has ended. Congress has supported 
this initiative by appropriating $1 billion for after school programs in Fiscal Year (FY) 2002 
(up from $846 million in 2001). For a complete listing of 21st CCLC awards, go to the 
program website. 

United States Department of Transportation 
Recreational Trails Program 
www.fhwa.dot.gov/tea21/factsheets/rec-trl.htm 
Competitive federal project grants providing $270 million over the six years to create and 
maintain recreational trails. 

TEA-21, enacted in June, 1998, authorizes the Federal surface transportation programs 
through 2003 and provides over $3 billion in formula funding to states. ISTEA (Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act) preceded and funded similar programs from 1991-
1998. 

State Opportunities [Specific to Recreation and Parks) 

Local Government Grants 
http://www.oreKOn.gov/OPRD/GRANTS/local.shtml 
Competitive grants are awarded to counties, municipalities, and special districts to acquire, 
establish, expand and enhance park, outdoor recreation and environmental education 
facilities. Projects include ballfields, sports complexes, skate parks, playgrounds, and 
swimming pools. 

Recreational Trails Grants 
http://www.oregon.gov/OPRD/GRANTS/trails.shtml 
Recreational trail-related projects are eligible for national grants administered by Oregon 
Parks and Recreation Department (OPRD). Qualifying projects include hiking, running, 
bicycling, off-road motorcycling, and all-terrain vehicle riding. Yearly grants are awarded 
based on funds voted on by the U.S. Congress. 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Grants 
http://www.oregon.gov/QPRD/GRANTS/lwcf.shtml 
The LWCF grants provide matching grants to state and local governments for acquiring and 
developing public outdoor recreation areas and facilities. Since 1964, this national grant has 
awarded more than $55 million for Oregon recreational areas and facilities. 
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Private Foundation Opportunities (Specific to Recreation and Parks) 

American Greenways 
Contact: http://www.conservationfund.org/?article=2106 
When: Applications may be submitted from March 1 to June 1 of each calendar year. The 
final deadline for submitting applications and other required materials is June 1. The 
announcement of awards will be made in early fall. 
How much: The maximum grant award is $2,500, although most grants will range from $500 
to $1,000. 
What: The Eastman Kodak American Greenways Awards, a partnership involving Kodak, the 
Conservation Fund, and the National Geographic Society, provides small grants to stimulate 
the planning and design of greenways in communities. 

Frank Stanley Beveridge Foundation, Inc. 
The Florida-based Beveridge Foundation was established in Massachusetts in 1947 by Frank 
Stanley Beveridge, the founder of Stanley Home Products, Inc. Today the Foundation 
considers grant proposals in some two dozen institutional/program activity areas, including 
animal related, arts and culture, civil rights, community improvement, 
conservation/environment, crime, disasters/safety, diseases/medical disciplines, education, 
employment, food and agriculture, health - general & rehabilitative, housing, human 
services, mental health - crisis intervention, philanthropy/voluntarism, public affairs and 
society benefit, recreation, religion, science, social sciences, and youth development. The 
stated purpose of the Foundation's Web site, however, is to determine whether potential 
applicants are eligible to receive grants from the Foundation. !n addition to a self-
administered interactive survey to help grant seekers determine whether they meet the 
Foundation's basic eligibility requirements, visitors to the site will find a biography of Mr. 
Beveridge, a recent grants list, a listing of the Foundation's officers and directors, and 
contact information. 

The Captain Planet Foundation 
Contact: http://www.turner.com/cpf 
When: Deadline is March 31 
How much: $250 - $2,000 
What: Grants support hands on environmental projects for children and youth. The 
organization's objective is to encourage innovative programs that work with children 
individually and collectively to solve environmental problems in their communities. 

Louis Calder Foundation 
230 Park Avenue, Suite 1525, New York, NY 10169 
Contact: (212) 687-1680 http://www.lcfnvc.orR 
How much: $5,000 to $50,000 
What: The foundation strives primarily to provide opportunities for children and youth to 
access meaningful non-school hour programming that provides nurturing, enriching 
experiences and stimulates aspirations, enabling them to develop to their fullest potential. 

Hasbro Children's Foundation 
32 West 23 Street, New York, NY 10010, http://www.hasbro.org 
When: Rolling deadline 
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How much: Average $500-$35,000 
What: Seek to fund fully integrated universally accessible playgrounds. Priority is given to 
economically disadvantaged areas. 

Merck Family Fund 
303 Adams Street, Milton, MA 02186 
Contact: http://www.merckff.org 
When: No deadline 
How much: $15,000 to $35,000 
What: Grants are for community-based conservation groups. New requests for support to 
the Merck Family Fund should be made by a letter of inquiry rather than with a full proposal 
or a request for a personal meeting. The letter should not exceed two pages and should 
concisely describe the project, its purpose, its likely impact, and the amount being 
requested. The letter should also briefly describe the organization and the overall budget. 
The Fund's staff will review the letter and decide whether to invite a full proposal. Letters of 
inquiry are acknowledged as soon as possible. The Fund strongly prefers applications 
printed double-sided on non-chlorine bleached 100% recycled or alternative paper, and 
organizations that have a commitment to recycled and reused products throughout their 
work. 

The Merck Foundation 
303 Adams Street, Milton, MA 02186 
Contact: http://www.merckff.ore 
When: No deadline but only invited proposals will be considered 
How much: $10,000 - $35,000 
What: Supports work by communities with few resources who are confronting significant 
social, economic, and environmental challenges. The two areas of focus for the Fund are to 
a) create green and open space, and b) support youth as agents of social change. Projects 
falling under this first category can range from encouraging local residents to reclaim, 
improve, and maintain community gardens, land with the potential for recreational or 
educational uses, and under-utilized open space; build local, grassroots organizations, 
provide technical assistance, and advocate at a city-wide level for the enhancement of open 
space; and provide additional benefits to the community, such as employment training, 
fresh food, or economic opportunities. Under the second category, projects should involve 
youth in the design, operation, and evaluation of a project; train youth to learn skills, 
develop relationships, and gain experience while making a positive impact on the 
community; support youth to research issues of concern, design strategies for change, and 
implement action plans; and identify youth as important stakeholders in the health and 
well-being of the community. 

JP Morgan Chase Foundation 
Contact: (212) 332-4100 
When: One deadline per year for each grant area 
How much: $2,000 to $5,000 
Whot: Offers grants in three areas: Arts & Culture, Community Development, and Pre-
Collegiate Education. Will fund general operating costs of not-for-profit groups. 
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National Gardening Association 
Contact: 180 Flynn Avenue, Burlington VT 05401 800-538-7476 x603; eddept@garden.org, 
http://www.kidsgardenine.com/Rrants.asp 

Youth Garden Grant 
When: Deadline is Mid-November 
How Much: Tools, seeds and garden products valued at an average of $700 
What: The NGAwill award $700 worth of gardening supplies to 300 schools, neighborhood 
groups, community centers or other organizations working with groups of at least 15 
children between the ages of three and 18 years. Selection of leaders will be based on 
leadership, educational, social and/or environmental programming, innovation and 
sustainability, need and community support. 

Charles Stewart Mot t Foundation 
Established in 1926 by industrialist Charles Stewart Mott, the Flint, Michigan-based Mott 
Foundation makes grants in the United States and, on a limited geographic basis, 
internationally, in four broad program areas: civil society, the environment, philanthropy in 
Flint, Ml, and poverty. These programs, in turn, are divided into more specific areas: the civil 
society program focuses on the United States, South Africa, Central/Eastern Europe, Russia, 
and the newly created Republics; the environment program is devoted to reform of 
international lending and trade policies, prevention of toxic pollution, protection of the 
Great Lakes ecosystem, and special initiatives; the Flint program concentrates on 
institutional capacity building, arts and recreation, economic and community development, 
and education; and the poverty program focuses on building communities, strengthening 
families, improving education, economic opportunity, and cross-cutting initiatives. In 
addition to detailed application guidelines and a biography of Charles Stewart Mott, the 
Foundation's well-organized Web site offers a searchable grants database, dozens of links to 
grantee Web sites, a list of publications available through the Foundation, copy of latest 
annual report, and related stories in each broad program area. 

National Tree Trust Community Tree Planting Grant 
Contact: www.natlonaltreetrust.org 
When: They anticipate having complete details of their new program structure in late 
summer 2003. 
What: The National Tree Trust is currently reviewing, revising and consolidating its grant 
programs. As part of this effort, NTT is working with its partners to examine the existing and 
future needs of organizations working in the field of urban and community forestry. It is 
known that the current structure of existing NTT grant programs, including Community Tree 
Planting (CTP), Growing Together (GT) and Partnership Enhancement Monetary Grant 
Program (PEP) will change in 2004. NTT is developing an expanded monetary grant program 
to serve the needs of its targeted audience. 

Prospect Hill Foundation 
99 Park Avenue, Suite 2220, New York, NY 10016-1601 
Contact: (212) 370-1165 
ht tp: / /www. fdncenter.org/grantmaker/prospecthill/index.html 
When: No deadline 
How much: Up to $50,000 
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What: Grants are given to environmental conservation. The request should be in the form 
of a letter (three pages maximum) that summarizes the applicant organization's history and 
goals; the project for which funding is sought; and the contribution of the project to other 
work in the field and/or to the organization's own development. In addition, requests 
should include the organization's total (current and proposed) budget and staff size; the 
project budget; project dates; potential sources of project support; and a list of the 
organization's board of directors. Submit two copies. 

Rockefeller Brothers Fund 
437 Madison Avenue, 37th Floor, New York, New York 10022-7001 
Contact: Benjamin R. Shute, Jr., 212.812.4200 
http://www.rbf.org 
When: No Deadline 
How much: $25,000-$ 100,000 

What: Grants given to community based organizations 

TriMIx Foundation 
Contact: Lynn Zarrella at 401-885-4680x10, or grants(5>trimixfoundation.org 
http://www. trimixfoundation.org 
When: Deadline is in May 
How much: Up to $15,000 
What: Supports programs and initiatives designed to improve the lives of children and build 
cohesive neighborhoods and communities. 
Trust for Public Land (TPL) 
666 Broadway, 9th Floor, New York, NY 10012 

Neighborhood Open Space Management Grant Program 
Contact: Alban Calderón, (212) 677-7171 
http://www.tpl.org 
When: Annual deadline is January 31 
How much: Average $500-$2000, some more, some less 
What: Grants to help groups more effectively manage local open spaces in low- to 
moderate-income neighborhoods. Primarily for community gardens but will consider 
parklands that have been reclaimed after being ill-treated or underused. 

Additionally, the Trust for Public Land's (TPL) Conservation Finance Program provides 
professional, technical assistance and campaign services to state and local government 
executives, legislatures, and public agencies that need to research and evaluate 
conservation finance options. 

Laura B. Volger Foundation, Inc. 
P.O. Box 610508, Bayside, NY 11361-0508 
Contact: (718) 423-3000 
http://www.fdncenter.org/grantmaker/volger 
When: January 1, April 1, July 1, and October 1 
How much: Between $2,500 and $5,000 
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What: These grants are awarded to organizations concerned with the health, well being, 
and education of children, the disadvantaged, and the elderly. Specific programs or projects 
are preferred rather than general operating support or capital programs. Groups should be a 
registered 501(c)(3) nonprofit. 

Corporate Opportunities (Specific to Recreation and Parks) 

Banks 
The Community Reinvestment Act requires banks to invest in the communities in which they 
collect deposits. Because of this, most large banks have a centrally-administered community 
grants program that you can apply to for small grants, usually at the beginning of the year. 
The branch managers of these banks also have money that they can give to neighborhood 
community groups at their discretion. To get a larger grant, your program should probably 
include some kind of economic development, like employing local youth. 

Independence Community Foundation 
182 Atlantic Avenue, Brooklyn NY 11201 
Contact: (718) 722-2300, or inquiries@icfny.org 
When: Rolling 
How much: $500 to $5,000 
What: Supports neighborhood-based groups working in three areas: Neighborhood 
Renewal; Education, Culture and the Arts; and Community Quality of Life. Small grants are 
also given by the branches of the Independence Community Bank. 

Ben & Jerry's Foundation 
30 Community Drive, South Burlington, VT 05403-6828 
Contact: (802) 846-1500, http://www.benierry.com/foundation 
When: Ongoing 
How much: $1,000 to $15,000 
What: Funds non-profit organizations working for progressive social change by addressing 
the underlying concerns of social and environmental problems. Submit a letter of inquiry to 
apply. 

Canon U.S.A. Inc. 
www.usa.canon.com/templatedata/AboutCanon/ciwccintro.html 
Canon U.S.A. Inc. supports environmental efforts through its Clean Earth Campaign, based in 
Lake Success, NY. The program supports programs in four areas. Recycling is primarily 
addressed through the Canon Cartridge Recycling Program, which keeps empty ink 
cartridges from being placed in landfills or similar facilities. Exhibition into the Parks teaches 
conservation to old and young through research methods using donated Canon products « 
cameras, camcorders, binoculars, etc. The Science category is for science-based 
conservation programs. Finally, the Outdoor Appreciation heading encompasses three 
educational awards: the Canon National Parks Science Scholars is a three-year scholarship 
for doctoral students doing environmental research on National Park ecosystems, the 
Envirothon is a year-long environmental curriculum culminating in a competition for high 
school students, and the program sponsors the PBS "Nature" series. The site includes a 
section of Good News press releases detailing the company's giving. 
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The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 
www.goodyear.com 
Based in Akron, Ohio, the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company "seeks to be a socially aware 
and responsive global citizen, wherever it operates or does business." Goodyear participates 
in organizations that seek to elevate the aspirations of and provide opportunities for the 
young and disadvantaged, through summer work-study programs, scholarships, recreational 
offerings, and employment opportunities. 

The Janx Foundation, Inc. 
c/o Janx Partners, L.P., One Gateway Center, Suite 900, Newark, NJ 07102 
Contact: Community Training and Assistance Center, (617) 423-1444 
http://www. fdncenter.org/grantmaker/janx 
How much: Usually between $5,000 and $10,000 
What: The Janx Foundation's primary emphasis is supporting non-profit, youth development 
programs that focus on fostering skills necessary to succeed in school, the workforce, and 
life in general. 

Recreational Equipment, Inc. 
www.rei.com/reihtml/about rei/gives,html?stat=side 32 
Recreational Equipment, Inc. (REI) of Washington is helping build a lasting legacy of trails, 
rivers, and wildlands for generations to come and ensuring ongoing programs to help people 
of all ages and experiences participate. The Grant program supports organizations 
nominated solely through REI employees. REI's charitable giving focuses support on projects 
that protect outdoor places for recreation and help increase participation in outdoor 
activities. The program is divided in two areas: Conservation Grants and Outdoor Recreation 
Grants. 

Windhover Foundation 
http://www.qe.com/whoarewe/windhover.html 
The Windhover Foundation was founded in 1983 as the charitable arm of the Pewaukee, 
Wisconsin Quad/Graphics company to fund "organizations focused on meeting a pressing, 
unfilled need, whether social, educational, cultural or otherwise." The Foundation also 
grants seed money to upstarts of "maverick intent," along with organizations such as 
hospices, women's centers, libraries, playgrounds, parks and arenas. 

Grantmaking Public Charities [Specific to Recreation and Parks) 

International Youth Federation 
www.iyfnet.ore 
The International Youth Foundation promotes the positive development of children and 
youth, ages 5 to 20, around the world by supporting programs that focus on such areas as 
vocational training, health education, recreation, cultural tolerance, environmental 
awareness, and the development of leadership, conflict resolution, and decision-making 
skills. 
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Federal Government Opportunities in the Arts 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Brownfields Pilots and Demonstrations 
www.epa.gov/swerosps/bf/pilot.htm 
Competitive project grants awarded through regional offices to address serious 
contamination issues, including contaminants from art supplies and assessments of sites for 
redevelopment into arts districts. 

National Endowment for the Arts 
Organizational Capacity 
www.arts.gov/guide/0rgsQ3/Qrgl ndex. htm I 
Supports the development of arts organizations that are stable and generate public 
confidence. For FY 2003, the Arts Endowment continues to emphasize projects that develop 
future arts leaders and enhance the skills of those who are already working in the field. In 
addition, the Endowment is committed to projects that are designed to assist arts 
organizations in becoming more effective. 

Partnership Agreements 
www.arts.gov/guide/Partnership02/Pshipindex.html 
Partnership agreements with state arts agencies are made in three areas: arts education 
activities; arts in under-served communities; and grant, service, or administrative programs. 
Seven regional arts organizations of state arts agencies receive support in two areas: 
presenting and touring and grant, service, or administrative programs. Grant support and 
cooperative agreements are also awarded for services provided at a national level to state 
arts agencies. 

Federal Partnerships 
www.arts.gov/partner/index.html 
The National Endowment for the Arts has partnered with other federal departments in pilot 
programs that provide competitive grants and cooperative agreements demonstrating how 
the arts play an integral role in improving the quality of life for youth, families and 
communities. Past partnerships have included the U.S. Department of Agriculture, the U.S. 
Department of Education, the Employment Training Administration (ETA) of the U.S. 
Department of Labor, and the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) 
of the U.S. Department of Justice. 

Access 
www.arts.gov/guide/Qrgs03/Qrglndex.html 
Making quality art as broadly available as possible. Access encompasses a wide variety of 
projects that seek to make the arts more widely available. Access projects often seek to 
reach those in underserved areas; or those whose opportunities to participate in the arts 
may be limited by age, disability, language, or educational, geographic, ethnic, or economic 
constraints, 
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National Endowment of the Humanities 
Office of Challenge Grants 
www.neh.gov/whowea re/overview, html 
Competitive grants to nonprofit institutions to establish or increase endowments, therefore 
guaranteeing long-term support for a variety of humanities needs. Funds may also be used 
for limited direct capital expenditures. 

Office of Federal/State Partnership 
www.neh.gov/whoweare/overview.html 
Formula funding to all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Territories for state councils 
that sub-grant on a competitive basis to projects within the state. 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Arts and Rural Assistance Grant Program 
www.arts.endow.gov/partner/Rural.html 
A partnership between the National Endowment for the Arts and the Forest Service, which 
supports arts-based projects in th ree areas: 1) the arts and economic development; 2) the 
arts and community development; and 3) the arts and community heritage. Offered 
annually in selected Forest Service Regions through the State and Private 
Forestry/Cooperative Forestry Program. 

United States Department of Education 
Arts in Education 
www.ed.gov/offices/OESE/StP/programs/aie.html 
Support for the Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts Education Program, music 
educators, and innovative programs in arts education. 

Education Program Strategies 
www.ed.gov/offices/QESE/SIP/programs/index.html 
Support to state agencies, re-granted through competitive grants to local districts. 

United States Department of Justice 
Art Programs for At-Risk Youth 
www, 9rts.gov/partnRr/Arts4vouth.htm I 
Support for technical assistance at three pilot sites to develop, implement, and assess an 
arts program for youth at risk of delinquency and other problem behaviors during after 
school hours and summer months. 

Corporate Opportunities in the Arts 
AT&T Foundation 
http://www.att.com/foundation/programs/arts.html/ 
The AT&T Foundation focuses its support for the arts on extending the availability of the arts 
to a wider audience, funding innovative projects that collectively create a legacy for the 
future. The creation and presentation of new artistic work, the exhibition of contemporary 
art, the celebration of cultural diversity, and the collaboration of the arts and technology are 
among the foundation's primary areas of interest. 
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Bank of America Foundation 
http://www.bankofa merica.com/fou ndation/index,cfm?Nl=category 
The Bank of America Foundation considers the arts a crucial ingredient in the economic and 
cultural development of a community, and supports arts education, arts organizations, and 
programs that address audience growth and accessibility in the visual and performing arts. 

Exxon Mobil Foundation 
http://www2.exxonmobil.com/Corporate/About/CommunitvPartnerships/Corp Community 
Partnership.asp 
In addition to supporting arts and cultural organizations, museums, and historical 
associations, the Exxon Mobile Foundation has supported Exxon Mobil's Masterpiece 
Theatre on PBS for more than thirty years. 

Fleet Boston Financial Foundation 
http://www.fleet.com/about inthecommunitv fieetbostonfinancialfoundation.asp 
The Fleet Boston Financial Foundation supports cultural programming that promotes artistic 
expression and creativity, and that allows greater access for those traditionally underserved 
by cultural and artistic institutions. Special emphasis is placed on cultural activities that 
enrich the lives of children and youth; community and grassroots performances; and 
projects that promote increased access to the arts. 

General Motors Foundation 
http://www.gm.com/company/beliefs policies/philanthropy/ 
In communities where General Motors has a corporate presence, the GM Foundation 
supports a variety of arts and cultural organizations in an effort to promote awareness of 
the arts, appreciation for diverse cultures, and implementation of arts in education 
programs. 

MetLife Foundation 
http://www.metlife.eom/Applications/Corporate/WPS/CDA/PageGenerator/0,1674,P284,00 
.html 
The MetLife Foundation provides grants to a variety of cultural organizations and projects 
throughout the country, with an emphasis on those with large and diverse audiences that 
help promote greater understanding among different cultures, and arts education initiatives 
that contribute to the development of young people. In addition, MetLife's national 
YouthARTS Resource Initiative, a collaboration between the foundation and Americans for 
the Arts, supports arts education programs designed specifically for at-risk youth. 

Philip Morris Companies 
http://www.philipmorris.com/philanthropy/culture/culture_grant_guide.asp 
Philip Morris' Cultural Program supports support innovative and culturally diverse artists 
and arts organizations — including those charting new territory, both in message and in 
medium — in three core disciplines: dance, theater, and the visual arts. In addition, the 
company plans to support a small number of advocacy organizations, arts and education 
programs, and major sponsorship projects in all areas of the arts. New this year: The 
company is requesting that most proposals be submitted online. 
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More Federal Government Opportunities 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Community Assistance Programs 
www.fs.fed.us/spf/coop/rca.htrri 
Competitive awards and grants through regional offices that facilitate and foster sustainable 
community development, linking community assistance and resource management. Rural 
community assistance efforts include themes of healthy communities, appropriately diverse 
economies, and sustainable ecosystems. 

Fund for Rural America 
www.reeusda.gov/fra 
A competitive program supporting awards for research, extension and education grants 
addressing key issues that contribute to economic diversification and sustainable 
development in rural areas. The focus is preservation of economic viability of rural 
communities. 

Community Facilities Guaranteed Loan Program 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/rhs/ProgramBriefs/brief cp direct.htm 
Direct loans to nonprofit and public entities for the construction of essential community 
facilities. Most loans are made at below-market interest rates and are aimed at serving 
financially challenged rural areas. Allowed expenses include purchase of land needed for 
construction of the facility, necessary professional fees, and equipment and operating costs. 
Essential community facilities include "Cultural and Educational Facilities" including 
museums and outdoor theatres. For more information see 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/rhs/cf/essent_facii.htm. 

Community Facilities Grant Program 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/rhs/Program8riefs/brief cp grant.htm 
Competitive grants to assist in the development of essential community facilities in rural 
areas and towns of up to 20,000 in population. Facilities include museums and outdoor 
theaters, and non-profit organizations are eligible to apply. Applications are through the 
USDA Rural Development Field Office. 

Economic Action Programs 
www.fs.fed.us/spf/coop/eap.htm 
Support to help rural communities build skills, networks, and strategies to address social, 
environmental and economic changes. Applications are processed through the state office 
and compete on a regional basis. 

United States Department of Commerce 
Public Works Development Facilities Program 
www.doc.gov/eda/html/pwprog.htm 
Grants to help distressed communities attract new industry, encourage business expansion, 
diversify local economies, and generate long-term, private sector jobs. This can include 
business incubator facilities, technology projects and sustainable development activities. 
Applications through the regional office of the EDA. 
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Short Term Planning Grants 
www.doc.gov/eda/ 
Planning grants to states, sub-state planning regions and urban areas to assist economic 
development planning and implementation activities such as economic analysis, definition 
of economic development goals, determination of project opportunities and the formulation 
and implementation of development programs that include systematic efforts to generate 
employment opportunities, reduce unemployment and increase incomes. 

Local Technical Assistance 
www.doc.gov/eda/ 
Grants to assist in solving specific economic development problems, respond to 
developmental opportunities, and build and expand local organizational capacity in 
distressed areas. 

United States Department of Health and Human Services 
Head Start: Early Head Start 
www2.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/hsb/about/programs/ehs.htm 
Competitive project grants awarded through regional offices to provide comprehensive 
health, educational, nutritional, social, and other services that bridge the gap between 
economically disadvantaged children and their peers. Early Head Start helps parents move 
toward self-sufficiency. 

United States Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Economic Development Initiative (EDI) 
www.hud.gov/cpd/oed/progra ms.h tm I 
Competitive federal project grants awarded to states and communities with and without 
Community Development Block Grant entitlements to enhance both the security of loans 
guaranteed through the Economic Development Loan Fund and the feasibility of the large 
economic development and revitalization projects they finance. Increasing access to capital 
for entrepreneurs and small business has emerged as a key component of the job growth 
strategy employed by EDI. 

Volunteer Grant Opportunities 

Corporation for National and Community Service 
AmeriCorps 
www.americorps.org 
Formula grants awarded to states to provide one year full-time employment for individuals 
17 years or older to help solve community problems through direct and indirect service in 
the areas of education, public safety, the environment, and other human needs such as 
health and housing. 

AmeriCorps VISTA (Volunteers in Service to America) 
www.cns.gov/stateprofiles/ 
Formula grants awarded to states for programs that provide full-time one year service to 
individuals 18 years or older with a bachelor's degree or three years of related volunteer/job 
experience. Individuals serve through private organizations and public nonprofit agencies 
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that address issues related to poverty including public health education, the environment, 
and employment that creates long-term sustainable benefits at a community level. 
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XX Parks & Recreation Department 
Sponsorship Policy 

Note: Terms in this document may need to be changed to directly reflect the terms used by and that 
are specific to the agency/organization, e.g. city, county, district, department, etc. 

In t roduct ion 
The following guidelines in this Sponsorship Policy have been specifically designed for the 
XX Parks & Recreation Department, while considering that these guidelines may be later 
adap ted and implemented on a city-wide basis. Some assumptions regarding this policy 

• Partnerships for recreation and parks facilities and program development may be 
pursued based on the XX Partnership Policy, encouraging the development of 
partnerships for the benefit of the city, its citizens, and potential partners. 
Sponsorships are one type of partnership, and one avenue of procurement for 
alternative funding resources. The Sponsorship Policy may evolve as the needs of 
new projects and other City departments are incorporated into its usage. 

• Broad guidelines are offered in this policy to delineate primarily which types of 
sponsors and approval levels are currendy acceptable for the XX Parks & Recreation 
Department. 

• The policy should ensure that the definition of potential sponsors may include non-
commercial community organizations (for example: YMCA's and Universities), bu t 
does not include a forum for non-commercial speech or advertising. 

• Sponsorships are clearly defined and are different f rom advertisements. 
Advertisements are one type of benefit that may be offered to a sponsor in exchange 
for cash or in-kind sponsorship. 

• The difference between sponsors and donors must be clarified, as some staff and the 
public often confuse and misuse these terms. 

Structure 
Part A of this document gives the Sponsorship Policy 
Part B gives the Levels of Sponsorsh ip Tiers and Benefits 
Part C provides the vocabulary and Glossary of Sponsorsh ip Terms 
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Part A. 
Sponsorship Policy 

XX Parks & Recreation Depar tment 

I. Purpose 

In an effort to utilize and maximize the community 's resources, it is in the best interest of 
the City's Parks & Recreation Department to create and enhance relationship-based 
sponsorships. This may be accomplished by providing local, regional, and national 
commercial businesses and non-profit groups a method for becoming involved with the 
many opportunities provided by the Parks & Recreation Department. The Department 
delivers quality, life-enriching activities to the broadest base of the community. This 
translates into exceptional visibility for sponsors and supporters. It is the goal of the 
Department to create relationships and partnerships with sponsors for the financial benefit 
of the Department. 

Sponsorsh ips vs. Donat ions 
It is important to note that there is a difference between a sponsorship and a donation. 
Basically, sponsorships are cash or in-kind products and services offered by sponsors with 
the clear expectation that an obligation is created. The recipient is obliged to return 
something of value to the sponsor. The value is typically public recognition and publicity or 
advertising highlighting the contribution of the sponsor a n d / o r the sponsor 's name, logo, 
message, products or services. The Sponsor usually has clear marketing objectives that they 
are trying to achieve, including but not limited to the ability to drive sales directly based on 
the sponsorship, a n d / o r quite often, the right to be the exclusive sponsor in a specific 
category of sales. The arrangement is typically consummated by a letter of agreement or 
contractual arrangement that details the particulars of the exchange. 

In contrast, a donation comes with no restrictions on h o w the money or in-kind resources 
are used. This policy specifically addresses sponsorships, the agreements for the 
procurement of the resources, and the benefits provided in return for securing those 
resources. Since donations or gifts come with no restrictions or expected benefits for the 
donor, a policy is generally not needed. 

II. Guide l ines for Acceptable Sponsorships 

Sponsors should be businesses, non-profit groups, or individuals that promote mutual ly 
beneficial relationships for the Parks & Recreation Department. All potentially sponsored 
properties (facilities, events or programs) should be reviewed in terms of creating 
synergistic working relationships with regards to benefits, community contributions, 
knowledge, and political sensitivity. All sponsored properties should promote the goals 
and mission of the Parks & Recreation Department as follows: 
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NEED SPECIFIC MISSION STATEMENT 
Sample XX Parks & Recreation Mission Statement: 

NEED SPECIFIC GOALS 

Sample Goals of the Park & Recreation Department : 

III. Sponsorsh ip Selection Criteria 

A. Rela t ionship of Sponsorship to Mission and Goals 
The first major criterion is the appropriate relationship of a sponsorship to the above 
outlined Parks & Recreation Department 's Mission and Goals. While objective analysis is 
ideal, the appropriateness of a relationship may sometimes be necessarily subjective. This 
policy addresses this necessity by including Approval Levels f rom various levels of Agency 
management staff and elected officials, outlined in Section B, to help assist with decisions 
involving larger amounts and benefits for sponsorship. 

The fo l lowing quest ions are the major gu id ing components of this policy and should be 
addressed pr ior to soliciting potent ial sponsors: 

• Is the sponsorship reasonably related to the purpose of the facility or programs as 
exemplified by the Mission Statement and Goals of the Department? 

• Will the sponsorship help generate more revenue a n d / o r less cost per participant 
than the Agency can provide without it? 

• What are the real costs, including staff time, for procuring the amount of cash or in-
kind resources that come with the generation of the sponsorship? 

Sponsorsh ips which shall N O T be considered are those which: 
• Promote environmental, work, or other practices that, if they took place in the 

Agency, would violate U.S. or state law (i.e. - dumping of hazardous waste, 
exploitation of child labor, etc.), or promote drugs, alcohol, or tobacco, or that 
constitute violations of law. 

• Duplicate or mimic the identity or programs of the Parks & Recreation Department 
or any of its divisions. 

• Exploit participants or staff members of the Department. 
• Offer benefits which may violate other accepted policies or the Sign Code. 

B. Sponsorsh ip Plan and Approval Levels 
Each project or program that involves solicitation of Sponsors should, PRIOR to 
procurement , create a Sponsorship Plan specific to that project or program that is in line 
wi th the Sponsorship Levels given in Part B. This plan needs to be approved by the 
Management Team Members supervising the project and in accordance to Agency 
Partnership, Sponsorship and Sign Code policies. In addition, each sponsorship will need 
separate approval if they exceed pre-specified limits. The Approval Levels are outlined as 
follows: 
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Under $1,000 The program or project staff may approve this level of Agreement, 
with review by their supervising Management Team Member. 

$1,001 to $10,000 The Agreement needs approval of a Management Team Member. 
$10,001 to $25,000 The Agreement needs approval of the entire Senior Management 

Team and Department Director 
Over $25,000 The Agreement needs approval by City Council. 

C. No Non-Commercial Forum is Permit ted 
This criterion deals with the commercial character of a sponsorship message. The Agency 
intends to create a limited forum, focused on advertisements incidental to commercial 
sponsorships of Parks & Recreation facilities and programs. While non-commercial 
community organizations or individuals may wish to sponsor Department activities or 
facilities for various reasons, no non-commercial speech is permitted in the limited forum 
created by this policy: 

Advert isements incidental to commercial sponsorship must primarily propose a commercial 
transaction, either directly, through the text, or indirecdy, through the association of the 
sponsor 's name with the commercial transaction of purchasing the commercial goods or 
services which the sponsor sells. 

The reasons for this portion of the Policy include: 

• The desirability of avoiding non-commercial proselytizing of a "captive audience" of 
event spectators and participants; 

• The constitutional prohibition on any view-point related decisions about permitted 
advertising coupled with the danger that the Agency and the Parks & Recreation 
Department would be associated with advertising anyway; 

• The desire of the Agency to maximize income from sponsorship, weighed against 
the likelihood that commercial sponsors would be dissuaded f rom using the same 
forum commonly used by persons wishing to communicate non-commercial 
messages, some of which could be offensive to the public; 

• The desire of the Agency to maintain a position of neutrality on political and 
religious issues; 

• In the case of religious advertising and political advertising, specific concerns about 
the danger of "excessive entanglement" with religion (and resultant constitutional 
violations) and the danger of election campaign law violations, respectively. 

Guidelines for calculating the Levels of Sponsorship Tiers and Benefi ts are provided and 
outlined in Part B. 

IV. Addi t ional Guidel ines for Implementa t ion 

A. Equi table Offer ings 
It is important that all sponsorships of equal levels across divisions within Parks & 
Recreation yield the same value of benefits for potential sponsors. 
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B. Sponsorsh ip Contact Database 
A designated staff person or representative of the Parks & Recreation Depar tment will keep 
an updated list of all current sponsors, sponsored activities, and contacts related to 
sponsorship. 

Purpose of Maintaining the Database: 
• Limit duplicate solicitations of one sponsor 
• Allow management to make decisions based on most appropriate solicitations and 

levels of benefits offered 
• Keep a current list of all Department supporters and contacts 
• Help provide leads for new sponsorships, if appropriate 

For staff below Management Team level, access to the database will be limited to printouts 
of listings of names of sponsors and their sponsored events. This limited access will provide 
information to help limit duplicated solicitations, and will also protect existing sponsor 
relationships, while allowing the evaluation of future sponsorships to occur at a 
management level. 

If a potential sponsor is already listed, staff should not pursue a sponsorship without 
researching the sponsor 's history with the most recently sponsored division. If more than 
one division wishes to pursue sponsorship by the same company, the Management Team 
shall make a decision based on several variables, including but not limited to: 

• History of sponsorship, relationships, and types of sponsorship needed 
• Amount of fund ing available 
• Best use of funding based on departmental priorities. 

C. Sponsorsh ip Commit tee 
A committee consisting of the supervisors of each program using sponsorships and other 
management team designees shall meet twice per year to review the database, exchange 
current contract samples, and recommend adjusting benefit levels and policy as needed. 
Changes shall not take effect before approval by the Management Team. 

Part B. 
Levels of Sponsorship Tiers and Benefits 

The following tiers are presented as a guideline for types of benefits that may be presented 
as opportunit ies for potential sponsors. 

Each sponsorship will most likely need to be individually negotiated. One purpose for 
these guidelines is to create equity in exchanges across sponsorship arrangements. While 
for the sake of ease the examples given for levels are based on amount of sponsorship 
requested, the level of approval needed from Agency staff is really based on the amount of 
benefits exchanged for the resources. The levels of approval are necessary because the costs 
and values for different levels of benefits may vary, depending on the sponsorship. It is 
important to note that these values may be very different. Sponsors typically will not offer 
to contribute resources that cost them more than the value of resources that they will gain 
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and, typically, seek at least a two to one return on their investment. Likewise, the Agency 
should not pursue sponsorships unless the total value the Agency receives is greater than 
the Agency's real costs. 

A hierarchy of Sponsors for events, programs, or facilities with more than one sponsor is 
listed below from the highest level to the lowest. Not all Levels will necessarily be used in 
each Sponsorship Plan. Note that the hierarchy is not dependent on specific levels or 
amounts of sponsorship. Specific levels and amounts should be designed for each property 
before sponsorships are procured within the approved Sponsorship Plan. Complete 
definitions of terms are included in Part C. 

Hierarchy of Sponsorship Levels (highest to lozuest) 

Parks and Recreation Depar tment-Wide Sponsor 
Facility/Park Title or Primary Sponsor => 

Eveni^Program Title or Primary Sponsor => 
Presenting Sponsor (Facility, Event or Program) ^ 

Facility/Park Sponsor => 
Program/Event Sponsor => Media Sponsor => Off ic ia l Suppl ie r ^ 

Co-sponsor 

This hierarchy will help decide the amounts to ask various sponsors for, and determine 
what levels of benefits to provide. It is important to build flexibility and choice into each 
level so that sponsors can have the ability to choose options that will best fit their objectives. 
Note that the benefits listed under each level are examples of value. The listing does not 
mean that all of the benefits should be offered. It is a menu of options for possible benefits, 
depending on the circumstances. These are listed primarily as a guideline for max imum 
benefit values. It is recommended that each project create a project-specific Sponsorship 
Plan for approval in advance of Sponsorship procurement, based on the benefits available 
and the values specific to the project. 

I. Sponsorsh ip Assets and Related Benefi ts Inventory 

TO BE DETERMINED FOR EACH AGENCY BASED ON OFFERINGS (PROPERTIES), 
VALUATION, AND DETERMINED BENEFITS 

A tiered structure of actual values and approval levels should be determined as part of a 
Sponsorship Plan. 
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Par tC . 
Glossary of Sponsorship Terms 

Activation 
The marketing activity a company conducts to promote its sponsorship. Money spent on 
activation is over and above the rights fee paid to the sponsored property. Also known as 
leverage. 

Advert is ing 
The direct sale of print or some other types of City communication med ium to provide 
access to a select target market. 

A m b u s h Marke t ing 
A promotional strategy whereby a non-sponsor attempts to capitalize on the 
popular i ty /pres t ige of a property by giving the false impression that it is a sponsor. Often 
employed by the competitors of a property 's official sponsors. 

Audio Men t ion 

The mention of a sponsor dur ing a TV or radio broadcast. 

Business-to-Business Sponsorship 
Programs intended to influence corporate purchase/awareness , as opposed to individual 
consumers. 
Category Exclusivity 
The right of a sponsor to be the only company within its product or service category 
associated with the sponsored property. 

Cause Marke t ing 
Promotional strategy that links a company's sales campaign directly to a non-profit 
organization. Generally includes an offer by the sponsor to make a donation to the cause 
with purchase of its product or service. Unlike philanthropy, money spent on cause 
marketing is a business expense, not a donation, and is expected to show a return on 
investment. 

Cosponsors 

Sponsors of the same property. 

CPM fCost Per Thousand) 

The cost to deliver an ad message to a thousand people. 

Cross-Promotions 
A joint marketing effort conducted by to or more cosponsors using the sponsored property 
as the central theme. 
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Donat ions 
Cash or in-kind gifts that do not include any additional negotiated conditions in return. 
Synonyms: Philanthropy, Patronage. 

Editorial Coverage 
Exposure that is generated by media coverage of the sponsored property that includes 
mention of the sponsor. 

Emblem 

A graphic symbol unique to a property. Also called a mark. 

Escalator 
An annual percentage increase built into the sponsorship fee for multi-year contracts. 
Escalators are typically tied to inflation. 
Exclusive Rights 
A company pays a premium or provides economic benefit in exchange for the right to be the 
sole advert ised provider, at the most competitive prices, of goods purchased by consumers 
within Parks & Recreation Department facilities and parks. 

Fulf i l lment 

The delivery of benefits promised to the sponsor in the contract. 

Hospital i ty 
Hosting key customers, clients, government officials, employees and other VIPs at an event 
or facility. Usually involves tickets, parking, dining, and other amenities, often in a 
specially designated area, and may include interaction with athletes. 
In-Kind Sponsorsh ip 

Payment (full or partial) of sponsorship fee in goods or services rather than cash. 

Licensed Merchandise 
Goods produced by a manufacturer (the licensee) who has obtained a license to produce 
and distribute the official Marks on products such as clothing and souvenirs. 
Licensee 
Manufacturer which has obtained a license to produce and distribute Licensed 
Merchandise. 

Licensing 
Right to use a property 's logos and terminology on products for retail sale. Note: While a 
sponsor will typically receive the right to include a property 's marks on its packaging and 
advertising, sponsors are not automatically licensees. 

Mark 
Any official visual representation of a property, including emblems and mascots. 
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Mascot 
A graphic illustration of a character, usually a cartoon figure, used to promote the identity 
of a property. 

Media Equivalencies 
Measuring the exposure value of a sponsorship by adding up all the coverage it generated 
and calculating what it would have cost to buy a like amount of ad time or space in those 
outlets based on media rate cards. 

Media Sponsor 
TV and radio stations, print media and outdoor advertising companies that provide either 
cash, or more frequently advertising time or space, to a property in exchange for official 
designation. 

Municipal Marke t ing 
Promotional strategy linking a company to community services and activities (sponsorship 
of parks and recreation programs, libraries, etc.) 

Opt ion to Renew 

Contractual right to renew a sponsorship on specified terms. 

Phi lanthropy 
Support for a non-profit property where no commercial advantage is expected. Synonym: 
Patronage. 
Perimeter Advert is ing 
Stationary advertising a round the perimeter of an arena or event site, often reserved for 
sponsors. 

Premiums 
Souvenir merchandise, produced to promote a sponsor 's involvement with a property 
(customized with the names / logos of the sponsor and the property). 

Present ing Sponsor 
The sponsor that has its name presented just below that of the sponsored property. In 
presenting arrangements, the event/facility name and the sponsor name are not fully 
integrated since the word(s) "presents" or "presented by" always come between them. 

Primary Sponsor 
The sponsor paying the largest fee and receiving the most prominent identification (Would 
be naming rights or title sponsor if sponsored property sold name or title). 

Property 
A unique, commercially exploitable entity (could be a facility, site, event, or program) 
Synonyms: sponsee, rightsholder, seller. 
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Right of First Refusa l 
Contractual right granting a sponsor the right to match any offer the property receives 
dur ing a specific period of time in the sponsor 's product category. 

Selling Rights 
The ability of a sponsor to earn back some or all of its sponsorship fee selling its product or 
service to the property or its attendees or members. 

Signage 

Banners, billboards, electronic messages, decals, etc., displayed on-site with sponsors ID. 

Sole Sponsor 

A company that has paid to be the only sponsor of a property. 

Sponsee 

A property available for sponsorship. 

Sponsor 
An entity that pays a property for the right to promote itself and its products or services in 
association with the property. 
Sponsor ID 
Visual and audio recognition of sponsor in property 's publications and advertising; public-
address and on-air broadcast mentions. 
Sponsorship 
The relationship between a sponsor and a property, in which the sponsor pays a cash or in-
kind fee in return for access to the commercial potential associated with the property. 
Sponsorship Agency 
A firm which specializes in advising on, managing, brokering, or organizing sponsored 
properties. The agency may be employed by either the sponsor or property. 

Sponsorship Fee 

Payment made by a sponsor to a property. 

Sports Marke t ing 
Promotional strategy linking a company to sports (sponsorship of competitions, teams, 
leagues, etc.) 
Suppl ier 
Official provider of goods or services in exchange for designated recognition. This level is 
below official sponsor, and the benefits provided are limited accordingly. 

Title Sponsor 
The sponsor that has its name incorporated into the name of the sponsored property. 
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Venue Marke t ing 
Promotional strategy linking a sponsor to a physical site (sponsorship of stadiums, arenas, 
auditoriums, amphitheaters, racetracks, fairgrounds, etc.) 

Web Sponsorsh ip 
The purchase (in cash or trade) of the right to utilize the commercial potential associated 
with a site on the World Wide Web, including integrated relationship building and 
branding. 
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APPENDIX X - COSI' RECOVERY PYRAMID METHODOLOGY 

The creation of a cost recovery philosophy and 
policy is a key component to maintaining an 
agency's financial control, equitably priced 
offerings, and identifying core programs, facilities 
and services. 

Critical to this philosophical undertaking is the 
support and buy-in of elected officials and advisory 
boards, staff and ultimately of citizens. Whether or 
not significant changes are called for, the 
organization wants to be certain that it is 
philosophically aligned with its constituents. The 
development of the cost recovery philosophy and 
policy is built upon a very logical foundation, using 
the understanding of who is benefiting from the parks and recreation service to determine how that 
service should be paid for. 

The development of the cost recovery philosophy can be separated into the following steps: 

S tep "1 - Bui Iding on Your Miss ion - What is Your Mission? 

The entire premise for this process is to fulfill the Community mission. It is important that 
organizational values are reflected in the mission. Often mission statements are a starting point and 
further work needs to occur to create a more detailed common understanding of the interpretation of 
the mission. This is accomplished by involving staff in a discussion of a variety of Filters. 

Step 2 - Understanding Filters and the Pyramid 

Filters are a series of continuums covering different ways of viewing service provision. The Primary 
Filters influence the final positioning of services as they relate to each other and are summarized 
below. The Benefits Filter, however, forms the foundation of the Pyramid Model and is used in this 
discussion to illustrate a cost recovery philosophy and policies for parks and recreation 
organizations. The other filters are explained later. 

Filter Defiiufiiin 

Benefit Who receives the benefit of the service? (Skill development, 
education, physical health, mental health, safety) 

Commitment What is the intensity of the program? 

Trends Is it tried and true or a fad? 

Obligation Is it our role to provide? (Is it legally mandated, e.g. ADA) 

Market What is the effect of the program in attracting customers? 

Relative Cost to Provide What is the cost per participant? 

Environmental Impact What is the impact to the resource or other visitors? 

Political What out of our control? 

Who We Serve Are we targeting certain populations? 

Cost 
Recovery 
Pyramid 

HIGHLY INDIVIDUAL Benefit 
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THE BENEFITS FILTER 

The principal foundation of all the filters is the Benefits Filter. It is shown first as a continuum and 
then applied to the Cost Recovery Pyramid model. 

Conceptually, the base level of the pyramid represents the mainstay of a public parks and recreation 
program. Programs appropriate to higher levels of the pyramid should only be offered when the 
preceding levels below are full enough to provide a foundation for the next level. This foundation 
and upward progression is intended to represent the public parks and recreation core mission, while 
also reflecting the growth and maturity of an organization as it enhances its program and facility 
offerings. 

It is often easier to integrate the values of the organization with its mission if they can be visualized. 
An ideal philosophical model for this purpose is the pyramid. In addition to a physical structure, 
pyramid is defined by Webster7s Dictionary as "an immaterial structure built on a broad supporting 
base and narrowing gradually to an apex." Parks and recreation programs are built with a broad 
supporting base of core services, enhanced with more specialized services as resources allow. 
Envision a pyramid sectioned horizontally into five levels. 

C O M M U N I T Y B e n e f i t 

The foundational level of the pyramid is the largest, and includes those programs, facilities, and 
services that benefit the COMMUNITY as a whole. These programs, facilities, and services can 
increase property values, provide safety, address social 
needs, and enhance quality of life for residents. The 
community generally pays for these basic services and 
facilities through taxes. These services are offered to 
residents at minimal or no fee. A large percentage of , COMMUNITY 
the tax support of the agency would fund this level of / Benefit 
the pyramid. 

Examples of these services could include the existence of the community parks mid recreation system, the ability 
for youngsters to visit facilities on an informal basis, development and distribution of marketing brochures, 
loiu-income or scholarship programs, park and facility planning and design, park maintenance, or others. 

NOTE: All examples are generic - your programs and services may be very different based on your 
agencies mission, demographics, goals, etc. 

C O M M U N I T Y / I n d i v i d u a l B e n e f i t 

The second and smaller level of the pyramid represents / 
, . . . . , . , . . . , / COMMUNITY/Individual 

programs, facilities, and services that promote individual / Benefit 
physical and mental well-being, and provide recreation skill 
development. They are generally the more traditionally expected services and beginner instructional 
levels. These programs, services, and facilities are typically assigned fees based on a specified 
percentage of direct and indirect costs. These costs are partially offset by both a tax subsidy to 
account for the COMMUNITY Benefit and participant fees to account for the INDIVIDUAL Benefit. 

Examples of these services cattld include the ability of teens and adidts to visit facilities on an informal basis, 
ranger led interpretive programs, and beginning level instructional programs and classes, etc. 

I N D I V I D U A L / C o m m u n i t y B e n e f i t 

The third and even smaller level of the pyramid represents services that /N DIVIDUAL/COMMUNITY 
promote individual physical and mental well-being, and provide an / Bonem 
intermediate level of recreational skill development. This level provides 
more INDIVIDUAL Benefit and less COMMUNITY Benefit and should be priced accordingly. The 



individual fee is higher than for programs and services that fall in the lower pyramid levels. 

Examples of these services could include summer recreational day camp, summer sports leagues, year-round 
sivim team, etc. 

MOSTLY INDIVIDUAL Benefit , 
/MOSTLV INDIVIDU The fourth and still smaller pyramid level represents specialized services / Bcr»m 

generally for specific groups, and may have a competitive focus. In this level 
programs and services may be priced to recover full cost, including all direct and indirect expenses. 

Examples of these services might include specialty classes, golf, and outdoor advenhtre programs. Examples of 
these facilities might include camp sites iw't/i power hook-ups. 

HIGHLY INDIVIDUAL Benefit 
At the top of the pyramid, the fifth and smallest level represents activities that have a 
profit center potential, and may even fall outside of the core mission. In this level, 
programs and services should be priced to recover full cost plus a designated profit percentage. 

Examples of these activities could include elite diving teams, golf lessons, food concessions, company picnic 
rentals and other facility rentals, such as for weddings, or other services. 

Step 3 - Sorting Services 

It is critical that this sorting step be done with staff, and with governing bodies and citizens in mind. 
This is where ownership is created for the philosophy, while participants discover the current and 
possibly varied operating histories, cultures, missions, and values of the organization. It is the time 
to develop consensus and get everyone on the same page, the page you write together. Remember, 
as well, this effort must reflect the community and must align with the thinking of policy makers. 

Sample Policy Language: 

XXX community brought together staff from across the department to sort existing programs into 
each level of the pyramid. This was a challenging step. It was facilitated by an objective and 
impartial facilitator in order to hear all viewpoints. It generated discussion and debate as 
participants discovered what different staff members had to say about serving culturally and 
economically different parts of the community; about historic versus recreational parks; about adults 
versus youth versus seniors; about weddings and interpretive programs; and the list goes on. It was 
important to push through the "what" to the "why" to find common ground. This is all what 
discovering the philosophy is about. 

Step 4 - Understanding the Other Fillers 

Inherent in sorting programs into the pyramid model using the benefits filter is the realization that 
other filters come into play. This can result in decisions to place programs in other levels than might 
first be thought. These filters also follow a continuum form however do not necessarily follow the 
five levels like the benefits filter. In other words, the continuum may fall totally within the first two 
levels of the pyramid. These filters can aid in determining core programs versus ancillary programs. 
These filters represent a layering effect and should be used to make adjustments to an initial 
placement in the pyramid. 

THE MARKETING FILTER: What is the effect of the program in attracting customers? 

Loss Leader Popular - High Willingness to Pay 



THE COMMITMENT FILTER: What is the intensity of the program, what is the 
commitment of the participant? 

Drop-In Instructional - Instructional - Competitive - Not ,, . .. . 
Opportunities Basic Intermediate Recreational ^ 

THE TRENDS FILTER: Is the program or service tried and true, or is it a fad? 

T " ' y Cool, Cutting Edge Fa, Ou, 

THE OBLIGATION FILTER: Is it our role to provide? Is it legally mandated? 

T , Traditionally Should Do-No „ 1 J T - „ Highly Questionable Must Do - Legal c r r
J _ , . . . _ Could Do - Someone c CI T .. Expected To Other Way To _ t , _ . . - Someone Else Is Obligation r _ „ . / Else Could Provide „ . ,, Do Provide Providing 

THE RELATIVE COST TO PROVIDE FILTER: What is the cost per participant? 

Low Cost per Medium Cost per High Cost per 
Participant Participant Participant 

THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT FILTER: What is the impact to the resource or other 
visitors? 

Low Impact to High Impact to Exceeds Park 
Resource or Others Resource or Others Capacity 

W H O WE SERVE: Are we targeting certain populations? 

Children and Local County Regional Non-residents of the 
Families Residents Residents Residents Community 

THE POLITICAL FILTER: What is out of our control? 

This filter does not operate on a continuum, but is a reality, and will dictate from time to time where 
certain programs fit in the pyramid. 

Step 5 - Determining (tforcent Subsidy/Cost Kecovcry Levels 

Subsidy and cost recovery are complementary. If a program is subsidized at 75%, it has a 25% cost 
recovery, and vice-versa. It is more powerful to work through this exercise thinking about where the 
tax subsidy is used rather than what is the cost recovery. When it is complete, you can reverse 
thinking to articulate the cost recovery philosophy, as necessary. 



The overall subsidy/cost recovery level is comprised of the average of everything in all of the levels 
together as a whole. Determine what the current subsidy level is for the programs sorted into each 
level. There may be quite a range in each level, and some programs could overlap with other levels 
of the pyramid. This will be rectified in the final steps. 

Step 6 - Assigning Desired Subsidy/Cost Recovery Levels 

Ask these questions: Who benefits? Who pays? Now you have the answer; who benefits - pays! The 
tax subsidy is used in greater amounts at the bottom levels of the pyramid, reflecting the benefit to 
the Community as a whole. As the pyramid is climbed, the percentage of tax subsidy decreases, and 
at the top levels it may not be used at all, reflecting the Individual benefit. So, what is the right 
percentage of tax subsidy for each level? It would be appropriate to keep some range within each 
level; however, the ranges should not overlap from level to level. 

Again, this effort must reflect your community and must align with the thinking of your policy 
makers. In addition, pricing must also reflect what your community thinks is reasonable, as well as 
the value of the offering. 

Many times categories at the bottom level it/ill be completely or mostly subsidized, but you may have a small 
cost recovery to convey value for the experience. The range for subsidy may be 90-100% - but it may be higlter, 
depending on your overall goals. 

The top level may range from 0% subsidy to 50% excess revenues above all costs, or more. Or, your 
organization may not have any activities or services in the top level. 

Step 7 - Adjust Fees tu Reflect Your Comprehensive Cnst Recovery Philosophy 

Across the country, ranges in overall cost recovery levels can vary from less than 10% to over 100%. 
Your organization sets your target based on your mission, stakeholder input, funding, and/or other 
circumstances. This exercise may have been completed to determine present cost recovery level. Or, 
you may have needed to increase your cost recovery from where you are currently to meet budget 
targets. Sometimes just implementing the policy equitably to existing programs is enough, without a 
concerted effort to increase fees. Now that this information is apparent, the organization can 
articulate where it has been and where it is going - by pyramid level and overall, and fees can be 
adjusted accordingly. 

rStep 8 - Use Your Efforts to Your Advantage in the Future 

The results of this exercise may be used: 
• To articulate your comprehensive cost recovery philosophy; 
• To train staff at all levels as to why and how things are priced the way they are; 
• To shift subsidy to where is it most appropriately needed; 
" To recommend program or service cuts to meet budget subsidy targets, or show how 

revenues can be increased as an alternative; and, 
• To justify the pricing of new programs. 

GreenPJay, LLC, 3050 Industrial Lane, Suite 200, Broooifield, CO 80020 
(303) 439-8369; Toll-free'. 1-866-849-9959; Info@GreenPlayLLC.com; www.GreenPlayLLC.com 

All rights reserved. Please contact GreenPlay for more information. 

Examples 

This Sample Cost Recovery Philosophy and Policy Outline is provided by: 

CreenPLAYuc LLC 
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+ Home & Community 

NSC Home > NSC Home & Community > Feature 

Walkable America Checklist: How Walkable Is Your 
Community? 

Everyone benefits from walking. But walking needs to be safe and easy. 
Print out this checklist, take a walk with your child, and use it to decide if 
your neighborhood is a friendly place to walk. Take heart if you find 
problems; there are ways you can make things better. 

Pick a place to walk, like the route to school, a friend's house or just 
somewhere fun to go. Read over the checklist before you go, and as you 
walk note the locations of things you would like to change. At the end of 
your walk, give an overall rating to each question. Then add up the 
numbers to see how you rated your walk. 

1 = awful 
2 = quite a few problems 
3 = some problems 
4 = good 
5 = very good 
6 = excellent 

From | 

To | 

1. Did you have room to walk? 
! !Yes | ...ISome problems (see below) 
I .¡Sidewalks started and stopped 
! .¡Sidewalks were broken or cracked 
I I Sidewalks were blocked with poles, signs, shrubbery, dumpsters, etc. 
1. jNo sidewalks, paths, or shoulders 
I - T o o much traffic? f Something else? 
Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 [ 
Locations of problems: | 

2. Was it easy to cross streets? 
I - Y e s | — I Some problems (see below) 
• Road was too wide 

Traffic signals made us wait too long or did not give us enough time to cross 

Take a walk with a 
child and decide 

for yourselves. 

Getting started 

Rating scale 

Location of Your Walk: 



_ Needed striped crosswalks or traffic signals 
Parked cars blocked our view of traffic 

I Trees or plants blocked our view of traffic 
L_ Needed curb ramps or ramps needed repair 
LSometh ing else? 
Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Locations of problems: 

3. Did drivers behave well? 
i Good | Some problems. Drivers ... (see below) 

Backed out of driveways without looking 
Did not yield to people crossing the street 
Turned into people crossing the street 
Sped up to make it through traffic lights 

or drove through red lights 
._ Something else? 
Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Locations of problems: 

4. Was it easy to follow safety rules? 
Could you and your child ... 
Cross at crosswalks or where you could see and be seen by drivers? CI Yes HI No 
Stop and look left, right and then left again before crossing streets? IZ Yes t No 
Walk on sidewalks or shoulders facing traffic where there were no sidewalks? C Y e s DNO 
Cross with the light? L I Yes J No 
Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Locations of problems: | 

5. Was your walk pleasant? 
Nice | Some unpleasant things (see below) 
Needed more grass, flowers or trees 

i Scary dogs 
I Scary people 

• Not well lighted 
L_i Dirty, lots of litter or trash 
L_'Something else? 
Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Locations of problems: f 

How does your neighborhood stack up? 

Add up your ratings and decide 

Question (1) + (2) + (3) + (4) + (5) 

TOTAL 

Scoring 



26-30: Celebrate! You have a great neighborhood for walking. 
21-25: Celebrate a little. Your neighborhood is pretty good. 
16-20: Okay, but it needs work. 
11-15: It needs lots of work. You deserve better than that. 
5-10: Call out the National Guard before you walk. It's a disaster area. 

Found something that needs changing? Continue through the checklist below to learn how you can 
begin making neighborhoods better places for walking that match up with the problems you identified. 

During your walk, how did you feel physically? Walking is a great form of exercise. But if you could not 
go as far or as fast as you wanted because you were short of breath, tired, or had sore feet or 
muscles, there are suggestions for dealing with that, too. 

Improving Your Community's Score 

What you and your child 
can do IMMEDIATELY 

What you and your community: 
can do with more time: 

1. Did you have room to 
walk? 
...Sidewalks or paths 
started and stopped 
...Sidewalks broken or 
cracked 
...Sidewalks blocked 
...No sidewalks, paths or 
shoulders 
...Too much traffic 

...pick another route for now 

...tell local traffic engineering 
or public works department 
about specific problems and 
provide a copy of the 
checklist 

...speak up at board/development 
meetings 
...write or petition city for walkways 
...gather neighborhood signatures 
...make media aware of problem 

2. Was it easy to cross 
streets? 
...Road too wide 
...Traffic signals made us 
wait too long or did not give 
us enough time to cross 
...Crosswalks/traffic signals 
needed 
...View of traffic blocked by 
parked cars, trees, or 
plants 
...Needed curb ramps or 
ramps needed repair 

...pick another route for now 

...share problems and 
checklist with local traffic 
engineering or public works 
department 
...trim your trees or bushes 
that block the street and ask 
your neighbors to do the 
same 
...leave nice notes on 
problem cars asking owners 
not to park there 

...push for 
crosswalks/signals/parking 
changes/curb ramps at city 
meetings 
...report to traffic engineer where 
parked cars are safety hazards 
...report illegally parked cars to the 
police 
...request that the public works 
department trim trees or plants 
...make media aware of problem 

3. Did drivers behave 
well? 
...Backed without looking 
...Did not yield 
...Turned into walkers 
...Drove too fast 
...Sped up to make traffic 
lights or drove through red 
lights 

...pick another route for now 

...set an example: slow down 
and be considerate of others 
...encourage your neighbors to 
do the same 
...report unsafe driving to police 

...petition for more enforcement 

...ask city planners and traffic 
engineers for traffic calming ideas 
...request protected turns 
...ask schools about getting 
crossing guards at key locations 
...organize a neighborhood speed 
watch program 



4. Could you follow safety 
rules? 
...Cross at crosswalks or 
where you could see and 
be seen 
...Stop and look left, right, 
left before crossing 
...Walk on sidewalks or 
shoulders facing traffic 
...Cross with the light 

...educate yourself and your 
child about safe walking 
...organize parents in your 
neighborhood to walk 
children to school 

...encourage schools to teach 
walking safety 
...help schools start safe walking 
programs 
...encourage corporate support for 
flex schedules so parents can walk 
children to school 

5. Was your walk 
pleasant? 
...Needs grass, flowers, 
trees ...Scary dogs 
...Scary people 
...Not well lit 
...Dirty, litter 

...point out areas to avoid to 
your child; agree on safe 
routes 
...ask neighbors to keep 
dogs leashed or fenced 
...report scary dogs to the 
animal control department 
...report scary people to the 
police 
...take a walk with a trash 
bag 
...plant trees, flowers and 
bushes in your yard 

...request increased police 
enforcement 
...start a crime watch program in 
your neighborhood 
...organize a community clean-up 
day 
...sponsor a neighborhood 
beautification or tree-planting day 

A quick health check. 
...Could not go as far or as 
fast as we wanted 
...Were tired, short of 
breath or had sore feet or 
muscles 

...start with short walks and 
work up to 30 minutes of 
walking most days 
...invite a friend or child along 
...replace some driving trips 
with walking trips 

...get media to do a story about the 
health benefits of walking 
...call parks and recreation 
department about community walks 
...encourage corporate support for 
employee walking programs 

NSC Home | Home & Community | Directory | Comments 

December 19, 2002 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

NUMBER OF TIMES IN THE LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU/ 
MEMBER OF HOUSEHOLD HAVE USED 
THE FOLLOWING 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIViO IN 

WOODBURN AREA NUMBER OF TIMES IN THE LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU/ 
MEMBER OF HOUSEHOLD HAVE USED 
THE FOLLOWING OVERALL Senior Estates Wast Wood bum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less Uian 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
Average 3.8 1.2 .3 5.0 3.0 4.7 4.4 1.6 2,9 4.5 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
n = 264 36 I Î 32 46 53 j 1 31 113 145 

LEGION PARK 
Average 1.9 .3 .1 1.9 1.4 4,8 3.1 2 1.0 2.6 

LEGION PARK 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 Î3 31 31 113 145 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
Average 7.2 .9 .2 13.2 7.0 80 7.1 12.7 6.0 8.4 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
Average 2.7 10.1 1.8 .3 .9 2.8 1.7 1.7 2.1 32 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
Average 6.6 •7 .1 2.7 6.7 60 8.0 23.7 3.5 94 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

PLAYGROUNDS 
Averag g 5.4 .1 .6 7.6 3.6 8.7 6.7 9.6 4.9 6.1 

PLAYGROUNDS 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

PICNIC AREAS 
Average 1.1 .2 .5 . « 1.1 Ï.6 •5 1.7 € 

PICNIC AREAS 
n = 264 36 12 32 48 53 31 31 113 145 

OUTDOOR BASKETBALL Average 2.3 .0 .5 8.0 .3 3.3 2.8 1 , 2.5 2.3 

COURTS n = 264 36 I2 32 46 53 31 31 113 115 

OUTDOOR VOLLEYBALL Average .5 .0 .1 .0 .8 1.6 .0 .0 1.1 .1 

COURTS n = 264 36 12 32 46 S3 31 31 113 145 

SKATE PARK 
Average .9 .0 .1 8 1.6 1.6 .0 .2 1.2 .5 

SKATE PARK 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 U5 

LIBRARY 
Average 130 11.1 5.6 11.7 19.5 6.0 13.2 12.6 10.9 14.5 

LIBRARY 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

PAVED RECREATIONAL Average 1-9 .4 .3 8.4 .1 3.2 .9 .1 2.0 1.9 

TRAILS n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

DESIGNATED OPEN Average .9 .4 3 -2 .5 1.4 .0 4.1 .9 1.0 

SPACE AREAS n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

AQUATIC CENTER 
Average 13.2 .3 14.7 9.6 9.5 25-6 17.9 6.7 19.7 6.0 

AQUATIC CENTER 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 3) 31 113 145 

TENNIS COURTS 
Average 1.8 .9 .1 1.0 .6 30 4.6 .2 2.3 1.5 

TENNIS COURTS 
n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

YOUTH RECREATIONAL Average 2.1 .2 .1 2.5 1.5 .4 10.0 .8 4.3 .5 

PROGRAMS n - 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
Average .1 

* 
.2 .0 .0 .0 .0 .2 .1 .1 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
n * 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
Average 1 1 5.4 .2 2 0 .0 1 1.2 1.7 .6 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
n = 264 36 I2 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RECREATION/ Average 1.7 2.2 .4 .9 2.4 .9 U 2.5 1.7 1.7 

COMMUNITY EVENTS n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

19Jun oa 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RA TE UOWIMPOR TANT THESE PARKS 
AND 
RECREATION FACIUTIES ARE TO THE 
COmUNIJY 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN 

WOODBURN AREA RA TE UOWIMPOR TANT THESE PARKS 
AND 
RECREATION FACIUTIES ARE TO THE 
COmUNIJY OVERALL Senior Estates West Wood bum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

I More than 10 
years 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
Average 3.8 3.4 3.1 3.1 4.1 4.0 3.7 4.3 4.0 3.6 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
n = 292 35 15 38 50 58 33 31 119 162 

LEGION PARK 
Average 3.6 3.2 2.9 3.9 3.7 3.8 3.8 3.2 3.6 3.5 

LEGION PARK 
n = 276 33 15 38 47 55 26 31 112 153 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
Average 4.1 3.4 3.2 3.8 4.3 4.4 4.5 4.8 4.0 4.2 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
n = 270 32 15 29 38 59 Î Î 32 106 153 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
Average 3.6 3.3 3.3 3.8 3.7 3.5 4.1 4.0 3.6 3.7 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
n = 258 34 16 36 38 55 29 23 98 151 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
Average 4.0 3.4 3.4 3.9 4.3 4.4 3.8 4.8 3.9 4.2 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
n = 271 32 14 38 38 58 29 32 104 159 

PLAYGROUNDS 
Average 4.1 3.3 3.4 4.0 4.3 4.4 4.6 4.9 4.2 4 2 

PLAYGROUNDS 
n = 266 32 14 37 39 58 23 31 101 156 

PICNIC AREAS 
Average 3.8 3.1 3.1 3.9 4 1 3.8 44 38 4 0 3.6 

PICNIC AREAS 
n = 275 34 14 38 47 50 29 31 110 154 

OUTDOOR BASKETBALL Average 3.9 11 3.0 4.1 3.9 4.2 4.0 4.3 3.8 3.9 

COURTS n = 269 33 14 37 38 58 28 29 102 157 

OUTDOOR VOLLEYBALL Average 3.5 3.0 2.9 3.5 3.2 3.7 3.3 4.0 3.4 3.5 

COURTS n = 271 33 14 37 40 56 29 31 103 158 

SKATE PARK 
Average 3.5 3.1 2.9 3.7 3.3 3.7 3.7 3.9 3.5 3.5 

SKATE PARK 

- 274 31 15 37 39 59 32 37 104 160 

LIBRARY 
Average 4.5 4.2 3.9 4.4 4.8 4.4 4.8 4.8 4.6 4.4 

LIBRARY 
n = 297 44 16 39 49 56 31 33 122 164 

PAVED RECREATIONAL Average 3.7 3.2 3.2 3.7 4.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 4.0 3.5 

TRAILS n = 269 34 14 38 38 58 33 32 104 156 

DESIGNATED OPEN Average 3.4 3.0 3.0 3.5 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.3 

SPACE AREAS n = 258 31 14 37 37 57 29 25 99 149 

AQUATIC CENTER 
Average 4 1 35 3.8 4 0 4.3 4.0 

— 
4.7 4.6 4.3 4.1 

AQUATIC CENTER 
n = 290 34 16 38 50 56 34 31 120 160 

TENNIS COURTS 
Average 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.5 3-5 4.2 3.7 42 3.7 3.7 

TENNIS COURTS 
n = 277 33 14 37 47 58 29 109 159 

YOUTH RECREATIONAL Average 4.0 3.5 ! 3.7 4.1 4.1 4.1 4.5 4.0 4.2 3.9 

PROGRAMS n = 266 32 15 38 48 56 33 113 143 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
Average 3.8 3.3 3.4 4.0 3-9 3.8 4,1 4.0 4.0 3.7 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
n = 283 34 ! 12 38 47 58 33 31 113 159 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
Average 3.9 3.6 1 3.8 4.0 4.2 3.8 4.1 4.1 , 1 3.8 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
n - 280 37 1 15 38 43 58 32 31 110 159 

RECREATION/ Average 3.9 3.7 3.2 3.9 41 3.8 4.1 4.6 4.0 3.9 

COMMUNITY EVENTS n = 286 40 j 13 37 47 54 33 32 118 158 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RAC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVEO IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E ars) Oownlown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Olher 
Less than 10 

years 
Mone than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

None 51% 84ÍÍ 75% JS% 53% 41% 48% 45% 52% 50% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

1 -5 32% 14% 25% 30% 32% 29% 29% 51% 31% 32% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

6-10 6% 1% 6% 6% 14% 8% 3% ¡0% 4% 

7% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

11-15 6% 28% 6% 2% 11% l% 5% 

4% 

7% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

16-20 3% 

0% 

3% 12% 1% 5% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

21 -25 

3% 

0% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

36-40 0% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 41 -45 0% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

46 - 50 0% 4% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OH A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

51 or mofe 1% 1% 0% 1% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 1.2 .3 5.0 3.0 4.7 4.4 1.6 2.9 4.5 

Median .0 .0 

12 

3.7 .0 1.0 1.0 20 .0 1.0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

1 - Noi At All Important 11% 17% 21% 16% 8% 7% 12% 

31 

13% 9% 

9% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

2 6% 2% 21% 4% 0% 18% 1% 3% 

9% 

9% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

3 22% 32% 42% 3)% 19% 22% 5% 30% 11% 32% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 4 15% 19% 22% 4% 9% 22% 14% 7% 18% 13% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

5 • Very Important 45% 30% 15% 28% 59% 48% 51% 62% 55% 37% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.4 3.1 3.1 4.1 4,0 3.7 4.3 4.0 3.6 

Median 4.0 3.1 3.0 3.0 5.0 4.0 4.7 5.0 5.0 3.6 

n - 292 35 15 38 50 58 33 31 119 162 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

r 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99E arsa Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less lhan 10 

years 
More lhan 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
None 63% 67% 90% 46% 48% 45% 61% SJü 66% 59% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED LEGION 

1-5 32% 13% 10% 49% 46% 44% 31% 12% 31% 34% LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED LEGION 

6-10 1% 3% 4% 1% 1% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED LEGION 

11-15 0% 0% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED LEGION 16 -20 0% 3% 

• 
1% 

PARK 
26-30 3% 1% 12% 8% 6% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1-9 
* 

.1 1.9 1.4 4.8 3.1 1.0 2.6 

Median .0 .0 .0 2.0 1.0 2.0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 « 31 31 113 145 

1 - Not At All Important 18% 22% 24% 19% 25% 8% 14% 19% 13% 21% 

RATE THE 2 3% 3% 4% 6% 3% 1% 3% 3% 3% 3% 

IMPORTANCE 
OF LEGION 3 21% 35% 46% 3% 11% 23% 4% 32% 27% 17% 

PARK 4 31% 14% 7% 5% 2% 43% 47% 2SW 20% 23% 

5 • Very Importanl 37% 26% 18% 67% 58% 26% 31*1 16% 37% 37% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 3.2 2.9 3.9 3.7 3.8 3.8 3.2 3.6 3.5 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 

n - 276 33 IS 47 55 26 31 112 153 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME1 PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVEO IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
1 More than 10 

years 

None 40$ 60% 67% 17% 39% 23% 53% 18% 1 54% 27% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 

1 -5 29% 16% 13% 3% 37% 45% 26% 40% 25% _ • J 
32% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 6-10 7% 1% 21% 0% 13% 1% 1% 1% 13% 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 11-15 5% 4% 31% 2% 2% 7% 

MEMBER OF 
YOUR 16-20 8% 13% 0% 16% 19% 11% 5% 

HOUSEHOLD 
USED 

21-25 4% 1% 24% 2% 6% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

26-30 4% 13% 19% 3% 5% CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

36-40 3% 1% 1% Î2% 0% 5% 

51 or more 0% 0% 2% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 7.2 .9 2 13.2 7.0 8.0 7.1 12.7 6.0 8.4 

Median 1.0 .0 .0 12.0 1.0 2.0 .0 1.6 .0 2.0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

1-Not At All Important 11% 14% 20% 26% 7% 7% 8% 12% 9% 

RATS THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

2 2% 6% 4% 1% 3% 1% 1% 2% RATS THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

3 12% 36% 25% 6% 14% 4% 3% 7% 18% 8% 

RATS THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
CENTENNIAL 
PARK 4 15% 16% 38% 4% 

r 
5% 21% 12% 4% 15% 15% 

5 • Very Important 60% 26% 14% 63% 72% 68% 76% 89% 55% 65% 

TOTAL 100% 100% i 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.1 3.4; 3.2 3.8 4.3 4.4 4.5 4.8 4.0 4.2 

Median 5.0 3.0 i 3.7 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

n = 270 32 15 29 38 59 32 32 108 153 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

None 71% 73% 77% 85% 67% 48% 89% 78% 81% 63% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

1 - 5 20% 13% 17% 15% 32% 36% 3% 2% 7% 30% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

6-10 7% 5% 1% 1% 16% 1% 20% 9% 5% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

16-20 1% 1% 8% 3% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

21-25 0% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

26-30 1% 2% 5% I 0% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

36-40 0% 3% 1 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

51 or more 0% 3% 0% 0% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

2.8 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.7 10.1 1.8 3 9 

100% 

2.8 1.7 1.7 2.1 3.2 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 1.0 .0 .0 •0 o 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

1 • Not At All Important 13% 17% 22% 17% 11% 8% 14% 4% 12% 13% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

2 3% 8% 6% 3% 3% 4% 3% 

25% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

3 26% 30% 34% 6% 32% 32% 16% 39% 28% 

3% 

25% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF OTHER 
CITY PARKS 4 21% 17% 13% 26% 11% 46% 5% 7% 22% 21% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF OTHER 
CITY PARKS 

5 - Very Important 36% 28% 31% 46% 43% 12% 66% 49% 34% 38% 

100% TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% IOC** 100% 100% 100% 100% 

38% 

100% 

Average 3.6 3.3 3.3 3.8 3.7 3.5 4.1 4.0 3.6 3.7 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.3 4.0 4.0 

n = 258 34 16 38 , 38 55 i 29 . 23 98 151 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN W00D8URN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
SouUi 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 

None 62% 95% 90% 78% 72% 37% 41% 25% 77% 49% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 1.5 19% 2% 10% 3% 45% 48% 27% 9% 28% 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 6*10 2% 5% 4% 0% 1% 2% 3% 1% 

MEMBER OF 
YOUR 11-15 2% 13% 0% 2% 1% 3% 

HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 

16-20 7% 3% 18% 26% 8% 7% 

ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 

21-25 5% 1% 24% 2% 7% ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 

51 or more 3% 0% 1% 8% 19% 1% 6% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 6.6 .7 1 2.7 6.7 6.0 8.0 23.7 3.5 9.4 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 2.0 2.0 5.0 .0 1.2 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 " 3 i 145 

1- Not At All Important 12% 23% 18% 16% 7% 7% 10% 1% 13% 10% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 

2 
i 

1% 1% 5% 3% 2% 1% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 

3 13% 24% 27% 2% 13% 7% 25% 3% 14% 12% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 4 20% 17% 36% 26% 7% 20% 26% 12% 23% 18% 

5-Very Important 54% 35% 19% 51% 70% 66% 36% 84% 49% 59% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.0 3.4 3.4 3.9 4.3 4.4 3.8 4.8 3.9 4.2 

Median 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.8 5.0 5.0 
i 

4.0 5.0 4.0 5.0 

n = " 2 7 1 1 32 14 38 , 36 58 29 32 104 159 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

None 55% 96% 70% 31% 72% 31% 61% 23% 60% 48% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

1-5 13% 4% 29% 36% 4% 6% 19% 10% 13% 13% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

6-10 12% 1% 4% 6% 35% 2% 28% 7% 18% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

11-15 9% 18% 10% 2% 19% 6% 12% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

16-20 7% 13% 0% 17% 19% 12% 4% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

21-25 0% 1% OH 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 26 - 3D 3% 13% 8% 2% 3% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AMD/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

36-40 1% 8% 2% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

6.7 

100% 100% 100% 

Average 5.4 .1 .6 7.6 3.6 8.7 

100% 

6.7 9.6 4.9 6.1 

Median 0 .0 1.0 .0 10.0 .0 10.0 .0 1.0 

n = 264 36 12 32 
L.. _ 

16% 

46 53 31 31 113 

9% 

145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

1 - Not At All Important 11% 23% 22% 

32 
L.. _ 

16% 9% 7% 4% 

113 

9% 11% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

2 1% 1% 1% 3% 1% IS 2% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

3 9% 25% 15% 1% 9% 4% 6% 4% 13% 6% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 4 19% 20% 39% 27% 7% 24% 11% 5% 19% 19% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
PLAYGROUND 
S 

5 • Very Important 59% 30% 23% 55% 72% 6i% 79% 91% 58% 61% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4 J 3.3 3.4 4.0 4.3 4.4 4.6 4.9 4.2 4.2 

Median 5.0 3.6 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

31 

5.0 5,0 

n = 266 32 14 37 39 58 23 

5.0 

31 101 156 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME UVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PICNIC AREAS 

None 11% 87% 77% 36% 76% 71% 73% 75% 65% 74% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PICNIC AREAS 

1 -5 25% 13% 21% 51% 23% 28% 7% 25% 28% 24% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PICNIC AREAS 

6-10 3% 13% 9% 4% 2% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PICNIC AREAS 

11-15 1% 1% 12% 3% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
PICNIC AREAS 26-30 0% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average I.I .2 .5 8 1.1 2.6 .5 1.7 .6 

Median .0 .0 .0 1.0 •0 .0 .0 .0 « .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

1 - Not At All Important 11% 22% 22% 18% 2% 9% 3% 1% 6% 13% 

RATE THE 2 2% 2% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% 2% 

IMPORTANCE 
OF THE PICNIC 3 24% 39% 41% 4% 31% 27% 11% 32% 22% 27% 

AREAS 4 25% 18% 17% 35% 12% m 13% 52% 24% 28% 

5 - Very Important 33% 19% 20% 44% 52% 33% 70% 15% 47% 32% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.1 3.1 3.9 4.1 3.8 4.4 3.8 4.0 3.6 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 275 34 14 38 47 50 29 31 110 154 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

None 63% 100% 79% 87% 95% 82% 63% 78% 76% 87% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

1 -5 9% 14% 4% 1% 13% 22% 9% 9% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

6-10 1% 7% 

1% 

10% 3% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

11 • 15 2% 1% 14% 4% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

16-20 3% 16% 8% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

21-25 0% 

16% 

1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS you 
ANOJORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

51 or more 2% 13% 

100% 

3% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.3 .0 8.0 .3 3,3 2.8 1,0 

.0 

2.5 2.3 

Median .0 .0 , 
* 

.0 .0 .0 

1,0 

.0 .0 .0 

145 n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 

.0 

145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

1 • Not At All Important 12% 23% 18% 18% 9% 7% 

1% 

10% 11% 11% 
RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

2 2% 1% 7% 6% 4% 

7% 

1% 2% 2% 
RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

3 19% 37% 48% 3% 17% 7% 15% 35% 22% 18% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

4 23% 21% 13% 7% 31% 35% 27% 4% 26% 21% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

5 • Very Important 44% 19% 14% 68% 40% 50% 48% 61% 38% 48% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 10(1% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.9 3.1 3.0 4.1 3.9 4.2 4.0 4.3 3.8 3.9 

Median 4.0 3.0 30 
• 1 

5.0 4.0 4.4 4.1 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 269 33 14 37 38 58 28 29 102 157 

19 JunOS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
I TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodburn Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

None 94% 100% 90% 100% 97% 83% 100% 98% | 91% 96% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

1 - 5 2% 10% 1% 

16% 

2% 0% 4% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

6-10 3% 

1% 

16% 8% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 26-30 

: 

0% 3% 

100% 

1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

.1 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% | 100% 100% I 
Average .5 .0 

100% 

.1 .0 .8 

.0 

1.6 .0 1 1.1 
i .1 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 

.8 

.0 .0 .0 .0 L 0, .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

» - Not At All Important 17% 

4% 

26% 18% 16% 29% 9% 21% 1% 

1% 

15% 17% 
RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

2 

17% 

4% 1% 7% 7% 5% 3% 2% 

1% 

1% 5% 3% 
RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

3 31% 41% 53% 27% 21% 30% 29% 44% 35% 30% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

4 13% 14% 8% 6% 5% 20% 20% 2% 19% 9% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

S • Very Important 35% 19% 14% 44% 40% 37% 27% 53% 26% 41% 

TOTAL 100% 

3.5 i 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 

100% 

3.5 i 3.0 2,9 

3.0 

3.5 3.2 3.7 3.3 4.0 3.4 3.5 

Median 3.0 3.0 

2,9 

3.0 3.4 3.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 271 33 14 37 I 40 56 29 31 103 158 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMEi PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

Mone 86% 99% 90% 72% 92% 76% 100% 97% 82% 91% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

1 -5 10% 1% 10% 26% 4% 20% 3% 13% 7% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

6-10 2% 

4% 

1% 4% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

11-15 l ' i 1% 1% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

16-20 0% 1% 1% 0% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

21-25 0% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 26-30 0% 3% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

46 - 50 0% 1% 

1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANDfORA 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
SKATE PARK 

51 or mora 0% 

100% 

0% 0% 0% 0% 

TOTAL 

0% 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average .9 .0 .1 .8 1.6 1 , « .2 1.2 .5 

Median 0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n - 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE SKATE 
PARK 

1 - Not At All Important 16% 25% 18% 16% 31% 

3% 

8% 20% 1% 17% 16% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE SKATE 
PARK 

2 7% 2% 6% 2% 

31% 

3% 12% 3% 22% 9% 6% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE SKATE 
PARK 

; 23% 34% 54% 27% 14% 16% 11% 20% 20% 24% 

15% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE SKATE 
PARK 4 16% 18% 10% 2% 11* 33% 18% 5% 17% 

24% 

15% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE SKATE 
PARK 

5 - Very Important 38% 21% 12% 52% 41% 30% 43% 52% y% 38% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100* 100»/» 100% •00% 100% 100% 

Average 3.5 3.1 2.9 3 , 3.3 3.7 3.7 3.9 3.5 3.5 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 4.0 

39 

4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 274 31 15 37 

4.0 

39 59 32 32 104 160 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN W0DD8URN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

None 15% 23« 42% 5% 6% 16% 19% 6% 20% 10% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

1.5 26% 32% 34% 37% 3% 31% 8% 56% 27% 25% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

6-10 15% 11% 3% 10% 7% 41% 5% 8% 8% 19% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

11 -15 13% 6% 11% 13% 25% 7% 22% 5% 21% 8% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

16-20 15% 7% 3% 32% 20% 1% 36% 1% 14% 17% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

21-25 8% 11% 3% 2% 30% 9% 1% 3% 12% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

26-30 IK 2% 0% 1% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

36-4(1 4% 6% 19% 3% 4% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

46-50 1% 1% 3% 0% 2% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USEO THE 
LIBRARY 

51 or more 2% 6% 4% 1% 2% 2*14 2% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% I001. 100% 100% 100% 

Average 130 11, 5.6 11.7 19.5 6.0 13.2 12.8 10.9 14.5 

Median 10.0 5.0 1.0 10.0 19.0 9.0 15.0 5.0 9.4 10.0 

n = 264 38 12 32 48 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
LIBRARY 

1 - Not AI All Important 7% 10% 15% 15% 2% 8% 3% 4% 9% 

1% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
LIBRARY 

2 1% 1% 2% 1% 0% 

9% 

1% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
LIBRARY 

5% 13% 23% 1% 1% 2% 7% 6% 4% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
LIBRARY 4 9% 12% 2% 5% 21% 8% 2% 10% 7% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
LIBRARY 

S-Very Important 76% 65% 50* 84% 90% 69% 86% 90% 79% 76% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.5 4.2 3.9 4.4 4.8 4.4 4.6 4.8 4.6 4.4 

Median 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

56 

5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

n = 297 44 16 39 49 

5.0 

56 31 33 122 164 

19 Jun 08 
Source; RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
None 68% 96% 79% 68% 99% 81% 90% 96% 63% 94% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 

1 -5 5% 3% 21% 19% 1% 2% 4% 7% 3% LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 

6-10 1% 1% 8% 3% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 

11-15 3% 16% 8% 

LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 21 -25 0% 1% 0% 
PAVED 
RECREATION 26-30 0% 1% 0% 
TRAILS 

51 or more 2% 13% 1% 0% 3% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1.9 .3 8.4 .1 3,2 .9 -1 2.0 19 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 0 .0 .0 0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

1 - Not At All Important 10% 21=:= 4% 17% 3% 8% 9% 1% 8% 10% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE PAVED 
RECREATIONA 
L TRAILS 

2 6% 6% 9% 2% 4% 6% 2% 24% 2% 10% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE PAVED 
RECREATIONA 
L TRAILS 

3 27% 32% 59% 26% 13% 32% 15% 30% 13% 33% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE PAVED 
RECREATIONA 
L TRAILS 4 17% 17% 14% 7% 38% 9% 19% 11% 28% 11% 

5 - Very Important 39%_| 24% 13% 49% 42<S. 48% 56% 34% 44% 36% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-7 3 , 3.2 3.7 4.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 4.0 3.5 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 

n - 269 34 14 38 36 58 33 32 104 156 

19Jun08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOU R HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED; 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates Wesl Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 

None 91% 97% 89% 93% 94% 83% 98% 79% 86% 94% 
TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 1 - 5 3% 2% 10% 7% 5% 1% 2% 1% 5% 2% 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 6-10 3% 18% 8% 

MEMBER OF 
YOUR 11-15 0% 1% 0 * 0% 0% 

HOUSEHOLD 
USED 

16-20 2% 19% 4% 

DESIGANTED 
OPEN PSACE 

26-30 0% 1% 1% 0% DESIGANTED 
OPEN PSACE 

46-50 0% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100»/« 

Average .9 .4 •2 .5 1.4 .0 4.1 .9 1.0 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

1-Not At All Important 18% 27% 21% 17% n;% 23% 19% 9% 14% 20% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
DESIGNATED 
OPEN SPACE 

2 7% 10% 4% 8% 4% 11% 5% 1% 7% 7% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
DESIGNATED 
OPEN SPACE 

3 27% 29% 48% 29% 39% 17% 13% 38% 20% 32% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
DESIGNATED 
OPEN SPACE 4 11% 6% 9% 1% 13% 9% 19% 13% 19% 6% 

S • Very Important 37% 27% 18% 46% 34% 40% 44% 39% 39% 35% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.0 3.0 3.5 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.3 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.9 4.0 3.0 

n = 258 31 14 37 37 57 29 25 99 149 

19 Jun 08 
Sauras; RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMB PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME UVEO IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area I Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

None 48% 94% 55% 39% 46% 42% 21% 52% 38% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

1 -5 20% 6% 19% 15% 8% 15% 36% 43% 17% 23% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

6-10 11% 8% 39% 22% 2% 9% 7% 13% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

11-15 2% 1% 6% 6% 3% 1% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

16-20 8% 1% 19% 16% 14% 19% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

21-25 0% 

5% 

2% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

26-30 

0% 

5% 3% 6% 11% 7% 2% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

31-35 0% 9% 1% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 36-40 0% 1% 1 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

41-45 0% 
i 

1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

46-50 0% 1% 0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
ANO/ORA 
MEMBEROF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOIO 
USEO THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

51 or more 6% 7% 1% 1% 17% 3% 3% 8% 4% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 103% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 13.2 .3 14.7 9.6 9.5 25.8 17.9 6.7 19.7 8.0 

Median 1.0 .0 .0 3.0 1.0 5.0 

53 

3.0 .0 5.0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 

5.0 

53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

1-Not At All Important 10% 22% 16% 16% 5% 8% 3% 6% 11% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

2 2% 1% 7% 

9% : 

1% 2% 1% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

3 13% 19% 22% 4% 

7% 

9% : 28% 4% 5% 11% 14% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 4 15% 20% 9% 25% 5% ; 11% 10% 26% 16% 15% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE 
AQUATIC 
CENTER 

5 • Very Important 60% 39% 52% 54% 74% 1 53% 83% 67% 65% 58% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% j 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.1 3.5 3.8 4.0 4.3 ! 4.0 4.7 4.6 4.3 4.1 

Median 5.0 4.0 4.9 5.0 5.0 j 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 

n = 290 34 j 16 38 50 1 56 34 «1 120 : 160 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RKC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum hfwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
! More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 

None 79% 

14% 

92% 90% 63% 80% 65% 71% 97% 70% 35% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 

1 - 5 

79% 

14% 6% 10% 37% 20% 19% 1% 3% 19% 10% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 

6-10 4% 

20% 

16% 8% 10% 
, J 

0% 4% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 

16-20 2% 20% 

10% 
, J 

0% 4% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 

21 -25 0% I 
1% 

0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
USED THE 
TENNIS 
COURTS 51 or more 1% 1% 1% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

.1 

100% 

1.0 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1.8 .9 

100% 

.1 

100% 

1.0 .6 3.0 

.0 

4.6 

.0 

.2 2.3 1.5 

Median 

n = 

.0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

3.0 

.0 

4.6 

.0 .0 .0 .0 Median 

n = 254 36 12 32 46 

24% 

53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE TENNIS 
COURTS 

1-Not At All Important 14% 19% 17% 21% 

46 

24% 8% 10% 11% 18% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE TENNIS 
COURTS 

2 5% 5% 30% 2% 

25% 

5% 2% 2% 5% ' 5% 5% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE TENNIS 
COURTS 

3 23% 31% 30% 

2% 

25% 13% 19% 23% 

37% 

31% 20% 24% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE TENNIS 
COURTS 4 16% 

42% 

21% 9% 8% 11% 12% 

23% 

37% 8% 28% 7% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF THE TENNIS 
COURTS 

5 • Very Important 

16% 

42% 24% 14% 44% 47% 

100% 

60% 

100% 

29% 56% 36% 48% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 

47% 

100% 

60% 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.5 3.5 « 3.7 4.2 3.7 3.7 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 

29 

5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 277, 33 14 37 47 1 56 

4.0 

29 31 109 159 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
Morelhan 10 

years 

None 81% 97% 90% 82% 75% 66% 64% 75% 61% 80% 

TIMES IN THE I -5 10% 10% 18% 13% 10% 24% 0% 19% 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 6-10 3% 3% 4% 1% 5% 1% 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 11-15 2% 18% 1% 5% 

YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 

16-20 2% 14% 4% 

USEO YOUTH 
RECREATION 

21 -25 0% 1% 1% 0% 

PROGRAMS 26-30 2% 3% I t » 4% 

51 or more 0% 2% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.1 .2 .1 2.5 1.5 4 10.0 .8 4.3 5 

Median .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 51 31 31 113 145 

1 - Not At All Important 10% 22% 15% 16% 3% 8% 10% 7% 13% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF YOUTH 
RECREATIONA 
L PROGRAMS 

2 2% 7% 1% 8% 1% 1% M r 2% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF YOUTH 
RECREATIONA 
L PROGRAMS 

3 16% 24% 21% 1% 24% 19% 2% 39% 10% 21% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF YOUTH 
RECREATIONA 
L PROGRAMS 4 16% 17% 11% 3% 22% 13% 13% 19% 14% 

5 - Very Important 55% 37% 46% 57% 62% 51% 76% 48% 61% 50% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.0 3.5 3.7 4.1 4.1 4.1 4 , 4.0 4.2 3.9 

Median 5 , 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 5.0 4.5 

n = 266 32 15 38 48 56 » 17 113 143 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown anei 
South 

Woodbum 
Nortii 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND; OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
US EO ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

None 97% 88% 87% 98% 100% 100% 100% 93% 96% 96% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND; OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
US EO ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

1 - 5 3% 1t% 13% 2% 6% 3% 3% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND; OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
US EO ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

6-10 0% 1% 
" 

0% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND; OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 
US EO ADULT 
PROGRAMS 11 • (5 0% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 103% 100% 100% 100% 

Average .1 
.0 

.4 * .0 .0 .0 .0 •2 .1 .1 

Median 

.1 

.0 .0 -0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

1 • Not At All Important 10% 17% 22% 17% 3% 7% 9% 2% 7% 11% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

1 4% 7% 1% 8% 5% 1% 5% 3% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

3 20% 31% 32% 3% 30% 19% 12% 29% 13% 26% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF ADULT 
PROGRAMS 4 25% 21% 12% 29% 13% 

45% 

33% 23% 30% 29% 24% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

5 • Very Important 41% 

LO (M 34% 50% 

13% 

45% 35% 54% 39% 47% 36% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.3 3.4 4.0 3.9 3.8 4.1 4.0 4.0 3.7 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.1 4.6 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

113 

4.0 

n = 283 34 12 38 47 58 33 31 

4.0 

113 159 

19Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WeslWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

None 94% 78% 87% 98% 99% 100% 99% 90% 93% 94% 

TIMES IN THE 
1 -5 4% 15% 13% 1% 5% 5% 4% 

LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED SENIOR 

6-10 0% 1% 1% 0% 0% LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED SENIOR 

11-15 0% 1% 1% 1% 

LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED SENIOR 

16-20 0% 1% 0% 

LAST 12 
MONTHSYOU 
AND/ OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED SENIOR 21-25 1% 1% 4% 1% 
PROGRAMS 
(SUCH AS 26-30 0% 1% 
RSVP1 TRIPS) 

36-40 0% 2% 0% 

51 or more 1% 4% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1.1 5.4 .2 .2 .0 0 .1 1.2 1.7 .6 

Median 0 .4 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 

n = 264 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

I RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF SENIOR 
PROGRAMS 
(SUCH AS 
RSVP AND 

1-Not At All Important 61b 9% 11% 16% 3% 7% 9% 2% e% 9% 
I RATE THE 

IMPORTANCE 
OF SENIOR 
PROGRAMS 
(SUCH AS 
RSVP AND 

2% 4% 4% 1% 5% 2% 1% 3% 
I RATE THE 

IMPORTANCE 
OF SENIOR 
PROGRAMS 
(SUCH AS 
RSVP AND 

3 21% 37% 25% 7% 28% 21% 13% 23% 17% 25% 

I RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF SENIOR 
PROGRAMS 
(SUCH AS 
RSVP AND 4 25% 18% 16% 23% 15% 30% 34% 29% 27% 24% 
TRIPS) 

5-Very Important 43% 32% 43% 52% 54% 36% 45% 44% 49% 39% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.9 3-6 3.8 4.0 4-2 3.8 4.1 4.1 4.1 3.8 

Median 4.0 3-6 4.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 280 37 15 38 43 58 32 31 110 159 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOD8URN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
Mora than 10 

years 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

None 47% 44% 78% 66% 40% 63% 45% 14% 52% 43% TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

1.5 48% 46% 22% 33% 53% 36% 52% 80% 42% 53% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

6- 10 3% 7% 1% 4% 0% Î " ; 5% 4% 2% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

11 • 15 1% 3% i% 2% I i i 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

16-20 1% 1% 1% 

TIMES IN THE 
LAST 12 
MONTHS YOU 
AND/OR A 
MEMBER OF 
YOUR 
HOUSEHOLO 
USED 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 26-30 0% 3% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1.7 2.2 .4 .9 2.4 

2.0 

.9 1.2 2.5 1.7 1.7 

Median 1.0 1.0 .0 .0 

2.4 

2.0 .0 1.0 2.0 .0 1.0 

n = !c4 36 12 32 46 53 31 31 113 145 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (1-E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

1 - Noi At Ail Important 10% 8% 27% 16% 7% 8% 

1% 

8% 1% 8% 10% RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (1-E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

2 1% 5% 1% 1% 

8% 

1% 1% 1% 1% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (1-E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

3 17% 28% 27% 2% 27% 19% 19% 4% 14% 20% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (1-E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

4 31% 31% 22% 40% 4% 52% 19% 33% 35% 30% 

RATE THE 
IMPORTANCE 
OF 
RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (1-E., 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 5 - Very Important 40% 28% 24% 41% 60% 20% 53% 62% 42% 39% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 19 3.7 3.2 3.9 4 1 3.8 41 4.6 4.0 3.9 

Median 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5,0 4.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 286 40 13 37 47 54 33 32 118 158 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVEO IN 

WOODBURN AREA 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET 
THE NEEDS OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Woodburn Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

SETTLEHIER PARK 
Average 3.2 3.2 3.5 2.9 4.0 2.7 2.6 3.1 3.2 3.1 

SETTLEHIER PARK 
n » 246 27 14 29 47 56 24 29 93 147 

LEGION PARK 
Average 2.9 3.0 3.5 2.4 3.4 2.8 2.6 2.2 3.1 2.7 

LEGION PARK 
n = 246 24 13 35 46 56 21 28 90 ISO 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
Average 3.8 3.1 3.5 3.9 4.1 3.6 3.7 4.3 3.6 3.9 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
n = 252 24 14 35 46 57 25 26 97 149 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
Average 2.8 2.9 3.0 2.3 2.6 2.6 3.0 3.4 3.2 2.6 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
n = 189 24 16 15 24 49 23 19 71 „ 3 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
Average 3.4 3.2 3.7 3.1 3.7 2.8 3.4 4.1 3.4 3.4 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
n = 241 25 15 34 38 52 27 27 8? 146 

PLAYGROUNDS 
Average 3.4 3.0 3.6 2-9 3.8 3.1 3.1 4.2 3-3 3.5 

PLAYGROUNDS 
n - 24A 24 15 30 38 57 25 28 67 151 

PICNIC AREAS 
Average 3.0 3.0 31 2.9 3.4 2.5 2.7 33 3.0 3.0 

PICNIC AREAS 
n = 245 26 15 35 46 52 26 19 98 141 

OUTDOOR BASKETBALL Average 3.0 3,0 3.3 2.7 3.7 2.4 2.6 3.2 3.0 3.0 

COURTS n = 211 21 13 21 37 51 27 IS 86 119 

OUTDOOR VOLLEYBALL Average 2.8 3.0 3-3 2.7 3.1 2.2 2.4 3.1 2.8 2.8 

COURTS n = 204 22 14 21 34 51 2? 17 79 119 

SKATE PARK 
Average 3.3 3.0 3.7 3.2 3.5 3.0 3.0 4.2 3.2 3.3 

SKATE PARK 
n - 215 23 15 M 37 49 22 19 77 131 

LIBRARY 
Average 4.1 3.9 4.1 3.7 4.8 4.0 4.1 4.3 4.2 4.1 

LIBRARY 
n = 290 42 17 37 46 58 31 30 116 165 

PAVEO RECREATIONAL Average 2.9 2.7 3.0 2.9 3.5 2.5 2.8 2.7 3.1 2.8 

TRAILS n = 194 21 14 24 35 41 23 16 60 108 

DESIGNATED OPEN Average 2.9 2.8 3.0 2.7 3.3 2-8 2.6 2.7 2.9 2.9 

SPACE n = 185 25 11 26 35 35 23 17 79 100 

AQUATIC CENTER 
Average 3.8 36 4.1 3.7 39 3.6 3.2 4.2 3.9 3.7 

AQUATIC CENTER 
n = 263 31 15 36 46 49 31 27 107 147 

TENNIS COURTS 
Averag e 3.3 31 3.3 3.0 3.6 3-2 2.9 3.7 3.3 3.3 

TENNIS COURTS 
n = 227 24 12 32 45 47 24 26 85 135 

YOUTH RECREATION Average 3.3 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.6 3.1 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.2 

PROGRAMS n = 203 21 14 24 37 44 28 18 80 116 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
Average 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.8 2.7 2.8 3.3 3.0 3.2 

ADULT PROGRAMS 
n = 173 31 I I 21 26 29 23 19 60 105 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
Average 3.3 3.2 32 3.0 4.0 3.3 2.9 3.3 3.2 3.4 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 
n = 161 35 11 18 ' 27 20 18 19 59 96 

RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY EVENTS 
(I.E., MUSIC IN THE 

Average 3.6 3.7 3.5 3.4 4.1 3.1 3.1 3.9 3.8 3.5 RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY EVENTS 
(I.E., MUSIC IN THE n = 24! 34 14 28 47 48 19 ; 28 84 151 

(9 JunOa 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN 

WOOOBURHAREA 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodburn Hwy 99E area Downlown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodburn Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

1 • Noi At All Meeting the Needs 16% 17% 7% 18% 

9% 

8% 22% 15% 5% 13% 17% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 7% 7% 11% 

18% 

9% 4% 31% 9% 7% 8% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 30% 20% 18% 39% 2% 40% 35% 53% 31% 28% SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 38% 51% 55% 33» 50% 30% 17% 33% 38% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

5 • Completely Meeting the N eeds 9% 5% 8% 1% 36% 1% 3% 6% 10% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

3.1 Average 3.2 3.2 3.5 29 4.0 2.7 26 3.1 3.2 

100% 

3.1 

Median 3.0 4 0 4.0 3.0 40 3.0 3.0 3.0 

29 

3.0 3.0 

n - 246 27 14 29 47 56 24 

3.0 

29 93 147 

LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 

f - «01 At All Meeting Die Needs 23". 19% 7% 43% 26% 13% 17% 7% 16% 

6% 

22% 

28% 

LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 19% 14% 14% 4% 4% 26% 16% 75'i 

16% 

6% 

22% 

28% 

LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 

3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 27% 17% 18% 21% 10% 37% 59% 5% 39% 18% LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 23% 48% 43% 31% 24% 12% 6% 13% 33% 16% 

LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 12% 2% 17% 1% 36% 12% 2% 7% 

100% 

15% 

LEGION 
PARK 

TOTAL 100% '.JiKl 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

7% 

100% 100% 

Average 2.9 3.0 3.5 ¿4 3.4 2.8 16 2.2 3.1 2.7 

Median 3.0 3.4 «.0 30 4.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.4 

n - 246 24 13 35 46 56 21 28 90 150 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

1 - Not At All Meeting the Needs 9% 15% 7% 15% 5% 7% 4% 5% 7% 10% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 3% 19% 13% 2% 3% 

4% 

e-t 2% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 1P% 14% 9% 7% 11% 29% 38% 4% 20% 14% CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 45% 52% 63% 32% 42% 55% 37% 38% 55% 38% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 26% 1% 8% 44% 38% 8% 21% 53% 13% 35% 

TOTAL 1 100% 100 "o 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.1 3.5 3-9 4.1 3.6 3.7 4.3 3,6 3.9 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4,0 4.0 5.0 4,0 4.0 

n = 1 252 24 14 35 46 57 25 28 97 149 

19 JunOS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED; 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 1fl 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Not Al All Meeting Die Needs 22% 19* 12% 34% 19% 31% 19% 8% 18% 2J% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 11% 11% 12% 5% 39% 2% 13% 3% 6% 14% 
OTHER CITY 
PARKS 3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 36% 32% 44% 52% 21% 38% 34% 43% 26% 41% 

4- Mostly Meeting the Needs 27=;. 37% 26% 8% 7% 29% 22% 39% 42% 17% 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 6% 7% 15% 13% 7% 8^ 4% 

TOTAL 100% 100% (00% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 18 29 3 , 23 26 2.6 3.0 3.4 12 26 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 10 20 3.0 3.0 3.0 35 3.0 

n = 189 24 16 15 24 49 23 19 71 113 

1-Not Al All Meeting the Needs 14* 19% 15% 10% 25% 4% 5% l lSi 15% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 3% 3% 13% 2% 3% 0% 10% 1% 3% 4% 

ATHLETIC 
FIELDS 

3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 33% 2S% 17% 58% 32% 44% 48% 3% 38% 31% 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 31% 47% 55% 7% 14% 29% 19% 58% 39% 27% 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 18% 6% 15% 17% 41% 1% 20% 33% 10% 23% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.2 3.7 3 1 3.7 28 3.4 4.1 3.4 3.4 

Median 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.1 

n = 241 25 15 34 38 52 27 27 87 146 

1 -Not At All Meeting the Needs 10% 2C% 17% 10% 7% 4% 5% 11% 9% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 7% i% 13% 7% 3% 15% 1% 1% 4% 3% 

PLAYGROUNDS 3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 34% 3!% 16% 46% 32% 40% 78% 3% 44% 29% 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 31% 37% 63% 30% 7% 35% 14% 53% 30% 33% 

5 - Completely Meeting the Needs 18% 6% 7% 47% 2% 3% 36% 12% 20% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.0 3.6 29 )S 3.1 3.1 4.2 3 ! 3.5 

Median 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 

n = 244 24 15 30 18 57 25 28 87 151 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associate! 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

HOW WEU. 00 THE FOLLOWNG MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Wood bum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
yea re 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Nol At All Meeting the Needs 11% 18% 10% 15', 3% 13% 4% 11% 7% 13% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 25% 13% 14% 19% 39% 45% 30% 3% 26°- 26% 

PICNIC AREAS 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 28% 20% 39% 31% 15% 21% 61% 38% 31% 25% 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 25% 45% 30% 35% 5% 20% 2% 41% 30% 21% 

5 ' Completely Meeting the Needs 11% 4% 8% n 39% 1% 3% 9% 7% 15% 

TOTAL 10WI 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.0 3.0 3.1 19 3.4 15 17 3.3 3.0 3.0 

Median 3.0 32 3,0 3.0 3.0 za 3.0 3.0 3,0 3.0 

n - 245 26 
. . . 1 5 

35 46 52 26 19 98 141 

1 - Not At All Meeting the Needs 18% 23% 26% 11% 26% 16% 11% 15% 20% 

OUTOOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 11% 13% 19% 5% 3% 18% 20% 5% 5% 16% 
OUTOOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 38% 14% 44% 39% 34% 47% 56% 41% 18% 31% 
OUTOOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 22% 47% 28% 30% 12% 7% 3% 43% 23% 18% 

5 - Completely Meeting the Needs 11% 3% 8% 41% 1% 3% 4% 16% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 1«% 100% 

Average 3.0 3.0 3,3 27 3.7 14 2.6 3.2 3.0 3.0 

Martin 3.0 3.6 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3,0 3.0 3.0 

n = 211 21 13 21 37 51 27 18 86 119 

1 • Not At Alt Meeting the Needs 24% 21% 27% 36% 31% 20% 14% 17% 29% 

OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 15% 12% 18% 3% 4% 31% 26% 4% l i% 13% 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 27% 17% 41% 39% 11% 27% 49% 39% 3U54 23% 
OUTDOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 23% 44% 34% 31% 11% 10% 4% 43% 30% 19% 

5 - Completely Meeting the Needs 11% 5% 8% 38% 1% 2% 3% 16% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.8 3.0 3.3 2.7 3.1 2.2 2.4 3.1 28 18 

Median 3.0 3.3 3.0 3.0 3.3 10 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 204 22 14 21 34 51 22 17 79 119 

19 Jun 08 
Source RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WELL 00 THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates West Wood bum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

Horth 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Not At All Meeting the Needs 17% 24% 7% 17% 10% 26% 5% 6% 13% 18% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 7% 4% 11% 1% 24% 1% 13% 1% S% 8% 

SKATE PARK 3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 27% 27% 18% 32% 10% 31% 64% 5% 36% 22% 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 30% 37% m 46% 15% 29% 15% 43% 37% 27% 

5 - Completely Meeting the Heeds 19% 8% 28% 4% 41% 12% 3% 44% 8% 25% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 103% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.0 3.7 3.2 3.5 3.0 30 4.2 3.2 3.3 

Median 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.3 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 

n - 215 23 15 30 37 49 22 19 77 131 

1 • Not At All Meeting the Needs 7% 11% 6% 14% 7% 3% 4% 4% » 
2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 1% 3% 7% 2% 1% 2% 2% 1% 

LIBRARY 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 7% 11% 6% 2% 2% 4% 28% 2% 7% 7% 

4 - Mostiy Meeting the Needs •1'% 39% 30% 72% 12% 66% 23% 48% 43% 41% 

5 • C ompletely Meeting the Heeds 44% 36% 51% 12% 84% 23% 45% 43% 44% 42% 

TOTAL 100% 100% ioa% 100% 103% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.1 3.9 4.1 3.7 4.8 4,0 4.1 4.3 4.2 4.1 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.7 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4,0 

n = 290 42 17 37 46 58 31 30 116 165 

1 • Not At All Meeting the Needs 16% 26% 7% 22% 10% 26% 4% 9% 11% 19% 

PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 20% 20% 24% 5% 27% 18% 26% 36% 11% 28% 
PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 32% 14% 42% 33% 10% 41% 60% 42% 43% 23% 
PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 17% 36% 19% 32% 10% 11% 7% 5% 24% 13% 

5 • C ompletely Meeting the Heeds 14% 5% 8% 4% 43% 4% 2% 7% 11% 17% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 105% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.9 2.7 3.0 2.9 3.5 2.5 28 2.7 3.1 2.8 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4,0 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 3.0 

n - 194 21 14 24 35 41 23 16 M 108 

13 Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 

Page 26 



WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED; 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Wood bum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than tO 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 - Not Ai All Meeting the Needs 16% 24% 9% 27% 13% 12% 15% 10% 18% 15% 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 19% 19% 27% 3% 26% 20% 17% 35% 5% 31% 
DESIGNATED 
OPEN SPACE 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 05% 18% 27% 42% 12% 47% 63% 39% 50% 22% 

4-Mostly Meeting the Needs 18% 31% 27% 24% 11% 19% 3% 7% 23% 14% 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 12% 9% 10% 3% 37% 2% 2% 9% 4% 18% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% >00% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2.9 2.8 3.0 2.7 3.3 2.8 2.6 2.7 2.9 1 2.9 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 ¡ 3.0 

n = 185 25 11 26 35 35 23 17 79 ; 100 

1 - Not At All Meeting the Needs 9% 15% 6% 14% 9% 17% 4% 8% 10% 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 
i 

6% 2% 1% 3% 18% 12% 2% 5% 7% 

AQUATIC 
CENTER 3 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 13% 14% 11% 3% 33% 3% 20% 2% 11% 1 13% 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 
— " J 

31% 

43% 40% 58% 32% 47% 33% 49% 44% 41% 
- "' 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 
— " J 

31% 25% 43% 24% 32% 24% 18% 43% 33% 28% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 36 4.1 37 3.9 3.6 3.2 4.2 3.9 1 3.7 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 4.0 4l) 1 4.0 

n = 283 3» 15 36 46 49 31 27 107 147 

1 • Not A1 All Meeting the Needs 12% 20% 8% 17% 10% 9% 15% 5% 13% 11% 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting (to Needs 8% 6% 21% 3% 19% 1% 4% 4% 10% 

TENNIS 
COURTS 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 33% 24% 13% 48% 29% 21% 71% 34% 28% 3S% 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 34% 41% 45% 33% 28% 49% 11% 27% 49% j 25% 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 13% 9% 12% 30% 2% 3% 31% 6% 18% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.1 3.3 3.0 3.6 3.2 19 3.7 3.3 3.3 ! 

Median 3.0 3.4 40 3.0 4.0 ' 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 

i» = 227 24 12 32 45 47 24 26 85 135 

19Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

HOW WELL 00 THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WELL 00 THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
yeara 

More than 10 
years 

YOUTH 
RECREATION 
PROGRAMS 

1. Not At All Meeting the Needs 13% 22% 7% 23% 7% 10% 13% 8% 13% 13% 

YOUTH 
RECREATION 
PROGRAMS 

2 • Not Very Much M eeting the Needs 10% 6% 34% 2% 

5% 

25% 8% 4% 14% 
YOUTH 
RECREATION 
PROGRAMS 

3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 29% 16% 3% 

2% 

5% 17% 46% 4ü% 43% 27% 29% 
YOUTH 
RECREATION 
PROGRAMS 

4 - Mostly Meeting the Needs 33% 47% 48% 69% 4% 

47% 

34% 45% 39% 

16% 

30% 

YOUTH 
RECREATION 
PROGRAMS 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 16% 9% 8% 1% 

4% 

47% 1% 19% 4% 

39% 

16% 15% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 33 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.6 3.1 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.2 

Median 3.0 4.G 4.0 4.0 

24 

4.0 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.0 30 

n - 203 « 14 

4.0 

24 37 44 28 18 80 116 

1 • Not At All Meeting the Needs 15% 13% 19% 24% 10% 16% 17% 6% 15% 15% 

ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

2 - Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 10% 11% 14% 

24% 

5% 30% 5% 9% 12% 

ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

1 - Somewhat Meeting the Needs 33% 34% 9% 4% 28% 29% 74% 44% 39% 29% ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 28% 28% 44% 71% 5% 18% 8% 42% 28% 27% 

ADULT 
PROGRAMS 

5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 14% 14% 

100% 

13% 52% 7% 1% 3% 

100% 

8>i 17% 

TOTAL 100% 

14% 

100% I0T% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

3% 

100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.2 3.2 

3.0 

3.2 32 3.8 2-7 28 33 3.0 32 

Median 3.0 

3.2 

3.0 40 4.0 5,0 

26 

3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 173 31 11 21 

5,0 

26 29 23 19 60 105 

19Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
t TIME UVEO IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WELL DO THE FOLLOWING MEET THE NEEDS 
OF THE COMMUNITY OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum j Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

! South 
j Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other ' 

; Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1- Not Al All Meeting Uie Needs 15% 13% 19% 31% 9% 22% 8% 6% 13% 16% 

2 • Not Very Much Meeting the Needs 7% 10% 9% 5% 2% 14% " 6% 9% 6% 
SENIOR 
PROGRAMS 3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 27% 29% 17% 4% 18% 12% 67% 41% 33% 23% 

4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 33% 36% 40% 62% 10% 53% 6% 43% 32% 35% 

5 ' Completely Meeting the Needs 18% 11% 13% 2% 58% 12% 5% 3% j 14% 20% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% ! 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.2 3.2 3.0 4.0 3.3 19 3.3 j 3.2 3.4 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.9 4.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 . 4.0 

n = 161 35 11 18 27 20 18 .| 59 96 

1-Not At All Meeting the Needs 8% 6% 7% 19% S% 9% 5% 6% 1 5% 9% 

RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E, 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

2 • Not Very Much Ueeting the Needs 4% 12% 2% 4% S% 14% 1% 4% 5% RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E, 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 

3 • Somewhat Meeting the Needs 29% 32% 17% 6% 28% 55% 53% 3% 22% 33% 

RECREATION/ 
COMMUNITY 
EVENTS (I.E, 
MUSIC IN THE 
PARK, ETC.) 4 • Mostly Meeting the Needs 38% 39% 54% 72% 4% 25% 16% 81Ü 40% 37% 

J 5 • Completely Meeting the Needs 20% 23% 11% 2% 60% 6% 11% 9%; 2fl% 16% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 37 3.5 3.4 4.1 3.1 3.1 3.9 1 3.8 3.5 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 
r 

4.0 

n = 241 14 28 47 48 19 28 84 151 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 

Page 29 



WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN 

WOODBURN AREA 

RA TE THE LEVEL OF MAINTENANCE AT 
THE FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodburn Hwy 99 E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Woodburn Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
Average 3.3 3.4 3.5 27 3.5 3.2 2.7 3.8 3.2 3.3 

SETTLEMIER PARK 
n = 229 17 IS » 45 54 24 28 80 143 

LEGION PARK 
Average 3.0 3.5 3.4 2.8 3.3 2.7 2.4 3.2 2.9 3.1 

LEGION PARK 
n = 222 17 14 33 39 49 20 27 74 141 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
Average 4.0 3.5 3.6 4.1 3.9 4.1 3.5 4.5 3.8 4.1 

CENTENNIAL PARK 
n = 239 16 14 33 42 57 29 27 86 147 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
Average 3.4 3.2 3.2 3.8 3.7 3.4 2.8 3 , 3.4 3.4 

OTHER CITY PARKS 
n - 169 15 14 16 27 43 20 18 48 115 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
Average 3.8 3.5 3.5 3.9 4.3 3.5 3.3 4.5 3.7 3.8 

ATHLETIC FIELDS 
n = 19? 13 14 28 30 42 27 25 66 125 

PLAYGROUNDS 
Average 3.6 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.6 2.8 4.3 3.3 3.7 

PLAYGROUNDS 
n = 215 11 14 33 31 55 24 25 66 143 

PICNIC AREAS 
Average 3.2 3.4 3.3 3.2 3.6 3.2 2.3 3.5 3.0 3.3 

PICNIC AREAS 
n = 186 11 14 33 29 41 21 17 59 121 

OUTDOOR BASKETBALL Average 3.3 3.3 33 3.6 3.6 3.2 2.6 3.5 3.2 3.4 

COURTS n = 162 9 13 19 27 38 25 16 59 98 

OUTOOOR VOLLEYBALL Average 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.6 4.4 3.0 2.0 3.5 3.0 3.4 

COURTS n = 141 9 13 19 15 32 20 14 48 88 

SKATE PARK 
Average 3.7 3.4 3.5 3.9 4.3 3.5 2.9 4.3 3.5 3.9 

SKATE PARK 
n = 152 10 12 21 22 40 21 23 53 104 

LIBRARY 
Average 4.2 4.2 4.0 4.1 4.6 4.0 3.4 4.4 4.2 4.1 

LIBRARY 
n = 269 33 16 36 47 57 31 23 107 155 

PAVED RECREATIONAL Average 3.4 , 1 3.1 4.1 3.8 3.3 2.7 3.3 3.3 3.5 

TRAILS n = 13I 8 12 22 18 25 20 9 56 70 

DESIGNATEO OPEN Average 3.3 3.1 3.2 3.8 3.5 3.1 28 3.2 3.4 3.2 

SPACE n = 138 8 13 20 25 25 22 9 55 76 

AQUATIC CENTER 
Average 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4 1 3.9 3.3 4.3 4.0 4.0 

AQUATIC CENTER 
n = 219 17 15 29 40 42 25 27 82 130 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RfiC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Esistei Wist Woodbura Hwy 99E area Oowntown area 

South 
Woodbum 

Horth 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

1 - Poor 2% 1% 3% 4% 1% 3% 1% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

2 21% 14% 10% 53% 21% 17% 36% 6% 18% 23% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 3 40% 37% 37% 20% 32% 53% 50% 46% 50% 35% 
SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

4 22% 41% 40% 25% 15% 26% 5% 10% 21% 22% 

SETTLEMIER 
PARK 

5-Excellent 15% 8% 12% 1% 30% 3% 6% 37% 9% 19% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% IOO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.4 3.5 2.7 3.5 3.2 2.7 3.6 3.2 3.3 

Median 3.0 3.3 3.7 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 229 17 J 5 27 45 54 24 26 60 140 

LEGION 
PARK 

1 - Poor 15% 

17 J 5 

27% 26% 17% 19% l% 18% 13% 

LEGION 
PARK 

2 16% 14% 14% 18% 1% 12% 48% 33% 16% 17% 

LEGION 
PARK 

3 35% 34% 43% 18% 25% 50% 15% 32% 35% 33% 
LEGION 
PARK 

4 18% 42% 35% 19% 14% 19% 11% 7% 21% 16% 

LEGION 
PARK 

5 • Excellent 16% 10% 8% 18% 34% 1% 7% 26% 9% 20% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.0 3.5 3.4 2.6 3.3 2.7 2.4 3.2 2.9 3.1 

Median 3.0 3.8 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 222 14 33 39 49 20 

3% 

27 74 141 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

1•Poor 2% 3% 

20 

3% 2% 1% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

2 7% 8% 15% 18% 2% 20% 2% 10% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

3 20% 39% 20% 16% 30% 14% 23% 8% 34% 10% 
CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

4 37% 48% 60% 7% 30% 66% 26% 36% 39% 37% 

CENTENNIAL 
PARK 

5- Excellent 35% 4% 5% 60% 35% 20% 27% 57% 22% 42% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.0 3.5 3.6 4.1 3.9 4.1 3.5 4.5 3.8 4.1 

Median 4.0 3.9 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n 3 239 16 14 33 42 57 29 27 86 147 

19Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES 

IS YOUR HOMEi PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodburn Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woociburn 

Norm 
Woociburn Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 - Poor 4% 5% 1% 5% 5% 4% 6% 2% 

2 17% 14% 18% 37% 30% 0% 42% 7% 3% 23% 

OTHER CITY 
PARKS 

33% 41% 47% 3% 2% 59% 20% 45% 47% 27% 

4 28% 38% 33% 20% 13% 41% 32% 11% 35% 26% 

S • Excellent 18% 2% 3% 38% 50% 1% 34% 9% 22% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.2 3.2 3.6 3.7 3.4 2.8 3.6 3.4 3.4 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.4 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 169 15 14 16 27 43 20 18 48 115 

1-Poor 3% 7% 4% 3% 2% 

2 12% 11% 11% 20% 1% 15% 22% 3% 5% 16% 

ATHLETIC , 
FIELDS 

20% 37% 43% 5% 3% 24% 31% 4% 28% 15% 

4 37% 4 7 \ 35% 39% 32% 57% 25% 35% 46% 33% 

5 - Excellent 28% 5% 11% 36% 57% 4% 18% 57% 18% 34% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.5 3.5 3.9 4.3 3.5 3.3 4.5 3.7 3.8 

Median 4.0 3.8 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 197 13 14 28 30 42 27 25 66 125 

1 - Poor 4% 4% 19% 8% 1% 

2 12% 12% 14% 17% 30% 25% 1% 4% 17% 

PLAYGROUNDS 3 29% 44% 17% 29% 4% 46% 18% 29% 46% 21% 

4 34% 37% 59% 23% 21% 50% 37% 1194 32% 36% 

5 - Excellent 21% 6% 10% 31% 41% 4% 1% 59% 10% 26% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.S 2.8 4.3 3.3 3.7 

Median 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 4.0 

n = 215 11 14 33 31 55 24 25 66 143 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES 

IS YOUR HOMEi PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Oowntown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1.Poor 4% 7% 7% 13% 6% 3% 

2 24% 12% 11% 31% 27% 22% 57% 2% 26% 25% 

PICNIC AREAS 3 30% 44% 43% 36% 4°'a 39% 15% 41% 33% 27% 

4 23% 37% 30% 14% 21% 37% 12% 57% 28% 29% 

5 - Excellent 14% 6% 10% 19% 40% 2% 1% 6% 17% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.2 3.4 3.3 3.2 3.6 3,2 2.3 3.5 3.0 3.3 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3,0 4,0 3.0 2,0 4.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 186 11 14 33 29 41 21 17 59 121 

1-Poor 6% 5% 5% 1% 17% 10% 2% 

OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

2 16% 15% 12% 27% 34% 33% 2% 25% 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

3 37% 47% 49% 3% 3% 77% 25% 50% 52% 28% 
OUTDOOR 
BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

4 26% 28% 36% 33% 8% 22% 23% 50% 28% 25% 

5 • Excellent 16% 11% 3% 32% 49% 2% 9% 20% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.6 3,6 3.2 2.6 35 3,2 3.4 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.3 3.0 2.4 3.5 3.0 3.0 

n = 162 9 13 19 27 36 25 16 59 98 

1 •Poor 7% 5% 8% 1 % 21% 12% 2% 

OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

2 19% 15% 12% 28% 6% 19% 60% 9% 26% 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

3 33% 47% 49% 3% 1% 56% 13% 47% 49% 23% 
OUTOOOR 
VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 

4 24% 28% 36% 33% 8% 23% 4% 53% 23% 26% 

5 - Excellent 17% 11% 3% 32% 76% 2% 7% 22% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.6 4.4 3.0 2.0 3.5 3.0 3.4 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 3.9 3.0 3.0 

n = 141 9 19 15 32 20 14 48 88 

19 Jun08 
Source; RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 - Poor 2% 5% 5% 4% 1% 

2 12% 14% 17% 26% 1% 45% 9% 14% 

SKATE PARK 3 30% 48% 20% 10% 13% 61% 12% 27% 41% 23% 

4 25% 24% 59% 15% 19% 25* 37% 13% 28% 23% 

5-Excellent 32% 14% 3% 49% 62% 14% 1% 60% 18% 39% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 

, 
100% 100% 100% 10094 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.7 3.4 3.5 3.9 4.3 3.5 2.9 4.3 3.5 3.9 

Median 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.3 5.0 3.0 2.6 5.0 3.0 4.0 

n = 162 10 12 21 22 40 21 23 53 104 

1 - Poor 2% 1% 3% 3% 2% 1% 

2 6% 4% 9% 15% 20% 1% 1% 9% 

LIBRARY 3 10% 14% 11% 2% 13% 30% 5% 12% 8% 

4 41% 39% 43% 37% 31% 71% 24% 44% 40% 43% 

5-Excellent 42% 43% 36% 46% 67% 16% 24% 49% 45% 40% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.2 4.2 4.0 4.1 4.6 4.0 3.4 4.4 4.2 4.1 

Median 4.0 4,0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 4.4 4.0 4.0 

n = 269 33 16 36 47 57 31 23 107 155 

1 - Poor 7% 8% 2% 26% 1% 5% 9% 4% 

PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 

2 14% 17% 12% 23% 3% 42% 3% 23% 
PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 3 36% 52% 46% 9% 3% 64% 31% 71% 43% 29% 

4 20% 31% 28% 2% 7% 32% 20% 29% 33% 11% 

5 - Excellent 23% 6% 65% 65% 2% 12% 33% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 3.1 3.1 4.1 3.8 3.3 2.7 3.3 3.3 3.5 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 5 , 5.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 131 8 12 22 18 25 20 9 I 56 70 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
RATE THE LEVEL OF 
MAINTENANCE AT THE 
FOLLOWING FACILITIES OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbunt Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Wrodbum 

North 
Wood bum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Poor 4% 2% 9% 4% 4% 3% 

2 20% 22% 19% 27% 33% 3% 38% 3% 4% 34% 

DESIGNATECI 
OPEN SPACE 

3 38% 46% 45% 8% 6% 87% 30% 71% 55% 26% 

4 16% 32% 33% 10% 5% 10% 27% 26% 19% 13% 

5 • Excellent 22% 3% 52% 47% 1% 19% 24% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.1 3.2 3.8 3.5 3.1 ^ 8 3.2 3.4 3.2 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.9 3.9 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 136 8 13 20 25 25 22 9 55 76 

1 • Poor 2% 0% 4% 4% 1% 3% 1% 

2 8% 1% 14% 19% 5% 24% 4% 3% 11% 

AQUATÌC 
CENTER 

3 20% 24% 7% 2% 27% 25% 35% 24% 21% 20% 

4 32% 53% 45% 38% 8% 60% 10% S% 39% 28% 

5 - Excellant 38% 21% 34% 41% 53% 14% 27% 63% 35% 41% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 „ 3.9 3.3 4.3 4.0 4.0 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 219 17 15 29 40 42 25 27 82 130 

13 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME) PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVEO IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Wood bu ni Hwy B E aies Downtown area 
South 

Woodburn 
North 

WwxJburn Other 
Less than IO 

yeare 
More than 10 

year* 

TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS 

fteslroom maintenance (i.e. scheduled cleaning, longer hours) 8 c * 88% 9.1-. 76% 9JS 99% SfA 34% 

TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS 

Trash pickup and removal 75% 70* M S 68"i 75% IK 97 S 3 7 t 6 4 1 TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS 

Amenities maintenance (I.e. playground*, etc.) Î I Î ; 55% 7 as 6STS a f t H * E t 72% 70% 

TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS 

Turf care (i.e. mowing, fertilizing, watering, elc.) 33-4 

55% 

44% •¡7% 43e; 2111 51ft 12* 28ft 4 7 1 

TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS Tree care (i.e. pruning, leplawmenL etc.) 11* zn> T H 18% M 27> 2% 214 I S * 

TOP THREE 
MAINTENANCE 
PRIORITIES 
FOR PARKS. 
ATHLETIC 
F1ELOS.ANO 
TRAILS 

Trail maintenance (i.e. snow removal, surface repair, etc.) I2"i at « 33ft n 2ft P i 6% I6Î4 

TOTAL 
294% i m » 3 * ra* 300% Î95'.i 3 X 1 3 S * 

170 
TOTAL 

n = 310 50 21 39 « sa 30 33 129 

3 S * 

170 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Churches 4 8 * 44H 51% 48% W S 57% S2% 19ft S * 55% 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

School* (i.e. gyms, alHetic fields, tennis courts) 

4 8 * 

3f* IffK 5Cri 491 57% S i i 6 8 i 25% S4% 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Public lands in Marion County 27*. 5% •ts* Ï Î * £ 0 * X.t «ft Ï » 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Private clubs (e.g. Diesel Fluiess. Welliprtng) 19* i m n. 2 8 * 13% 4Ü* 

4ft 

21ft 25% I S * 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Senior Estates community cwiterlswlmming pool Ili it 7 1 * 24% I K as% 

4Ü* 

4ft 5 * 21% l i t , 

12* 

S * 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Neighboring community facilities 15V: 5% 3% 41% 12% 22% 24'> i n 

l i t , 

12* 

S * 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE None 12% ?l% ZV"-, 10ft 3 Ï M% 7% 12» 15% 

l i t , 

12* 

S * 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Afters » «fc a * 2% 19», 3% ?l% r * 7ft 

WHAT OTHER 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES. IF 
ANY, DO YOU 
USE 

Soys and Glris Clubs ot Saiem 4% 2V 20% 

ZM"-. 

1 * 5% i'H 

TOTAL 
197-^ 190^ 178% ZM"-. 179% 214': 17: * j n » I97 : i 

TOTAL 
n - 317 S3 23 33 47 56 33 M 123 175 

19Jun0t 
Source: RRC Associate! 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME! PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

MULTI-PURPOSE SPACE 
FOR CLASSES/ 

Average 3.5 2.8 28 3.4 3.6 4.0 3.6 3.0 3.6 3.4 

MEETINGS/ RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES n = 273 29 16 35 44 57 27 30 97 163 

SENIOR CENTER 
Average 35 3.5 3.3 3.7 3,4 3.8 3.2 3,1 3.5 3-5 

SENIOR CENTER 
n = 276 39 19 27 39 57 29 32 105 157 

TEEN ACTIVITIES AREA 
Average 3.8 3.6 29 3.6 3,9 4.3 4.1 3,5 4.0 3.7 

TEEN ACTIVITIES AREA 
n = 280 31 19 35 42 57 32 30 107 160 

INDOOR POOL WITH LAP 
LANES FOR FITNESS 
SWIMMING AN DJ OR 

Average 3.6 2.7 3.1 29 3.7 3.9 3.9 4.2 3.9 3-4 INDOOR POOL WITH LAP 
LANES FOR FITNESS 
SWIMMING AN DJ OR 283 32 19 37 42 56 33 32 108 164 

INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER SLIDE, 

Average 3.7 2.3 2? 3.8 4.3 3.6 4.0 4.3 39 3.6 INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER SLIDE, n = 284 31 19 37 46 * 33 32 112 164 

INDOOR SOCCER 
Average 3.4 24 23 3.6 3.4 3.8 4.2 3.7 3.3 3-5 

INDOOR SOCCER 
n - 276 29 16 35 45 55 33 32 108 157 

ART AND CULTURAL Average 3.5 3.1 2.6 3.4 32 3.9 3 , 3.6 3.6 3.4 

COMMUNITY CENTER n = 270 32 17 3, 36 56 33 32 101 155 

PARK EQUIPMENT Average 3.2 2.6 25 3.1 3.3 3.4 3.6 3.4 3.1 3.3 

STORAGE FACILITY n = 243 27 14 36 31 53 29 23 86 145 

RECREATION CENTER 
WITH FITNESS, WALKING 
TRACK, MULIT-PURPOSE 

Average 3.9 3.0 3.3 3.8 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.5 3.9 4.0 RECREATION CENTER 
WITH FITNESS, WALKING 
TRACK, MULIT-PURPOSE n - 290 34 17 37 45 57 33 31 114 163 

19 Jun OS 
Saura: RRC Associai« 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVEO IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

MULTI-PURPOSE 
SPACE FOR 
CLASSES/ 
MEETINGS/ 
RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 13% 26% 29% 15% 7% 2% 7% 22% 5% 17% 
MULTI-PURPOSE 
SPACE FOR 
CLASSES/ 
MEETINGS/ 
RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES 

2 7% 5% 3% 24% 3% 5% 

33% 

4% 7% 7% 
MULTI-PURPOSE 
SPACE FOR 
CLASSES/ 
MEETINGS/ 
RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES 

3-Neuiral 30% 32% 43% W; 

5% 

17% 26% 

5% 

33% 38% 36% 27% 

MULTI-PURPOSE 
SPACE FOR 
CLASSES/ 
MEETINGS/ 
RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES 

4 22% 32% 24% 

W; 

5% 4% 30% 29% Î4% 26% 20% 

29% 

MULTI-PURPOSE 
SPACE FOR 
CLASSES/ 
MEETINGS/ 
RECEPTIONS/ 
PARTIES 

5 • Very Important 29% 5% 4% 32% 48% 39% 27% 12% 25% 

20% 

29% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Ave rag 6 3-5 2.8 28 3.4 3.6 4.0 3.6 3.0 3.6 3.4 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 

n = 273 16 35 44 57 27 30 97 163 

12% 

SENIOR CENTER 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 10% 9% 19% 19% 0% 0% 10% 19% 5% 

163 

12% 

SENIOR CENTER 

2 6% 6% 2% 2% 28% 0% 3% 7% 

33% 

14% X, 

SENIOR CENTER 3-Neutral 34% 31% 27% 22% 36% 48% 52% 

7% 

33% 30% 38% SENIOR CENTER 

4 24% 26% 33% 5% 2% 30% 29% 31% 24% 25% 

SENIOR CENTER 

5 - Very Important 26% 27% 18% 52% 33% 24% 6% 10% 26% 23% 

100% TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

23% 

100% 

Average 3.5 15 3.3 3.7 3.4 3.8 3.2 3.1 3.5 35 

Median 3.0 4.0 3.9 5.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.3 3.0 

n = 276 39 19 27 39 

4% 

57 29 32 105 157 

TEEN ACTIVITIES 
AREA 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 7% 7% 24% 15% 

39 

4% 3% 2% 4% 8% 

TEEN ACTIVITIES 
AREA 

2 6% 5% 16% 0% 12% 1% 0% 7% 
TEEN ACTIVITIES 
AREA 3 - Neutral 27°-, 32% 20% 38% 42% 10% 13% 56% 25% 30"; 
TEEN ACTIVITIES 
AREA 

4 24% 37% 29% 10% 5% 16% 44% 28% 38% 17% 

TEEN ACTIVITIES 
AREA 

5-Very Important 38% 19% 11% 37% 61% 39% 14% 34% 38% 

TOTAL 100% 10W4 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 38 3.6 2.9 3.6 3.9 4.3 4.1 3.5 4.0 37 

Median 4.0 4.0 3,0 3.0! 4.1 5.0 4,0 30 

30 

4.0 4.0 

n = 280 31 19 35 42 57 32 

30 

30 107 160 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREA TION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREA TION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estate* West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

INDOOR POOL WITH 
LAP LANES FOR 
FITNESS SWIMMING 
ANOf OR COMPETITION 

1. Definitely Not Needed 11% 28% 16% 16% 3% 2% 5% 5% 3% 13% 

INDOOR POOL WITH 
LAP LANES FOR 
FITNESS SWIMMING 
ANOf OR COMPETITION 

2 9% 10% 6% 24% 25% 1% 4% 12% INDOOR POOL WITH 
LAP LANES FOR 
FITNESS SWIMMING 
ANOf OR COMPETITION 

3 - Neutral 26% 35% 41* 19% 20% 39% 28% 13% 26% 27% 

INDOOR POOL WITH 
LAP LANES FOR 
FITNESS SWIMMING 
ANOf OR COMPETITION 4 22% 

32% 

15% 23% 31% 1% 18% 38% 29% 34% 16% 

INDOOR POOL WITH 
LAP LANES FOR 
FITNESS SWIMMING 
ANOf OR COMPETITION 

5 • Very Important 

22% 

32% 12% 13% 9% 52% 40% 29% 53% 33% 32% 

TOTAL 100% I00*j 100% 100% 11»% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 16 1.7 3.1 2.9 1 / 3.9 3.9 4.2 3.9 3.4 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

33 

5.0 4.0 3.0 

n = 263 32 19 37 42 56 

4.0 

33 32 108 164 

INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER 
SLIDE. LAZY RIVER, 
ETC. 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 13% 36% 35% 17% 5% 2% 4% 7% 6% 16% 

INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER 
SLIDE. LAZY RIVER, 
ETC. 

2 4% 16% 1% 3% 1% 9% 1% 4% 4% INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER 
SLIDE. LAZY RIVER, 
ETC. 

Neutral 23% 29% 27% 2% 18% 44% 24% 15% 23% 

30% 

23% 

INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER 
SLIDE. LAZY RIVER, 
ETC. 22% 13% 35% 49% 9% 23% 15% 6% 

23% 

30% 17% 

INDOOR AQUATIC 
CENTER WITH POOL, 
SPRAYS, WATER 
SLIDE. LAZY RIVER, 
ETC. 

5 • Very Important 36% 5% 4% 31% 65% 30% 49% 71% 37% 40% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 37 23 2.7 3 , 4.3 3.8 4.0 43 3.9 3.6 

Median 4.0 2.0 3.0 4 , 5.0 4.0 4 , 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 284 
J ' 
37% 

19 37 46 56 33 32 

11% 

112 164 

INDOOR SOCCER 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 18% 
J ' 
37% 38% 15% 26% 4% 4% 

32 

11% 16% 17% 

INDOOR SOCCER 

2 3% 10% 19% 1% 2% 3% 3% 4% 

INDOOR SOCCER 3-Neutral 26* 36% 21% 22% 22 r i 30% 10% 37% 2B% 25% INDOOR SOCCER 

4 24% 15% 14V. 40% 8% 42% 36% 4% 

45% 

37% 16% 

INDOOR SOCCER 

5 - Very Important 28% 2% e% 23% 44% 22% 47% 

4% 

45% 16% 36% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 2.4 2.3 3.6 3.4 3.8 4,2 3.7 3.3 3.5 

Median 4.0 3.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.1 

32 

4.0 4.0 

n = 276 29 16 35 45 55 33 

3.1 

32 106 157 

19Jun08 
Sour«: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME! PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN 

WOOOBURN AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREA TION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPANDAMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodburn Hwy99Earea Downtown area 

South 
Wood bum 

North 
Wood bum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1-OeflniteSyNol Needed 14% 20% 23% 19% 32% 2% 4% 6% 7% 18% 

2 5% 7% 21% 1% 1% 3% 4% 2% 3% 6% 

ART ANO CULTURAL 
COMMUNITY CENTER 3-Neutral 25*:-. 34% 12% 21% 23% 25% 26% 35% 36% 19% 

4 32% 26% 37% 38% 6% 40% 35% 37% 29% 32% 

5 • Very Important 25% 13% 7% 21% 38% 30% 30% 20% 25% 25% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.5 3.1 2.8 3.4 3.2 3.9 3.8 3.6 3.6 3.4 

Median 4.0 30 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
• 

4.0 40 

n = 270 32 17 31 36 56 33 32 101 155 

1 - OeflnileSy Not Needed 11% •5% 21% 15% 21% 2% 10% 3% 12% 10% 

2 4% 13% 26% 2% 2% 3% 2% 1% 3% 5% 

PARK EQUIPMENT 
STORAGE FACILITY 3 Neutral 51% 44% 39% 59% 40% 65% 38% 51% 56% 48% 

4 18% 21% 11% 10% 18% 22% 44% 18% 19% 

5 • Very Important 15% 5% 2% 14% 37% 13% 28% 1% 11'. 18% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-2 2.8 2.5 3.1 33 3.4 3.6 3.4 31 3.3 

Median 3.0 30 2.9 3 , 3.0 3.0 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 243 27 14 36 31 53 29 23 86 145 

1 - Definitely Not Heeded 10% 29% 24% 14% 7% 2% 7% 2% 7% 12% 

RECREATION CENTER 
WITH FITNESS, WALKING 
TRACK, MULIT PURPOSE 
SPACE, AND 
GYMNASIUM 

2 3% 1% 5% 1% 1% 3% 1% i% RECREATION CENTER 
WITH FITNESS, WALKING 
TRACK, MULIT PURPOSE 
SPACE, AND 
GYMNASIUM 

3 • Neutral 19% 22% 6% 15% 28% 30% 11% 10% 27% 14% 

RECREATION CENTER 
WITH FITNESS, WALKING 
TRACK, MULIT PURPOSE 
SPACE, AND 
GYMNASIUM 4 23% 34% 51% 38% 8% 18% 23% 10% 27% 22% 

5 - Very Important 15% 14% 42s/» 56% 51% 59% 74% 38Ï» 50% 

TOTAL 100% toon 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-9 3.0 3.3 3.8 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.5 3.9 4.0 

Median 4.0 30 4.0 d 0 5.0 4.8 50 50 4.0 5.0 

n = 290 34 17 
* 

15 57 33 31 114 163 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

MPORTAHCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADO/EXPANMMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME UVEO IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

MPORTAHCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADO/EXPANMMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates Wert Woodbum Hwy99Earea Downtown area 

Sowh 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than ID 
yeats 

More than 10 
years 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Recreation centerwith track, multi-purpose apace, & gym 21!* 15% 37% * 2 2 * J5% m 26% n * 19"-

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Teen Kijviij&i area 21ft 

m 

I t * 14* 16% 37% l i f t 30% 7 * l j * 25' i 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Indoor aquatic center with poollsprsys/waler slide, etc. 

21ft 

m 4% 

14* 

6% 26% 11% l i t 24% 15% 13% 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Indoor soccer t i * 28% 2% 17 ft 6% 22% 2 * MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Sentorcenter l i : * • l i1! 23% » 5 * 4 * 2-, 8 * 13* 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY Multi-purpose space forclasses/mMlingaj'Mceplions/parties 10% 20% 22% » 7% i r * 10% 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Indoor pool with lap lanes tor tiUiesa swimming/competition e h 5% 6% 2% 6 * 9ft 3 * 14% 4% 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Art and cultural community center 1 * 8% 8ft 1 * 7% 2ft 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Park equipment storage facility 7% 1« 

TOTAL 
KW* « m f 3 0 * 100% 100% W * IUW 100* K B * 

TOTAL 
n = 253 16 32 34 51 33 32 107 147 

19 JunOS 
Source: RRC A l l o c h i » 

WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKSAND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED; 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREAWN 
FACILITIES TO ADO/EXPANMMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99Earea Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

Mora than 10 
years 

Recreation con tor with track, mulft-pvrpose »pace, & gym 20ft 16% 11* 30% 3% 13% 47% 11% 23ft 

Indoor aquatic center with pool/*pr*y»/wat$r «lid*, etc. 18% 2% 15% 3 7 * 10* 26ft IJ% ,6ft 23% 15ft 

Art and cultural community center 16% 2 0 * 1 7 * 3% 4 5 * H * 12-, 1% l i f t 16% 

SECOND 
MOST 

T « n activrtlaj area 13% 23% 12% 4% 2% 22% 13ft H 12% 14% 
SECOND 
MOST Indoor toccer 10% r.-. 16% 34% 1% 2 7 * 12% 9ft 

INDOOR 
FACILITY 

SinlOf Center 9% 10* 13% 5% IH6 6% 1% 11^ 7% INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Murtl-porpcno «pace for clwtot/mwiing^'w^pOon^/parlm 0% 6 ï j 14% 2% 5<i f t . 5 , 7% 

Indoor pool with lap lann for fitnwi »wim ml ^competition » 7% i n * 2% 3ft 2% 8ft 7% 4% 

Park equipment storage facility I V 5ft i t 1% 2% 

Ho wcond facility lilted « 8% 3 * S * 0% 

TOTAL 
103% 100* 100% I t t i * lltaS 1 W * 1 0 » i > i * 

TOTAL 
n = 255 34 18 32 * 51 33 S 103 148 , 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associale* 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPANMMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIMS LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPANMMPROVE OVERALL Senior El tate* Weit Woodbum HwyWEarej Oowntownarea 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Let J thin IÛ 
yean 

More than ID 
years 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Recreation center with I rak, mulit-purpose «pace, & gym 17% 10* 5% m, 20% 1,1* 

i t 

18* 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Teen activities area U S 15* 11* 37S I S 30% 

221i 

1* 

3% 

i t 2 ' i i 10% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Art and cultural community center I4Î1 15% i% 2% 

30% 

221i 

1* 

3% 7% 10% 16» 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Indoor soccer 12% 4 » 4% 18% a s 5% m 16'': 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

indooraquatic center with pool/spriyt/watar alkie-, etc. 12% 7% « •su 

IH 

7% 3% 17% 22Ü 12* 12» THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Muld-purpwe «pace forclasseiVmwtingi/recepUoni/parti« 12% 13* 23% 

•su 

IH IS * ( * 11% 24«: 15% 
-
9% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Indoor pool with lap lanei lor Ifoieif swimming/competition 8% 

5% 

13* 5% FS 3% .!% 10* 29% « 
-
9% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

No Ihlrd facility listed 

8% 

5% 10* Jv ÌS. 2': >S 3* 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Senior center 5% 3% 1% 1% rS 21: 6% 3". 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
INDOOR 
FACILITY 

Park equipment storage facility 2% * 1% 

'03% 

1% 1 * E* 

100% 

2% 

TOTAL 
:Í% 100* 

J3 

10',* 

16 

1% 

'03% IWS B 0 * W S 100% 

E* 

100% i m 
TOTAL 

n * 252 

100* 

J3 

10',* 

16 32 34 51 33 32 100 149 

19JunOS 
Source: RRC Associates 

WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY Î008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
^ACUITIES TO ADUFXPANMMPROVE OVERALL 

ISYOUR HOHE/PROPERTY LOCATED: 
tlMEUVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF INDOOR RECREATION 
^ACUITIES TO ADUFXPANMMPROVE OVERALL Senior E i U k i Wo« Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown aiea 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

L e » than 10 
year« 

More than 10 
years 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Recreation cenlerwilh track, mulit-purpose space, A gym 57% 49* m-i 54% 57% 

64% 

6?% Sí*. 41S 

43* 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Teen «tividei area 4/S 5 » 54% 57* KT": 

57% 

64% -j.% 19-i 4514 

41S 

43* 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Indoor aquatic center with pool/sprays/water alide, etc. 

4/S 

1.1* 33% WS 

m 

¿3* 40* 40": 72% 45* • m THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Art and cultural community center 3.-H, 12% 2HÏ 

WS 

m j JS 5m-. » W t 35% 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Indoor loccer a s Sf. 4S* m tin. 21% 42=<, 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Muld-purpose space lor classeVmeetifigs/receptions/pertiei 28% 24V, 35% 2,% 28% 15* 37% 3H: Î S * 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED Senior center 25% a * 10* 13% 

m 

'1% 29% 1 Ï S 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Indoor pool with lap lanei lor Htness swimming/competition 21% 24% y-i T* t% I ' S m J - i VX 

THREE HOST 
IMPORTANT 
IHDOOfl 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES THAT 
COULD BE ADDED. 
EXPANDED. OR 
IMPROVED 

Park equipment storage facility 4% ! t 1% 1* 4% 

TOTAL 
2SC.:-

¿56 

20.'% 246% 30% 2 2S6S 

J3 

2W-"1. 231« 2® 7 
TOTAL 

2SC.:-

¿56 Ji 18 32 J4 51 J3 32 104 U9 

19 JunOl 
Source: RRC Associate! 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN I 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estalss WestWoodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Loss than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

BASKETBALL COURTS 
Average 3.5 2.6 2.6 4.2 3.5 3.9 4.0 3.2 3.4 3.6 

BASKETBALL COURTS 
n = 239 22 15 26 43 52 24 29 104 128 

TENNIS COURTS 
Average 3.4 28 25 3.1 3.3 3.7 3.8 3.5 3.3 3.4 

TENNIS COURTS 
n = 256 23 15 32 44 55 31 29 106 143 

VOLLEYBALL COURTS 
Average 3.2 25 2.6 3.3 3.2 3.8 3.4 3-3 3.3 3.2 

VOLLEYBALL COURTS 
ftS 240 22 15 32 39 52 23 29 98 135 

HORSESHOES 
Average 2.7 27 2.5 2.7 28 3.2 20 2.3 * 2.7 

HORSESHOES 
n = 246 77 16 26 44 52 21 31 105 134 

OPEN GRASS PLAY Average 3.6 3.1 3.1 4.0 3.7 3.9 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.7 

AREAS n - 251 24 17 26 46 56 23 29 107 136 

INTERACTIVE WATER 
FEATURE/PLAY 
FOUNT AIN 

Average 3.6 24 2.2 3.9 4.2 3.5 4.0 4.4 3.6 3.6 INTERACTIVE WATER 
FEATURE/PLAY 
FOUNT AIN n = 249 24 14 30 42 55 25 30 102 140 

PAVED RECREATIONAL Average 3.7 3.4 30 3.4 3.6 4.0 4.1 4.3 3.7 3.8 

PATHS/TRAILS 0 = 256 24 17 27 43 53 31 31 103 146 
. . . 

DOG PARKS 
Average 31 3.0 27 2.5 3.1 3.6 3.0 27 3.3 2.8 

. . . 

DOG PARKS 
n = 248 27 17 27 46 53 23 25 109 131 

PICNIC SHELTERS 
Average 3.7 3.3 2.9 3.9 4.0 3.7 4.0 4.0 3.7 37 

PICNIC SHELTERS 
n = 259 30 17 30 44 56 22 31 106 1 « 

OUTDOOR SWIMMING Average 2.7 12 2.3 2.7 29 26 3.2 3.2 2.8 25 

POOL n = 244 27 18 21 44 54 22 30 104 132 

UNPAVED Average 3.3 3.2 2.4 3.9 3.3 3.7 3.5 2.9 3.6 3.1 

RECREATIONAL TRAILS n = 245 25 16 17 45 56 28 30 104 134 

OPEN SPACE/NATURAL Average 3.3 3.3 28 3.3 3.5 3.4 3.4 3.1 3.4 32 

AREAS n = 257 26 17 27 45 55 26 31 111 138 

PLAYGROUNOS 
Average 4.0 3.0 2.9 4.4 4.4 4.2 3.9 4.4 3-8 4.2 

PLAYGROUNOS 
n = 250 25 IS 27 45 55 31 104 139 

COMMUNITY GATHERING 
SPACE/OUTDOOR EVENT 
FACILITY 

Average 3.8 3.0 27 4.2 4.1 4.1 3.8 42 3.8 3.9 COMMUNITY GATHERING 
SPACE/OUTDOOR EVENT 
FACILITY n - 263 26 16 32 44 56 28 31 105 150 

SOCCER FIELDS 
Average 3.6 26 2.4 4.2 3.8 3.9 4.1 3.1 3.2 3.8 

SOCCER FIELDS 
n • » 1 24 15 32 42 55 24 J. 102 142 

BASEBALL) SOFTBALL Average 3.3 28 25 3.5 3.4 3.6 3.7 2.5 32 33 

FIELDS n = 252 23 15 32 44 55 25 31 106 139 

Average 3.1 25 13 3.4 3.3 3.5 3.5 2.4 3.1 3.1 

n = 242 24 15 31 43 55 21 29 103 136 

LACROSSE FIELDS 
Average 27 12 2.1 2.9 2.1 3.5 2.2 23 3.1 2.4 

LACROSSE FIELDS 
n = 215 24 15 25 23 52 17 28 94 115 

SKATE PARK 
Aver ago 3.1 Zi 27 29 3.3 3.5 3.1 2.6 3.3 29 

SKATE PARK 
n - 249 22 16 26 45 55 25 30 108 134 

19 Jun 08 
Source; RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREAVON 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE 

IS YOUR HOMÖ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
'TIME LIVED IN WOOD8URN 

AREA 
IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREAVON 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 9% 25% 26% 4% 2% 22% 5% 13% 

2 1% 1% 7% 0% 1% 4% 1% 2% 

BASKETBALL 
COURTS 

3 • Neutral 44% 65% 55% 34% 67% 39% 34% 38% 55% 37% 

4 16% 9% 9% 10% 1% 25% 30% 2% 23% 8% 

5 • Very Important 3<w; 3% 55% 27% 33% 36% 34% 16% 41% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3 i 2.6 2.6 4.2 3.5 3.9 4.0 3.2 3.6 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 239 22 15 26 43 52 24 29 104 128 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 11% 18% 28% 14% 22% 2% 2% 6% 14% 

2 7% 5% 0% 12% 1% 27% I X 11% 

TENNIS 
COURTS 3 • Neutral 37% 54% 68% 47% 28% 32% 53% 19% 54% 26% 

4 25% 20% 2% 36% 22% 25% 13% 23% 33% 17% 

5-Very Important 20% 3% 2% 3% 27% 28% 34% 29% 6% 31% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.4 2.8 25 3.1 3.3 3.7 3.8 3.5 3.3 3.4 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3 , 4.0 3.0 4,0 3.0 3.0 

ri = 256 23 ,5 32 44 55 31 29 106 143 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 11% 24% 26% 0% 23% 2% 3% 5% 14% 

2 11% 11% 2% 1% 1% 15% 3% 26% 4% 13% 

VOLLEYBALL 
COURTS 3 - Neutral 46Î, 5SS4 56% 74% 42% 25% 7214 40% 62% 36% 

4 11% 7% 12% 20% 1% 18% 11% 17% 8% 

5 • Very Important 21% 3% 4% 3 M 40% 15% 31% 12% 28% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% u m 100% 

Average 3.2 25 2.6 3.3 3.2 3.8 3.4 3.3 3.3 3.2 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 240 22 15 32 1 39 52 23 29 98 135 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Assodai« 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 
IS YOUR HOME/PROPERTY LOCATED: AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADO/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area I Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

Mora than 10 
years 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 22% 21% 28% 34% 24% 2% I 40% 22% 16% 24% 

2 19% 3% 22% 7% 26% 13% 24% 28% 21% 17% 

HORSESHOES 3 • Neutral 39% 67% 30% 33% 20% 55% 32% 45% 49% 33% 

4 9% 10% 11% 5% 2% 19% 3% 4% 6% 11% 

5 - Very Important 10% 9% 21% 28% l i% 2% 1% 7% 14% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100?'. 100% 100% 

Averaga 17 2.7 2.5 2.7 2.8 " J 20 
i 

2.3 2.7 2.7 

Median 3.0 3.0 IS 3.0 2.4 3.0 10 26 3.0 3.0 

n s 246 27 16 28 
i 

44 52 21 31 105 134 

1-Definitely Not Needed 6% 17% 23% 2% 2% 3% 5% 6% 

2 8 % 1 11% 2% 23% 3% 12% 5% i l% 6% 

OPEN GRASS 
PLAY AREAS 

3-Neutral 28% I 32% 19% 24% 25% 24% 15% 61% 23% 31% 

4 38% 1 28% 50% 55% 5% 57% 63% 3% 49% 31% 

5 • Very Important 20% 1 11% 5% 21% 45% 17% 8% 29% 12% 27% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 3.1 3.1 4.0 3.7 3.9 3.6 3.5 3.5 37 

Median 4 .0 ! i ^ J 4.0 4.0 3.5 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 

n 3 251 24 17 26 46 56 23 29 107 136 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 13% m 49% 
1 

3% 4% 7% 4% 6% 9% 12% 

INTERACTIVE 2 7% 21% 5% 11% i0% 5% 5% 9% 

WATER 
FEATURE/ PLAY 3-Neutral 25% 36% 23% 32% 17% 39% 2% 8% 24% 26% 

FOUNTAIN 4 22% 10% 23% 37% 26% 8% 56% 5% 40% 11% 

5 • Very Important 33% 5% 28% 53% 34% 34% 75% 23% 42% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% ! 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 2.4 2.2 3.9 4.2 3.5 4.0 4.4 3.6 3.6 

Median 4.0 2.8 1.9 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n - 249 24 14 30 42 55 25 30 102 140 

19Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBUrtN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE Of OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO AOD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 9% 13% 26% 1% 20% 1% 2% 13% 5% 

PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
PATHS/TRAILS 

2 9% 7% 32% 1% 13% 1% 8% 1% 14% 
PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
PATHS/TRAILS 

3-Neutral 24% 35% 34% 25% 25% 18% 14% 12% 19% 25% 
PAVED 
RECREATIONAL 
PATHS/TRAILS 

4 23% 20% 28% 11% 9% 22% 52% 10% 40% 11% 

5 - Very Important 36% 25% 11% 31% 45% 48% 32% 68% 27% 45% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-7 3.4 3.0 14 3-6 4.0 4.1 4.3 3.7 3.8 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 256 24 17 27 43 53 31 31 103 146 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 19% 16% 30% 33% 25% 3% 12% 29% 17% 21% 

13% 12% 18% 4% 18% 14% 20% 4% 5% 20% 

DOG PARKS 3 • Neutral 31% 39% 17% 50% 17% 33% 26% 43% 30% 34% 

13% 17% 9% 5% 22% 35% 12% 21% 11% 

5 • Very Important 19% 14% 9% 4% 34% 23% S% 12% 27% 14% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-1 3.0 27 2,5 31 3.6 3.0 27 3.3 28 

Median 3.0 3.0 2.7 3.0 3.0 3.8 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 

n = m ÍT » 27 46 53 23 25 109 131 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 3% 6% 16% 1% 1% 2% 4=.i 

2 S% 6% 18% 2% 13% 1% 4% 6% 5% 

PICNIC 
SHELTERS 

3 - Neutral 32% 52% 30% 32% a% 43% 20% 38% 31% 34% 

36% 28% 28% 38% 43% 38% 57% 4% 43% 28% 

5-Very Important 24% 3% 7% 28% 31% 18% 21% 53% 18% 23=-> 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.7 3.3 2.9 3.9 4.0 3.7 4.0 4.0 3.7 37 

Median 4.0 3,0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 40 40 

n = 259 30 17 30 44 56 22 . 31 106 146 

19 Jun Ofi 
Sour«: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREA TION 
FACILITIES TO AOD/EXPANDAMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates WestWocdbum Hwy99E area Downtown are;-

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 30% 41% 48% 13% 39% 29% 21% 9% 27% 29% 

OUTDOOR 
SWIMMING 
POOL 

2 9% 6% 4% 43% 2% 2% 9% 2% 4% 13% 
OUTDOOR 
SWIMMING 
POOL 

3 • Neutral 36% 46% 33% 25% 19% 54% 23% 53% 42% 33% 
OUTDOOR 
SWIMMING 
POOL 

« 13% 7% 2% 5% 5% 12% 24% 31% 13% 13% 

5 - Very Important 13% 14% 15% 34% 3% 23% 5% 14% 11% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 17 22 2.3 17 2.9 2.6 3.2 3.2 2.8 16 

Median 3.0 3.0 13 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n " 244 27 18 21 44 54 22 30 104 132 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 14% 10% 47% 3% 22% 8% 1% 2% 6% 20% 

UNPAVEO 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

2 5% 9% 11% 1% 1% 6% 8ft 7% 3% 
UNPAVEO 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

3 - NeutraJ 42% 48% 30% 29% 36% 25% 58% 87% 44% 42% 
UNPAVEO 
RECREATIONAL 
TRAILS 

4 18% 11% 9% 9% 10% 42% 11% 3% 12% 20% 

5 - Very Important 22% 21% 13% 46% 31% 24% 24% 1% 31% 15% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-3 3-2 2.4 3.9 3.3 3.7 3.5 19 3.6 3.1 

Median 3.0 3.0 2.9 4.1 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n - 245 3S 16 17 45 56 28 » 104 134 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 11% 11% 34% 31% 2% 6% 8% 14% 

OPEN SPACE/ 
NATURAL 
AREAS 

2 10% 12% 14% 38% 11% 4% 2% 11% 9% 
OPEN SPACE/ 
NATURAL 
AREAS 

3-Neutral 35% 32% 15% 24% 8% 37% 52% 77% 36% 35% 
OPEN SPACE/ 
NATURAL 
AREAS 

4 24% 24% 18% 9% 8% 51% 35% 7% 24% 24% 

5 - Very Important 21% 21% 20% 28% 53% 1% 6% 0% 21% 18% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.3 2.8 3.3 3.5 3.4 3.4 3.1 3.4 3.2 

Median 30 30 2.9 3.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 257 26 17 27 45 S5 26 31 111 138 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCEOF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Wocdbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 5% 15% 35% 0% 1% 1% 5% 6% 

2 5% 9% 2% 1% 8% 10% 1% 1% 10% 2% 

PLAYGROUNDS 3 - Neutral 17% 48% 8% 3% 16% 13% 23% 9% 24% 13% 

4 28% 18% 50% 55% 4% 26% 49% 34% 28% 29% 

5-Very Important 44% 9% 4% 41% 72% 51% 23% 55% 34% 50% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.0 3.0 29 4.4 4.4 4.2 3.9 4.4 3.8 4.2 

Median 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.2 

n = 250 25 16 27 45 55 22 31 104 139 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 6% 15% 29% 2% 2% 2% 5% 4% 8% 

COMMUNITY 
GATHERING 
SPACE/ 
OUTDOOR 
EVENT FACILITY 

2 3% 4% 6% 3% 10% 1% 4% 2% COMMUNITY 
GATHERING 
SPACE/ 
OUTDOOR 
EVENT FACILITY 

3 - Neutral 25% 51% 40% I t * 39% 15% 21% 12% 33% 19% 

COMMUNITY 
GATHERING 
SPACE/ 
OUTDOOR 
EVENT FACILITY 4 33% 19% 18% 4?% 7% 49% 37% 33% 27% 36% 

5 - Very important 33% 10% 9% 36% 52% 34% 30% 48% 32% 36% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% IOO% 100% 100% 

Average 3.8 3.0 2.7 4.2 4.1 4.1 3.8 4.2 3.8 3-9 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4,0 

n = 263 26 16 32 44 56 28 31 105 150 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 8% 32% 33% 2% 1% 5% 6% 9% 

2 3% 1% 4% 21% ÎS. 2% 29% 10% 7% 

SOCCER FIELDS 3 - Neutral 35% 49% 57% 24% 22% 47% 16% 37% 50% 25% 

4 17% 14% 2% 37% 4% 7% 49% 6% 24% 9% 

5 - Very Important 32% 4% 3% 39% 51% 44% 31% 23% 9% 49% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3,6 26 24 42 3.8 3.9 4.1 3.1 3.2 3.8 

Median 3.0 3.0 3,0 4.0 5.0 3.7 4.0 3.0 30 4.0 

n = 251 24 15 1 K 42 55 24 31 102 142 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOD8URN 

AREA 
IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area 1 Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Definitely Not Needed 9% 24% 33% 4% 1% 22% 6% 11% 

BASEBALL/ 
SOFTBALL 
FIELOS 

2 9% 7% 1% 20% 12% 25% 12% 7% 
BASEBALL/ 
SOFTBALL 
FIELOS 

3 • Neutral 43% 46% 55% 60% 43% 47% 25% 35% 49% 40% 
BASEBALL/ 
SOFTBALL 
FIELOS 

4 24% 11% 3% 26% 4% 1 51% 43% 11% 26% 21% 

5 • Very Important 14% 12% 8% 13% 30% 2% 16% 6% 7% 20% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% too% 100% I 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 2.8 2.5 3.5 3.4 3.6 3.7 2.5 3.2 3.3 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 252 23 15 32 44 i 55 25 31 106 139 

1-Definitely Not Needed 11% 33% 33% 1% 4% 1% 1% 25% 7% 14% 

2 12% 8% 11% 1% 21% 2% 13% 29% 17% 8% 

FOOTBALL 
FIELOS 

3 • Neutral 44% 40% 51% 62% 43% 47% 34% 36% 40% 48% 

4 21% 15% 2% 28% I 3% 50% 37% 4% 30% 15% 

5 • Very Important 12% 4% 2% 9% 29% 0% 14% 5% 5% 16% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% I 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.1 2.5 2.3 J 3.4 3.3 3.5 3.5 2.4 3.1 3.1 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.4 3.7 2.0 3.0 30 

n = 242 24 15 31 « 55 r ^ I 103 136 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 
IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estatei WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

t • Definitely Not Needed 23% 42% 41% 1% 36% 12% 29% 30% 12% 33% 

2 15% 9% 4% 34% 32% 1% 29% 7% 17% 11% 

LACROSSE 
FIELOS 3 • Neutral 39% 39% 55% 48% 23% 24% 40% 63% 39% 41% 

* 
15% 7% 9% 5% 52% 1% 18% 14% 

5 - Very Important 7% 4% 8% 3% 11% 1% 14% 1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100\. 100% 100^ 100% 

Average 2.7 2.2 21 2.9 21 3.5 2.2 2.3 3.1 2.4 

Median 3.0 2.4 3.0 3.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 215 24 15 25 28 52 17 28 S4 115 

1 - Definitely Not Needed 16% 36% 28% 3% 19% 9% 15% 28% 10% 25% 

2 9% 1% 16% 35% 11% 1% 5Ü 11% 8% 

SKATE 
PARK 

3-Neutral 36% 44% 16% 42% 25% 35% 40% 60% 32% 37% 

4 21% 14% 36% 3% 6% 37% 33% 6% 29% 15% 

S - Very Important 16% 5% 3% 16% 39% 18% 6% 6% 17% 14% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average , 1 2 , 2.7 2.9 3.3 3.5 3.1 2.6 3.3 2.9 

Median 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 

n = 249 22 16 26 45 55 25 30 108 134 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOD8URN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPAND/IMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodburn Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 j 
years 

More than 10 
years 

Basketball courts 17% 6% 26% 31% 20% 28% 5% 10% 22% 

Interactive water featurefplay fountain 14% 5% 13% 23% 11% 27% , 
. . . 4 % 

26% 6% 

Playgrounds 11% 3% 2% 8% 19% 9% 2% 19% 9% 13% 

Community gathering spacefoutdoor event facility 10% 27% 9% 22% 4% 5% » 10% 7% 12% 

Dog parks 9% 20% 12% 2% 9% 18% 1% 7% 17% 4% 

Paved recreational paths/trails 9% 8% 28% 1% 10% 3% 1% 28% 9% 9% 

Soccer fields J%\ 1% 2% 12% 12% 19% 0% 11% 

MOST Open grass play areas 6% 1 5% 8% 1% 2% 13% 4% 6% 5% 

IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 

Unpaved recreational trails 5% 10% 6% 2% 1% 18% 1% 4% 6% 

FACILITY Open space/natural areas 3% 10% 5% 3% 5% 3% 3% 

Outdoor semiring pool 3% 19% 1% 6% 1% 5% 1% 

Picnic shelters 3% 1% 4% 13% I 1% 0% 4% 

Baseball* softball fields 1% 4% 5% 1% 1% 1% 1% 

Tennis courts 1% 4% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 

Horseshoes 1% }% 0% 1% 1%: j 1% 

Football fields 0% 2% 0% 1% 0% 1% 

Skate park 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 103% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 255 j 31 17 33 38 52 33 32 106 146 

19 JunOa 
Source: RRC Assodata* 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Resul ts 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TOADD/EXPANDWPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOM& PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TOADD/EXPANDWPROVE OVERALL Senior Estate} WntWoodbum Hwy99Earea Downtown a/oa 

South 
Woodburo 

Hürth 
Woodbum Olhof 

Leal than 10 
yean 

More than 10 
y e a n 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Pfay grounds 15=4 * « ia% 23% |5<SL 11% 27% 14% 18% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Interactive water feature/play fountain 13% 5% 19% 

10% 

5% fl% 11% 26% 17% 11% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Picnic »hatters 12% 16% 11% 

19% 

10% 3% 11% 18% 22% 10% 9% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Paved recreational paths/trails 9% 12% B% 2% 18% 21% 4% 4% 13% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Community gathering apacetoutdoor event facility 7% T% 8% 16% 1% 14% 3% 4% 10% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Open grass play areas 6% 1 * 1 * 31% 2% 1% 3% 2% 9% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

No second laclDty listed 5N. 19% U S 5% 4% 2% 7% 3% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Soccer fialda 5% 30% 2% 7% 
SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Unpaved recreational trails tPh 6% 5% 3% 10% 6% 1% 1% 6% 3% 
SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Open space/natural areas 11% 9% 1% 10% G% 4% 7% 2% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Basketball courts 4 % « 18% 6% 3% 5% 2% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Outdoor swimming pool 3% i ts 2% 

0% 

19% 1% T% (Pi 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Dog parts 3% 4% 12% 

2% 

0% 2% 3% 3% 2% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Skate part 2% 

4% 

7% 8% 0% 3% 1% 3% 2% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

BwebaiU «of t faa l l f ia t f» 2% 4% 2% 3% 2% 1% 3"* 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Tennis courts 7% 2% 0% 

2% 

!% 2% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Volleyball courts 2% 

1% 

2% 3% 

SECOND 
HOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR. 
FACILITY 

Horsashoes 1% 0% 

100% 

3% 1% 1% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 

17 

HDtii 100% 

0% 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

106 

100% 
TOTAL 

n = 255 31 

100% 

17 33 39 52 33 32 

100% 

106 1 « 

19 Jun OS 
So urea: RRC Assodalea 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO AßD/EXPAND/LMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TINE LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
FACILITIES TO AßD/EXPAND/LMPROVE OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

Somh 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Playgrounds 14% 13% 14% 13% 0% 11% 13% 3% 16% 11% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Soccer Fields 12% 7% 3% 26% 12% 16% 8% 14% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Community gathering space/outdoor event facility 10% 12% 11% .3% 2% 38S 4% 12% 9% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Open g r a » play areas 10% 11% 6% 36% 19% 1% 1% 2% 12% 9% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Picnic shelter* 9% 21% 

1% 

3% 2% 1% 10% 2 4 « 10% 3% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Volleyball courts Sit 

21% 

1% 5% 17% 2S% 11% 6% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Open spacafnatural areas 8% 14% 10% 19% 12% 4% 2% 11% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Interactive waler Feature/play fountain 5% 5% 4% 2% 7% o ^ 19% 2% 8% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Football fields 5% 

1% 

31% 1% 0% 8% THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Baseball/ Softball fields 3% 1% 4% 1% 8% 7% H t 6% 2% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY Outdoor summing pool 3% 1 . T% 1% 5% 2% 6% 1% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Unpaved recreational trails 3% 6% 8% 1% IN 2% 1% 5% 4% 2% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

No third tadEty listed 2% I S 22% 1% 1% 3% 2% 3% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Skate park 2% 1% 10% 1% 3% 2% 4% 2% !% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Dog parks 2% 1% 10% 3% 3% 1% 3% 2% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Horseshoes 2% 1% 6% 4% I i i 1% « 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Pwed recreational paths/trails 1% 1% 5% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Basketball courts 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% J* 

THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
FACILITY 

Tennis courts 0% 0% 

J* 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 246 IS 15 « 38 S2 37 31 101 142 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RRC A s s o d a i « 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREA TOW 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPANDAMPROVE OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

IMPORTANCE OF OUTDOOR RECREA TOW 
FACILITIES TO ADD/EXPANDAMPROVE OVERALL Senior E s ü t » West Woodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Wocdbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

L e » than 10 
years 

Morelhan 10 
years 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Playgrounds I I S 19% 18% 37% 43% 54% 26% 1S% 38% 41% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Interactive warter feature/play fountain 32% 9% 9% 39% M % 35% 39% 49% 15% 21% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Community gathering space/outdoor event fadlity 21% 43% 27% 

15% 

i r t i 4% 2l«t 40% 17% 23% 31% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Picnic shelter» 23% 34% 

27% 

15% 26% 5% 13% 

24% 

28% 4tì% 26% 22% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Soccer Adds 23% 6% 33% 28% 

13% 

24% 27% 23% 10% 32% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Buke&al l courts 21% 11% I 8 S 26% 

37% 

31% 

51% 

27% 2fl% 6% 15% 26% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Open grass play veaa 21% 

20% 

14% 15% 

26% 

37% 

31% 

51% 16% 6% 6% 19% 23% 
THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Paved recreational palhsTtraris 

21% 

20% 21% 1 5 * 6% 13% 22% 23% 32% 15% 21% 

16% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Open space/natural area* IS% 32% 19% 25% 10% 12% 

21% 

7% 9% 13% 

21% 

16% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Dog paika 14% 25% 33% 2% 12% 

12% 

21% 1% 8% 23% 

14% 

7% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Unpaved recreational trails 12% 21% 18% 6% 11% 10% 20% 7% 

23% 

14% 11% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Volleyball courts 9% 1% 5% 19% 25% 10% 9% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Outdoor swimming pool 9% 1% 19% 

5% 

2% 8% 9% 28% 3% 13% 2% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

BuebalV «oftball fields 6% 5% 

19% 

5% 9 ï i 3% 

31% 

9% 10% 3% 7% 6% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Football fields 5% 

5% 2% 

2% 

3% 

31% 0% 2% 1% S% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Sfcitepart 

5% 

5% 2% 16% 1% 10% 1% 5% 6% 5% 4% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Horseshoes 3% 7% 6% 

1% 

0% 5% 1% 4% 2% 3% 

THREE MOST 
IMPORTANT 
OUTDOOR 
RECREATION 
MCIUTIES 
THAT COULD 
SE ADOED, 
EXPANDED. 
OR IMPROVED 

Tennis courts 3% 10% 4% 1% 2% 1% 2% 3% 

TOTAL 
289% 261% 259% 360% 

33 

291% 300% 291% 293% 286% 29 ?S 
TOTAL 

n a 255 31 17 

360% 

33 33 52 33 32 106 146 

IS JunOÌ 
Source: RRC Ajaociiaj 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates Wast Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

RATE THE QUALITY OF 
CUSTOMER SERVICE 
PROVIDEO BY THE 
PARKS ANO 
RECREATION STAFF 

1 • Poor 12% 1% 3% 10% 13% 18% 27% 8% 16% 

RATE THE QUALITY OF 
CUSTOMER SERVICE 
PROVIDEO BY THE 
PARKS ANO 
RECREATION STAFF 

2 11% 11% 34% 8% 3% 

9% 

20% 19% 11% 12% RATE THE QUALITY OF 
CUSTOMER SERVICE 
PROVIDEO BY THE 
PARKS ANO 
RECREATION STAFF 

3 30% 41% 43% 71% 

3% 

9% 6% 19% 28% 31% 30% 

RATE THE QUALITY OF 
CUSTOMER SERVICE 
PROVIDEO BY THE 
PARKS ANO 
RECREATION STAFF 4 28% 43>i 18% 13% 3% 43% 42% 44% 31% 27% 

RATE THE QUALITY OF 
CUSTOMER SERVICE 
PROVIDEO BY THE 
PARKS ANO 
RECREATION STAFF 

5 • Excellent 18% 4% 4% 5% 76% VSb 3% 1% 19% 15% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 3.4 2,9 3.1 4.3 3.3 2,9 2,9 3.4 3.1 

Median 3.0 3.0 3,0 3.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 3.7 3.0 

n = 175 14 12 20 23 37 24 27 82 a,r 

HOW EFFECTIVE IS 
THE DEPARTMENT IN 
SEEKING FEEDBACK 
FROM THE 
COMMUNITY AWD 
USERS ON IMPROVING 
ITS PERFORMANCE 

t - Poor 23% 11% 

12 

20% 33% 20% 50% 29% 15% 28% 
HOW EFFECTIVE IS 
THE DEPARTMENT IN 
SEEKING FEEDBACK 
FROM THE 
COMMUNITY AWD 
USERS ON IMPROVING 
ITS PERFORMANCE 

2 20% 16% 57% 29% 4% 32% 22% 3% 10% 28% 
HOW EFFECTIVE IS 
THE DEPARTMENT IN 
SEEKING FEEDBACK 
FROM THE 
COMMUNITY AWD 
USERS ON IMPROVING 
ITS PERFORMANCE 

3 28% 48% 27% 29% 7% 16% 7% 62S 32% 24% 

HOW EFFECTIVE IS 
THE DEPARTMENT IN 
SEEKING FEEDBACK 
FROM THE 
COMMUNITY AWD 
USERS ON IMPROVING 
ITS PERFORMANCE 

4 18% 20% 16% 21% 2% 32% 21% 5% 29% 12% 

HOW EFFECTIVE IS 
THE DEPARTMENT IN 
SEEKING FEEDBACK 
FROM THE 
COMMUNITY AWD 
USERS ON IMPROVING 
ITS PERFORMANCE 

5 • Excellent 12% 4% 1% 54% 1% • 1% 14% 10% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 2,8 2.9 2.6 2.6 3.4 2.B 2.0 25 3.2 2.5 

Median 3.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 5.0 2.0 1.6 3.0 3.0 20 

n - 192 18 12 31 32 41 14 27 66 12! 

19 Jun OS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum HwyMEarea Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than to 

years 
More than 10 

years 

Woodbum Community Services Guide 61% 40% 66% H% M% rf* 65% 59% 51% 63% 

Local newspaper 57% 76% 70% 57% 57% 48% 41% 43% 58% 56% 

HOW 00 YOU 
CURRENTLY GET 
INFORMATION ON 
RECREATION 
SERVICES ANO 
PROGRAMS IN THE 
WOOOBtJRN AREA 

Flyers 43% 37% 30% 41% 43% 56% 26% 56% 48% 40% HOW 00 YOU 
CURRENTLY GET 
INFORMATION ON 
RECREATION 
SERVICES ANO 
PROGRAMS IN THE 
WOOOBtJRN AREA 

Local radio station 18% 6% 11% 31% 27% 28% 18% 14% 22% 

HOW 00 YOU 
CURRENTLY GET 
INFORMATION ON 
RECREATION 
SERVICES ANO 
PROGRAMS IN THE 
WOOOBtJRN AREA 

Internet/website 1J% 4% 16% 25% 30% 20% 8% 2% 24% 9% 

HOW 00 YOU 
CURRENTLY GET 
INFORMATION ON 
RECREATION 
SERVICES ANO 
PROGRAMS IN THE 
WOOOBtJRN AREA Cable TV Channel S 15% 18% 6% 28% 39% 414 6% 11% 18% 

Other 9% 8% 2% 1% 21% 13% 4% 4% 8% 10% 

E-mail 7% Sii 5% 1% 5% 16% 12% 3% 12% 4% 

TOTAL 
22P,i 195% 206% 208% 313% 262% 190% 187% 236% 222% 

TOTAL 
n = 271 42 20 33 44 52 26 M 116 150 

Local newspaper 30% 34% 14% 11% 8% 44% 16% 41% 19% 32% 

Woodbum Community Services Guide 21% 25% l î t t 20% 45% 16% 27% 8% 23% 2W 
RECOGNIZING THERE E-mail 16% 8% 20% 43% 2% 15% 26% 2% 16% 16% 
IS A COST TO 
COMMUNICATING Flyers 15% 15% 28% 24% ir. 1% .1% 41% 14% 18% 
WITH YOU, HOW CAN 
WE BEST REACH Internet/website 9% 8% 7% 2% 38»; 19% 3% 21% 2% 

YOU Local radio station 5% is% 24% 9% 

Other 2% 5% 5% 8% 4% 3% 2% 

Cable TV Channel 5 2% 6% 5% 0% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% I M I 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 144 23 8 23 23 25 8 15 51 85 

19 Jun 01 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR H0ME7 PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior E*tate* Welt Wood bum Hwy WEarea Powfflown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Le»s than 10 ' More than 10 

year* years 

No rasponee 45% 58% 54% 20% 47% Ì S - 47% 12% 39% 4í :-, 

Swimming programs & lessons - Youth 4% 6% 19% 42% 2 S * 13% - M * 25% 21% 

Athletic leagues - Youth Recreational 2 1 * 2% 1« 68% 5% 16% 61% 16% 27% 

Special eventj (1.6. concerts, Inttvsl*, etc.) 2 % 19% 23% 26% 16% 1 35% 22% 2 Ï * 

Leisure and límese swimming ISS 4% .-% 4% 22% 31% 13% 44% 24% 17% 

Pay camp/aher school program* I i i 2% 6% 40% m 11% 34% 17% 15% 

Cultural/arts programs 15% í % 8 Ï 2% 20% 30% 1% 2CS 23% 10% 

Individual activities (blWngOilklngTsWIng/paddling, etc.) l i f t l i í t 18% 19% 21% 7ï. 17% 8% 

Athletic leagues - Youth Competitive S'.: 14% 29% 16% 16% 1% 1% 111% 

DO YOU OR 
MEMBERS OF 
YOUR 

Senior citizen programs i S 2i% « 17% ]% 2% » 7% 9% 8% DO YOU OR 
MEMBERS OF 
YOUR Performing arts (drama, music, dance, etc.) 8% 4% 10% 2% 20% 2% 19% 11% 6% 
HOUSEHOLD 
PARTICIPATE Gait 7% 12% 5% 4% 4% \2% 9% i: % 5% 

IN ANY OF 
THE 

Swimming prtjgrsml i íes son* - Adult it A 14»; S* 24% 3% 4% 14% 2% 

FOLLOWING 
RECREATIOH 

ChíldrsníYouth activities 2% 5% 15% 0% « 20% l% 8% 6% 
ACTIVITIES 
OFFERED IN 

Athletic leagues -Adult 5% l i% 17% M 12% ir , 4% 6% 

THE 
WOODBURN 
AREA 

Genera) educationhkilis education (computer, cooking, etc.] 5% 6% 1% 17% 2% 9% 1% THE 
WOODBURN 
AREA Gymnastics 4% 12% 3 f t • M . 5% 3 t , 

Historic programs 3% 8% 1% 4% 3^ 1% 4% 3 * 

Fitness and wellness programs J * 5% 1% 3^ 3% i * 

Skate park 12% 4% 1% IS 5% 

Marital arts l-h 12% 10% 6% (Pi 

Teen activities 2% 15% 1% 1% i IL 

Other 2-i 4% tilt. 8% 1% 1% r-i 
Tennis 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% Í% 
Environmental education 1* 2% 1% i% 

Volunteer programs in support of recrsatlon activities 1 • 'ir. 0% 

TOTAL 
246% 175% 210% Î i 0 % 251% 291% Î 9 1 Ï . 286% 229% 

TOTAL 
n = 5)9 61 23 39 50 59 35 34 145 183 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodbum Hwy WE area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

yean 
More than 10 

years 

No response 76% 55% 60w 56% 44% 57% 58% 

Special events (l e. concerts, Festivals, etc.) 15% Sii 14% 1 - . 38% 6:: 21% 31% 14% 17% 

Leisure and fitness swimming 11« 1% 11% 4 * 4S% 17% 24% 5% 18% Ü% 

Athletic leagues - Youth Recreational 15% Vh 3S Sri 43% 27% I2Ü 4% U % 17% 

Swimming picgrams & lessons - Youth 14% 1% 7% 23% 4J% y-. i3% « 1J% 17% 

Golf 12% 0% 19% 26% 14% igst ;:Ì% 14% 

Tennis 11% 1» 15% Î3Î4 16% 9% '1% 13% 

Athletic leagues - Youth Competitive i g « 1% 6S 3 * 25% t r \ 12% J% 12% Ï S 

Senbrchiien programs l a s 141 J ion » 24% IB% 10% 10* 11% 

Swimming protrami & lessons - Adult 10% 1% 9k 19* 25% « 13% 4% 12% 
Cultural/arts programs a * 4 * 1S% WS 4% 19% 4% 10% TS 

WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
HEED TO BE 
EXPAHOED 

Performing aits (drama, music, dance, etc.) 8% 3% 4 : • 17% 10% 17% 2% 2% 11% 5% WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
HEED TO BE 
EXPAHOED 

Gymnestics 8% 3* 16% J::4 1*. 23", 0% 14% 

WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
HEED TO BE 
EXPAHOED 

-littorie programs 8 * 3% 17% K 15% i ï% 4% 12% 5% 

WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
HEED TO BE 
EXPAHOED Athletic leagues - Adult 7% 1% t% * * 2% 19% 5% 6% H 

IMPROVED Fitiiess and wellness programs 1Ï, 17": I t 5« 18% SS 8% 
Marital arts 7% ISS 2% 4 r ï 14 11% 
Skate pa rie 2% •5% 21* 1% 8% 3S 1Û* 

Day camp/aFlerschooi programs 7\ a": 2% 4% 1% lt% 21% M ô% 
Spechi needsAherapeuttc recreation activities 5 * 3% iô% IR 14 S 3% 4% 8% 5% 
Individual activities {bUdngJhlklngfiMlnglpaddllng, etc.l 5% :•% 20% 7% i !': 4% 5% 6% 6% 
Teen activities 5% 2% » 4% 15% T% * z* 
Volunteer programs in support ot recreation activities 4% 1Ü 12% 17S 3% r-\ 3% 5% 2% i\ 
Etrvironmental education 4% 3S 17% 8% 5% 3% }% 

General educatlon/skilfs education (computer, cooking, etc.] •tv 3% 2% r- 11 S ÏK 4% a% an 
Chi/dren/Youth activities 3% 7% 6% i% 1v; 5% n 
Other W OS 1% 0% 0% 

TOTAL 
'85"'. 1ÔÔ*.; 4£!'. 241% 29 295% 257% 283% 

TOTAL 
rv = 349 E, 23 39 V: 59 35 34 145 ISÏ 

19 Jun Od 
Sour»: flftC Associate» 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR H0ME7 PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED FN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates Wast Woodbum Hwy 99Earea Oowntown area 
South 

WoOribum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less thin 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

No response 55% Í 5 S 73* SÉ* 3 f t 54* 09ft Í Í T i 63H 53% 

General educationist lis education (computer, cooking, etc.) H» 2% S* 4 I S 9ft 4% 30% 6- 20^ 

Marital arts UK IS » 23--Z 16% 19% 41% Uft 16% 

Individual activities (blkingflvWngrskilng/paddling. etc.) 13% 2--. 1» 6% 27 ft t=% 20% 24% 10% 12% 

Volunteer programs In support ol recreation activities ICS. 1% ] S 25% l i f t 9!. 23% 4ft 15% 

Performing arts (drama, music, dance, etc.) 2% 2% I S 3RK M S Sl% 5% 7% 12% 

Historic programs 9% 3% 7ft 3ft 26% « 11% 3% 6% 13% 

Special events (i.e. concerts, lestivals. etc.) 5% 8 « a u 5% 13% 1% 6% 13% 

Teen activities 2ft 27% 11% 4% 14% 

Fitness and wellness programs 9% 5% 4% 28% I K 20% 7% ¡1% 8% 

Cultural/arts prog rents 8% Z * { * 4% 28% 1il% 2% a% 4% 12% 

WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
NEED TO BE 

Gymnastics 8% 0% 7S 5S 17% 15% S% .2% 6% 
WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
NEED TO BE 

Child re r^Youüi activities 7% « 27% 2% 181 7% 7% 
WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
NEED TO BE 

Environmental educa don i% 3% 28% 0% 12% 5% 3% 

WHICH OF 
THE 
FOLLOWING 
RECREATION 
ACTIVITIES 
NEED TO BE Athletic leagues - Youth Competitive 0% 9% 11% 8% •8% 4% 3% 
ADDED 

Oay camp/after school programs C Í 1% 5% 5% 27% 6% 4% 8% 

Special needshherspeutlc recreation activities 6% 2% 25% 10% » 4% 7% 

Swimming programs Í lessons • Youth 5% 2% 4=0 20% 1% 9ft 4S 5% 

Leisure and Fitness swimming ST. Oft 2% 22% 5Í-L 1% 8% 5% 4% 

Senior citüan programs 4* J'.-. 8% 5* 3% 1% 3% 7% 3% 

Other 4% 23% 1% 3S 1S OA 6% 

Golt 4% 1% 1% 3% 14% 1% 7« 1% 

Athletic leagues - Adult 3% 0% 2S •1% 0% 5% 

Athletic leagues - Youth Recreational 2% 0% I f t r * 7<o 3% 1% 

Swimming programs & lessons - Adult 2% 2% 5% 1ft 1» 3 ^ 1% 

Skate park 1% 5% » 1% 2% 1% 

Tennis 1* 1% 27~ 1% 1S 1% 1% 1% 

TOTAL 
233% 116% 155% » I f t 501% 222% 284% 191-b 21 I S 257% 

TOTAL 
n = 349 61 23 39 50 59 Ì5 34 145 183 

I ) J u n t o 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMB PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WOULD YOU RA7E SERVICE TO 
THE FOLLOWING OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodburn Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Woodbum Other 

1 
Less than 101 More than 10 

years years 

YOUTH 
Average 3.9 3.5 2.9 4.3 4.7 3.9 4.0 2.7 4.2 3.7 

YOUTH 
n = 156 7 10 10 35 32 28 19 70 83 

TEENAGERS 
Average 4.3 3.8 2.9 4.3 4 7 4.7 4.4 4.0 4.3 4.3 

TEENAGERS 
n = 150 7 10 11 34 33 25 19 67 81 

ADULTS 
Average 3.6 2.8 2.6 3.7 3.6 4.5 3.6 3.3 3.5 3.8 

ADULTS 
n • 143 11 10 11 40 26 29 4 81 57 

SENIORS 
Average 3.7 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.7 4.4 3.1 3.3 3.7 3.9 

SENIORS 
n - 141 22 12 9 37 27 16 5 76 61 

DISABLEO 
Average 3.9 3.5 2.9 4.1 3.7 4.5 4.3 4.0 4.0 4.0 

DISABLEO 
n = 124 10 8 9 36 26 19 5 66 53 

NON-SPORT INTERESTS 
(ACADEMIC, 
PERfORMING ARTS, 

Average 3.8 2.9 2.4 3.7 4.2 4.0 3.7 4.4 3 , 3.8 NON-SPORT INTERESTS 
(ACADEMIC, 
PERfORMING ARTS, n = 145 10 10 10 41 32 22 9 68 73 

BABY BOOMERS 
Average 3.5 2.6 1.8 3.5 3.6 4.1 3.6 3.9 3.4 3.6 

BABY BOOMERS 
n = 111 7 6 37 22 16 11 49 60 

LATINO COMMUNITIES 
Average 3.3 1.5 1.5 4.4 3.4 4.1 3.9 2.7 3.3 3.4 

LATINO COMMUNITIES 
n = 165 11 8 13 42 35 27 12 78 83 

RUSSIAN COMMUNITIES 
Average 3.3 1.7 1.9 3.6 3.2 4.1 4.2 2.2 3.1 3.5 

RUSSIAN COMMUNITIES 
n = 127 11 8 7 36 26 23 6 57 66 

LOWER INCOME Average 3.6 2.7 2.1 4.3 3.2 4.1 4.0 4.0 3.4 3.8 

DEMOGRAPHICS n = 163 8 9 15 41 32 23 19 72 88 

OTHER 
Average 3.5 

• 
3.6 4.0 1.0 5.0 4.2 5.0 4.2 2.3 

OTHER 
n = 11 0 1 4 1 0 7 4 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associale! 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

HOW WOULD Y OU RATE SERVICE TO THE 
FOLLOWING OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOWE/ PROPERTY LOCATED : 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WOULD Y OU RATE SERVICE TO THE 
FOLLOWING OVERALL Senior Ettat« WestWoodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Wocdbum Other 

Less than 10 
year? 

More than 10 
years 

YOUTH 

1 - Do Not Need Hone Attention 7% 3% 17% 3% 4% 33% 2% 11% 

VH 

YOUTH 

2 6% 4% 10% 1% 9% 2% 4% 

11% 

VH 

YOUTH 3 23% 57% 45% 22% 7% 31% 11% 45% 13% 31% YOUTH 

4 21% 5% 16% 29% 2% «% 34% 3% 39% 6% 

YOUTH 

5 • Need Much More Attention 14% 30% 11% 49% 87% 24% 43% 16% 42% 45% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.9 3.5 2.9 4.3 4.7 3.9 4.0 2.7 4.2 3.7 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.0 4.4 5.0 4.0 4,0 3.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 156 7 10 10 * 32 28 19 70 83 

TEENAGERS 

1 • Oo Not Need More Attention 3% 18% 3% 4% 1% 2% 3% 

TEENAGERS 

2 2% 4% 10% 3% 1% 2% 2% 

TEENAGERS 1 17% 49% 46% 21% 6% 2% 12% 44% 15% 19% TEENAGERS 

4 16% 7% 15% 28% 2% 26% 23% 5% 23% 11% 

TEENAGERS 

5 • Need Much More Attention 62% 39% 12% 51% 87% 72% 61% 48% 59% 65% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 4.3 3.3 2.9 4.3 4.7 4.7 4.4 4.0 4.3 4.3 

Median 5.0 3.5 3.0 4.6 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.1 5.0 5.0 

n = 150 7 10 11 34 33 25 19 67 81 

ADULTS 

1 • Do Not Need More Attention 7% 14% 33% 2% 2% 4% 14% 5% 8% 

6% 

ADULTS 

2 5% 16% 10ftj 3% 1% 2% 11% 4% 

8% 

6% 

ADULTS 3 38% 52% 25% 25% 61% 11% 39% 57% 45% 30% ADULTS 

19% 11% 32% 63% 4% 22% 14% 

28% 

29% 

18% 

6% 

ADULTS 

S . Need Much More Attention 31% 8% 7% 32-4 64% 32% 28% 

29% 

18% 50% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 

3.7 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 2.8 2.6 

100% 

3.7 3.6 45 3.6 3-3 3.5 3.8 

Median 33 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 30 3.0 3.0 45 

r> = 143 11 10 11 40 26 29 4 81 57 

19Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associât« 
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Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WOULD YOU RA TE SERVICE TO THE 
FOLLOWING OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Oowntown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Do Not Need More Attention 9% 9% 29% 9% 3% 1% 21% 10% 9% 7% 

2 5% 13% 1% 6% 7% 4% 5% 4% 

SENIORS 3 28% 21% 11% 7% 48% 12% 51% 42% 26% 31% 

4 21% 22% 31% 75% 2% 22% 4% 44% 30% 13% 

5 • Need Much More Attention 36% 36% 26% 4% 40% 61% 24% 4% 30% 45% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 37 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.7 4.4 3.1 3.3 3.7 3.9 

Median 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 5.0 J.6 3.4 40 4.0 

141 22 12 9 37 27 16 5 76 61 

1 • Do Not Need More Attention 5% 11% 22% 3% 3% 5% 5% 3% 7% 

2 3% 21% 4% 3% 3% 2% 

DISABLED J 29% 42% 14% 31% 53% 6% 21% 25% 30% 28% 

4 20% 24% 25% 7% 9% 33% 8% 29% 25% 14% 

5 * Need Much More Attention 43% 22% 17% 56% 35% 58% 66% 41% 40% 49% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.9 35 2.9 4 1 3.7 4.5 4.3 40 4.0 4.D 

Median 40 3.1 3.0 50 3.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.2 

124 10 8 9 36 26 19 5 66 53 

1 - Do Not Need More Attention 8% 27% 45% 3% 5% 3% 5% 9% 

NON-SPORT 
INTERESTS 
(ACADEMIC, 
PERFORMING 
ARTS, ETC.! 

2 10% 7% 3% 19% 25% 7% 14% NON-SPORT 
INTERESTS 
(ACADEMIC, 
PERFORMING 
ARTS, ETC.! 

3 12% 22% 32% 3i% 3% 7% 14% 20% 16% 7% 

NON-SPORT 
INTERESTS 
(ACADEMIC, 
PERFORMING 
ARTS, ETC.! 4 32% 36% 13% 55% 5% 87% 2% 6% 37% 29% 

5 • Need Much More Attention 38% 7% 10% 10% 70% 6% 53% 71% 34% 41% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 1«% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3-6 2.9 2.4 3-7 4.2 4.0 3.7 4.4 3.9 3.8 

Median 4.0 3.0 3.D 4.0 5.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 145 ,0 ID 10 41 32 22 68 73 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associâtes 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

HOW WOULD YOU RATE SERVICE TO THE 
FOLLOWING OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

1 • Do Not Need More Attention 12% 32% 64% 10% 3% 6% 17% 8% 14% 

5% 14% 7% 1% 6% 9% 7% l% 7% : 

BABY 
BOOMERS 3 31% 31*4 25% 8% 64% 7% 23% 8% 43% 22% 

4 24% 9% 11% 69% 1% 57% 39% 10% 37% 14% 

5 - Need Much More Attention 28% 15% 6% 32% 30% 23% 58% 11% 43% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.5 2.6 1.8 3.5 3.6 , 1 3.6 3-9 3.4 3-6 

Median 4.0 2.9 1.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0 

n = 111 9 7 6 37 22 16 49 60 

1 • Do Not Need More Attention 24% 76% 72% 2% 19% 6% 4% 40% 21% 25% 

2 11% 3% 13% 2% 19% 4% 22% 3% 8% 13% 

LATINO 
COMMUNITIES 3 7% 14% 9% 8% 14% 1% 2% 8% 11% 3% 

4 25% 3% 6% 36% 0% Jî% 20% m, 39% 13% 

S - Need Much More Attention 33% 3% 53% 47% 35% 52% 21% 47% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.3 1.5 1.5 4.4 3.4 4.1 3.9 2-7 3-3 3.4 

Median 4.0 1.0 1.0 4.8 3.0 4.0 5.0 3-4 40 40 

n = 165 11 8 13 42 35 27 12 78 83 

1 - Do Not Need More Attention 19% 05% 51% 4% 12% 4% 4% 49% 19% 16% 

2 14% 14% 13% 6% 25% 13% 8% 7% 6% 21% 

RUSSIAN 
COMMUNITIES 3 21% 3% 30% 20% 30% 2% 18% 23% 35% 9% 

4 15% 18% 6% 64% 1% 33% 8% 21% 29% 4% 

5 - Need Much More Attention 31% 5% 32% 47% 62% 11% 51% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3,3 1.7 1.9 3.6 3.2 4.1 4,2 2.2 3.1 3.5 

Median 3.0 1 . 0 14 4.0 3.0 4,0 51) 2.2 3.0 4 Î 

n = 127 1 1 8 7 38 26 23 6 57 66 

19 JunOS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVEO IH WOOOBURN 

AREA 

HOW WOULD YOU RA TE SER VICE TO THE 
FOLLOY/ING OVERALL Senior Estates Wen Weodtum Hwy99E area downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More lhan 10 
yean 

1 - Do Noi Need More Attention 13% 24% 41% 2% 13% 1% 1% 13% 12% 12% 

2 12% 15% 21% 1% 20% 5% 23% 10% 14% 

LOWER INCOME 
DEMOGRAPHICS 3 13% 41% 22% 5% 28% 5% 2% 2% 21% 7% 

4 29% 9% 16% 46% 9% 65% 7% 48% 39% 21% 

5 - Need Much More Attention 33% 12% 45% 29% 24% 63% 37% 18% 46% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% IM% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 3.6 2.7 2.1 4.3 3.2 4.1 4.0 4.0 3.4 3.8 

Median « 3.0 2.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 

n = 163 8 9 15 4t 32 23 19 72 88 

1 - Oo Not Need More Attention 21% 100% 4% 53% 

OTHER 
3 8% 44% 39% 3% 17% 

OTHER 
4 48% 56% 100% 63% 22% 

5 - N eed Much More Attention 23% 100% 61% 100% 30% 8% 

TOTAL 190% I M * 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 35 3.6 4.0 1 . 0 5.0 4.2 5.0 4.2 2.3 

Median 4.0 3.7 4.0 1 , 5.0 - 5.0 4.0 2.3 

n - II o 1 4 1 1 1 0 7 4 

19 J u n 0 3 
Source: RRC Associai« 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMEJ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOOOBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senkjr Estates West Wood bom HwyME area Downtown area 
South 

Wood bum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than ID 

years 
More than ID 

years 

Increase number of youth programs 19% 3Î* 38* 75S Si* 42% 7% 54% 33'-

Improve condition/maintenance of existing partis 37% 291*. 27% 75-, 41% 33% 44% m 40='. 

Improve security ova rail 3"S 40% 39% 23% 35% ISji 46% s% 

Improve condition/maintenance of exbüng lacllitiesJequTp. 33% 21% 14% 22% 43% 4 Í * 21% i'A 33% 34% 

Increase number ol Indoor recreation facilities rr-- « 12« 1Q% 43% 3d% 47% 51% 26% 33=7 

Increase communications on existing setv ices/prog rams 30% 29 33% i K 33% 25% 13* 38^ 

Create communrty/mutl-culturalhenlor center 23% 36* 10% 15% 49% 26% 22% 11% 29% 

Utilize existing facilities {rather than building new) 28% 57% 47% 22% 22% 13% 11» 33% 25% y.» 
Maintain & strengthen relationship with school ¿¿strict 25% 23% 38% 22% 30% 64% 9% 34% 

WHAT ARE 
THE FIVE 

Plan ah sad for growth 19% 20% 27% 21% 28% 13% 5% 3;*> 20% 20 % 

MOST 
IMPORTANT 

Recruit and retain more volunteers l i * 17% * l t% 29% 1% 5% 18% 12% 

CONCERNS 
FOR THE 
CITY OF 
WOODBURN 
TO 
ADORESS 
THROUGH 

Increase number of parts and athletic fields 13% 5% JT% 0% 16% 19% 26% 12% 11% CONCERNS 
FOR THE 
CITY OF 
WOODBURN 
TO 
ADORESS 
THROUGH 

Improve/expand trail system 12% 8% a * 6K 31% 3% 3« 10% 13% 

CONCERNS 
FOR THE 
CITY OF 
WOODBURN 
TO 
ADORESS 
THROUGH 

Improve accessibllitylpedeatrian/blkartransportallon options 11% 8". 11% 31% 3% 2üi 1% 4% 8 * 15% 

CONCERNS 
FOR THE 
CITY OF 
WOODBURN 
TO 
ADORESS 
THROUGH Improve funding 11% 6% 6:i. 8* 4% 6% 43% 21% 9% 13% 
THE 
MASTER Adjust pricing/user lees 9% 6% 7,.. 23% 5% 3% 3% 23% 12% 
PLAN 
UPDATE Oflef more active recreation opportunities 6=4 1% 7% 5% 3% 13% 19% 1 * ' í . 6% 

Increase amount oí open space 7% 8 , 40% 0% n 2% 10% 

Create marketing plan 6% 3% 7% 26% 1% 4% 1% 9% 

Work to implement existing plans ö% 14% 10% 1% 7% 2% 5% 9% 1« 

Improve customer service/staff knowledge 5% 3<.j 10% 1% 4ft 11% 9% 5% 5% 

increase number oi other programs 5% 1% 23=,; « 1% 2% 12% 1% 

Imoiuve parking W 11% 1% '5% 2S 5% 5% 

Initiate treB replacement pun S * 11% 5% 3'- 2% 2% Î * 5% 5% 

Other 5?= 5% I7H, 1% 16% 1% n * 2% 

Hire additional etafl 2». 3% 1% >1% 1% 5% 0% 

TOTAL 
431% 308% 399% 482% 44 5% 43]% 42fl% 439% 

TOTAL 
n = 299 44 21 a 44 58 32 32 120 159 

19JunOS 
Source: RRC Associâtes 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/PROPERTY LOCATED: 
OME LIVED IH W00D8URN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum twy99Earss Downtown are a 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

yeara 
•Moro than to 

years 

WHAT IS YOtJR OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNT OF DOLLARS 
CURRENTLY BEING 
SPENT IN OEVELOPINO 
NEW PARKS AND 
RECREATION FACILITIES 

Too little 13% 2% 8% i% 11% 23% 19% 20% 1ii% WHAT IS YOtJR OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNT OF DOLLARS 
CURRENTLY BEING 
SPENT IN OEVELOPINO 
NEW PARKS AND 
RECREATION FACILITIES 

About nght 14% «% 11% 33% 20* S% I E * (,% 15% IHK 

WHAT IS YOtJR OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNT OF DOLLARS 
CURRENTLY BEING 
SPENT IN OEVELOPINO 
NEW PARKS AND 
RECREATION FACILITIES 

Too much I 2 \ 19% 32% 15% 6% 11% 3% 1% 14% 

WHAT IS YOtJR OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNT OF DOLLARS 
CURRENTLY BEING 
SPENT IN OEVELOPINO 
NEW PARKS AND 
RECREATION FACILITIES Donl know 61» 61% 49% 45% 53% 57% 66% 73% 72% 51% 

TOTAL 
too* 101% 100% !(•:•% 10!% 100% 100s I M * 100% •«% 

TOTAL 
n ~ 322 56 22 39 47 55 35 33 139 172 

WHAT IS YOUA OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNTOFOOLLARS 

Too little 21% 10% 5% 20% 40% 24% 32% 9% 17% 22S WHAT IS YOUA OPINION 
CONCERNING THE 
AMOUNTOFOOLLARS About right I9vi 21 Hi 44% 24% 7% IW |J% 5% 14% 23% 
CURRENTLY BEING 
SPENT IN MAINTAINING Too much 7% 6% 16% 2% 11% 3% 18% 4% 10% 
CURRENT PARKS ANO 
RECREAPON FACILITIES Donl know ÜW 57% 36% 54% 53% 50% 51% 68% 65% 45% 

TOTAL 
W t n M * 100% 100% 10-1% Ul% 100% 100% i o n 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 322 56 22 38 47"" 55 35 33 139 172 

Supported entirely through user fee? 10% 25% IS'-. 15% S* 21% 20% 4% 16% 16% 

HOW DO YOU THINK THE Supported entirely through taxes S - <% 2% 35% 5% 6% 13% 1% 8% 9% 

PARKS AND 
RECREATION Combination ol user lees and taxes to* 43% 67% 56% 90% 52% 56% 73% 
DEPARTMENT SHOULD 
BE FINANCIALLY 

Community loundjtion 31% 21% 24% «2% 50% 30% Î9* 3 " * 

SUPPORTEO Sponsorship/partnerships with private indust/y 52% 49% 71% 46% 87% 5 2 * fr.% Î 3 * 49% 73% 

Other IfTH 2% 6% 2% 15% Is. a% 9« a% 

TOTAL 
193% MO* 'S8% 150% 21a* 223% 205% IM% 182% 19M 

TOTAL 
n = 307 48 2' 39 46 54 35 33 130 167 

I9 jun08 
Scura: RRC Associates 

WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IR YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING S100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE. HOW WOULD YOU 
SPEND IT OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOMEI PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA IR YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING S100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE. HOW WOULD YOU 
SPEND IT OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

CODE ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, ZONING 
AND CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

Average SII 516 S21 $4 S11 SII SI5 SII S13 SI1 CODE ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, ZONING 
AND CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) n - 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

LAW ENFORCEMENT 
Average $30 S39 

46 

$32 533 S29 S25 S31 S 25 S35 SÎÔ 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 

n = 296 

S39 

46 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

LIBRARY 
Average 513 513 S9 S9 SII S17 SI2 S6 S14 SI2 

LIBRARY 
n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

PARKS, TRAILS, AND 
OPEN SPACE 

Average 

n = 

S8 S5 56 59 S8 SS S9 57 $7 S3 PARKS, TRAILS, AND 
OPEN SPACE 

Average 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 * 1» 161 

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 
Average 57 55 tf S6 S5 510 S7 S5 S6 57 

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 
n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

RECREATION/ AQUATICS 
Average 511 54 S8 SII S15 se S8 520 S10 S12~l 

RECREATION/ AQUATICS 
n = 296 46 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

SIDEWALKS/STREET 
MAINTENANCE/ STREET 
LIGHTING 

Average 519 516 517 528 520 S16 514 $24 514 S 23 SIDEWALKS/STREET 
MAINTENANCE/ STREET 
LIGHTING n = 296 46 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

19 Jun 03 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE, HOW WOULD 
YOU SPEND IT OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE, HOW WOULD 
YOU SPEND IT OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

SO 25% 25% 24% 59% 14% 27% 5% 37% 21% 29% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

Î1 • J10 54% 45% 39% 39% 69% 54% 65% 45% 53% 54% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$11 • S20 8% 11% 4% 1% 16% 8% 4% 7% 11% 7% AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$21 • $30 6% 2% 10% 1% 22% 21% 6% 6% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$31 - WO 1% 5% 4% 1% 1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$41-$50 4% 7% 9% 1% 2% 9% 4% 6% 2% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) $51 -$60 0% 3% 

4% 

1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$71 • $80 0% 0% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON CODE 
ENFORCEMENT 
(ANIMAL CONTROL, 
WEEDS, NOISE, 
ZONING & 
CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, ETC.) 

$91 -$100 1% 3% 8% 2% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average SII 516 S21 S4 S11 

SI0 

SII S15 511 313 S11 

Median S10 S10 S10 SO 

S11 

SI0 SI0 S10 S10 510 5(0 

161 n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 

5(0 

161 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$0 10% 20% 18% 6% 7% 1% 23% 7% 14% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$1 -$10 13% 4% 11% 1% 24% 27% 11% 2% 10% 16% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$11 -$20 (4% 6% 10% 2% 10% 7% 27% 28% 13% 12% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$21-$30 20% 20% 11% 29% 5% 34% 10% 16% 14% 24% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$31-$40 16% 20% 6% 15% 37% 2% 23% 5% 18% 

29% 

15% 

17% 

1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

» 1 - $50 22% 28% 24% 32% 17% 20% 19% 22% 

18% 

29% 

15% 

17% 

1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$51 -$S0 2% 7% 6% 1% 1% 5% 3% 5ft 

15% 

17% 

1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$61 • $70 1% 0% 13% 1% 1% 0% 2% 1% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$71 • $50 1% 1% 1% 4% 1% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$«1 -$90 0% 1% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

$91 .$100 1% 5% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

S29 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average S30 S 39 S32 S33 

100% 

S29 S25 534 S25 S35 326 

Median S30 S40 532 S31 S40 S2S 336 $20 S40 S25 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$0 19% 29% 46% 28% 11% 5% 5% 44% 13% 24% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$1 -$10 43% 29% 34°, i> 52% 49% 45% 57% 44% 45% 41% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$11 -$20 

$21 • $30 

25% 22% 4% 16% 40% 27% 36% 10% 30% 21% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$11 -$20 

$21 • $30 9% 17% 3% 4% 15% 1% 2% 6% 10% AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY $31 -$40 2% 1% 3% 1% 4':! 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$41 -$50 2% 1% 5% 7% 1% 3% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$71 - $80 0% 1% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON LIBRARY 

$91 -$100 0% 1% 

100% 100% 

0% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average $13 $13 S9 S9 S11 S17 S12 S6 S14 SI2 

Median S10 S10 55 $10 S10 SI3 S10 S5 S10 310 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE, HOW WOULD 
YOU SPEND IT OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME UVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE, HOW WOULD 
YOU SPEND IT OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99Earea Downtown area 

South 
Woodbum 

North 
Woodbum Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
years 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

» 32% 54% 61% 44% 17% 13% 17% 47% 25% 38% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

$1 - $10 46% 37% 27% 23% 74% 54% 60% 31% 62% J4H 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

S11-S20 20% e% 8% 32% 8% 32% 20% 20% 10% 26% AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

$21 • S30 1% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE S31 - Î40 0% 

1% 

0% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

$41 -S50 0% 3% 0% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PARKS, 
TRAILS, AND OPEN 
SPACE 

S91-S100 0% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average S8 

S5 

296 

55 

SO 

S6 S9 S8 S9 S9 S7 S7 S8 

Median 

S8 

S5 

296 

55 

SO SO SS S10 S5 S10 S5 55 S5 

n = 

S8 

S5 

296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PUBLIC 
ADMIN 1ST RATION/ 
PLANNING 

SO 40% 51% 57% 

J2% 

52% 38% 29% 31% 47% 41% 40% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PUBLIC 
ADMIN 1ST RATION/ 
PLANNING 

£1 - $10 46% 40% 

57% 

J2% 36% 61% 41% 58% 47% 49% 43% AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PUBLIC 
ADMIN 1ST RATION/ 
PLANNING 

511 • $20 10% 4% 1% 12% * 18% 11% 4% 8% 12% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PUBLIC 
ADMIN 1ST RATION/ 
PLANNING $21-530 4% 5% 7% 1 * 12% 2% 2% 6% 

AMOUNT YOU WOULD 
SPEND ON PUBLIC 
ADMIN 1ST RATION/ 
PLANNING 

$41 - $50 0% 1% 3% 0% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 57 55 36 S8 S5 S10 S7 SS S6 S7 

Median S5 S3 SO SO S5 SIO S9 55 S5 S6 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

19 Jun08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE. HOW 
WOULD YOU SPEND IT OVERALL 

(S YOUR HOME; PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TTME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA IF YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
BUDGETING $100 OF 
TAXPAYER REVENUE. HOW 
WOULD YOU SPEND IT OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodburn Hwy 99E area Downtown area 

South 
Woodburn 

North 
Woodburn Other 

Less than 10 
years 

More than 10 
yeers 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

SO 29% 54% 55% 28% 17% 27% 27% 22% 29% 31% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

Î1-S10 40% 42% 19% 52% 18% 49% 60% 25% 46% 34% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

Î11 .$20 23% 3% 

1% 

15% 4% 62% 22% 14% 23% 21% 25% AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

$21 - $39 4% 

3% 

1% 9% 13% 1% 2% 5% 2% 

1% 

5% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS $31 -$40 0% 4% 

24% 

2% 

1% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

$41 - $50 3% 2% 24% 1% 5% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULD SPEND 
ON RECREATION/ 
AQUATICS 

$91 • $100 1% 1% 3% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average SII S4 se SII $15 $8 S8 S20 S10 S12 

Median SI0 SO SO SI0 $15 S5 S10 S14 S10 S10 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$0 15% 23% 29% 13% 23% 13% 5% 3% 25% 6% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$1 • $10 38% 33% 28% 35% 28% 42% 57% 38% 40% 37% 

15% 
AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$11 -$20 17% 15% 18% 1% 13% 25% 31% 13% 

23% 

18% 

10% 

37% 

15% 
AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$21 • $30 17% 17% 4% 3S% 26% 6% 4% 

13% 

23% 

18% 

10% 23% 
AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$31 • $40 2% 3% 1% 1% 5% 

4% 

13% 

23% 

3% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$41 -$50 6% 7% 19% 5% 7% 3% 23% 6% 9% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$61 • $70 0% 

7% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$71 - $80 1% 6% 1% 1% 1% 

AMOUNT YOU 
WOULO SPEND 
ON SIDEWALKS/ 
STREET 
MAINTENANCE 
STREET 
LIGHTING 

$91 - $100 2% 1% 14% 1% 1% 3% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average S19 SI6 SI7 S28 S20 S16 $14 $24 S14 $23 

Median S10 S10 510 S22 S15 S1Û $10 $20 S10 S19 

n = 296 46 17 38 47 59 25 34 124 161 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown arc* 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL 

$20 or more per month 1% 

0» 

0% 4% » 1% 1% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL 

$15 • $19 per month 4% 0» 2% 25% 0% 1% 1% 1% 2% MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL 

$10- $14 per month 8% S% 9% 12% 4% 19% 25% 10% 7% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL 

$5 • $9 per month 18% 11% 18% 10% 26% 14% 13% 13% 28% 8% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL $1 - $4 per month 33% 30% 12% 20% 51% 49% 37% 31% 31% 36% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
FEES YOU WOULO 
BE WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH ON 
YOUR UTILITY BILL 

Nothing 36% 

100% 

54% 59% 33% 22% 32% 26% 27% 27% 4Î% 

TOTAL 

36% 

100% 100% 

56 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
TOTAL 

n = 31? 

100% 

56 22 39 48 58 26 33 134 172 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH 

$20 or more per month 4% 1% 

1% 

1% 11% 3$* 3% 5% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH 

$15-$19 per month 1% 0% 2% 2% 

1% 

1% 2% 1% 2% 1% MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH 

$10- $14 per month 10% 2% 6% 12% 19% 12% 14% 5% 20% 2% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH 

$5 - $9 per month 12% 9% 9% 31% 7% 6% 2% 9% 10% 11% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH $1 - $4 per month 32% 30% 13% 18% 43% 52% 30% 27% 34% 32% 

MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
OF ADDITIONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES 
YOU WOULD BE 
WILLING TO PAY 
PER MONTH 

Nothing 41% 59% 70% 37% 30% 28% 42% 33% 31% 49% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 323 57 20 39 49 58 34 33 135 178 

Definitely vote "yes" 18% 5% 1% 26% 23% 4% 14% 493 18% 14% 

IF A90ND0R 
LOCAL OPTION 
LEW ELECTION 
WERE HELD, HOW 
WOULD YOU VOTE 

Probably vote "yes" 25% 27% 18% 27% 17% 25% 36% 13% 37% 16% IF A90ND0R 
LOCAL OPTION 
LEW ELECTION 
WERE HELD, HOW 
WOULD YOU VOTE 

Probably vote "no" 12% 15% 11% 4% 16% 18% 8% 6% 7% 15% 

IF A90ND0R 
LOCAL OPTION 
LEW ELECTION 
WERE HELD, HOW 
WOULD YOU VOTE Definitely vote "no" 23% 37% 23% 21% 6% 25% 14% 24% 17% 27% 

IF A90ND0R 
LOCAL OPTION 
LEW ELECTION 
WERE HELD, HOW 
WOULD YOU VOTE 

Don't know/uncertain 24% 16% 47% 22% 35% 

KXTii 

28% 28% 8% 21% 28% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 

35% 

KXTii 100% 

59 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
TOTAL 

n = 324 57 » 39 47 

100% 

59 34 34 136 180 

19 Jun 06 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates WestWoodburn Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

GENDER 
Male 38% 27% 26% 19% 55% 57% 50% 16% 22% 48% 

GENDER 
Female 62% 73% 74% 81% 45% 43% 50% 84% 78% 52% 

TOTAL 
100% I M * 1Cfl% 100% I0C1 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 329 58 23 39 

70% 

50 

45% 

59 33 33 141 180 

WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

20 to 35 32% 15% 

39 

70% 

50 

45% 33% 34% 65% 30% 36% 

WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

35 • 44 16% 7% 2% 43% 5% 45% 3% 21% 13% 

WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

45 • 54 13% 18% 4% 3% 41% 5% Í * 16% WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

55 - 64 12% 7* 18% 15% 3% 14% 10% 13% 10% 14% 
WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

65-74 13% 37% 33% 9% 6% 4% 5% 2% 20% 8% 

WHAT IS 
YOUR 
AGE 

75 or over 13% 56% 9% 4% 1% 8% 13% 14% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n •= 329 60 21 39 50 59 32 33 142 179 

MARITAL 
STATUS 

Single, no children 10% 27 -, 13% 5% 10% 6% 4% 3% 14% 6% 

MARITAL 
STATUS 

Single krith children at home 12% 2% 29% 38% 6% 7% 4% 8% 15% 

MARITAL 
STATUS 

Single, children no longer at home (empty-nester) 7% 28% 5% 2% 4% 5% 6% 8% MARITAL 
STATUS Couple, no children 7% 7% 17% 2% 2% 2% 24% 9% 8% 7% 

MARITAL 
STATUS 

Coupl" with Lfsidren at heme 49% 33% 59% 49% 75% 50% 70% 45% 50% 

MARITAL 
STATUS 

Couple, children no longer at home (empty-neiter) 15% 36% 33% 6% 4% 10% 11% 9% 19% 12% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 100% taw 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL n = 322 59 21 34 50 59 34 32 141 174 

ISJunOS 
Source: RRC Associsi« 

WOODBURN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99 E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

1 15% 49% 25% 5% 5% 6% 5% 7% 20% 12% 

2 23% 49% 36% 6% 7% 14% 35% 22% 24% 23% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE m 
TOTAL LIVE 
IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 

3 8% 1% 8% 10% 16% l% 21% 2% 14% 3% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE m 
TOTAL LIVE 
IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 

4 18% 11% 31% 36% 18% 12% 23% 14% 22% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE m 
TOTAL LIVE 
IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 

5 26% 5% m 33% 49% 23% 3% 24% 25% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE m 
TOTAL LIVE 
IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD 

6 5% 15% 13% 2% 11% 2% 4% 7% 

7 5% 1% 1% 43% 9% 

8 0% 1% 0% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Avsrage 3.5 1.5 2.8 4.3 3.9 4.2 3.2 4.6 3.1 3.8 

Median 4.0 1.9 2.0 4.0 4,0 5.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 

n = 309 55 21 33 49 56 33 32 131 170 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATEO: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Loss than 10 

Years 
More than 10 

years 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 

0 +4% 100% 82% 10% 23% 

3% 

23% 41% 31% 49% 42% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 

1 5% 3% 10% 

25% 

23% 

3% 1% 13% 2% 8% 3% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 

2 25% 10% 

10% 

25% 63% 30% 20% 24% 21% 

20% 

29% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 3 20% 5% 41% 11% 41% 25% 1% 

21% 

20% 17% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 

4 2% 

5% 

13% 0% 1% 3% 1% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
UNDERAGE 18 

5 5% 1% 1% 43% 8% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average 1.4 .0 .4 24 1.6 1.8 1.3 27 1.2 1.6 

Median 10 .0 3.0 2.0 20 I.O 20 1.0 20 

n = 310 55 22 33 49 56 33 32 132 170 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
OVERAGE 55 

0 66% 17% 47% 69% 95% 88% 84% 80% 66% 66% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
OVERAGE 55 

1 14% 40% 22% 8% 

95% 

5% 7% 5% 13% 16% 
HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
OVERAGE 55 2 19% 42% 31% 23% S% 6% 9% 15% 20% 18% 

HOW MANY 
PEOPLE IN YOUR 
HOUSEHOLD ARE 
OVERAGE 55 

3 1% 1% 

100% 

1% 

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% FCO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Average .5 

100% 

.8 .5 .3 .4 .6 .5 

Median .0 1.0 1.0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .0 0 

n - 315 57 23 34 49 56 33 33 135 173 

19 Jun 08 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS TOUR HOME! PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IH WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum H w y 9 9 E a r u Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than tO 

years 
More lhan 10 

years 

0 0 YOU OWN OR RENT 
Y0URRE3DEHCEIN 
THE WOODBURH AREA 

Own 82% 95% 34% 65% 52% 64% 100% 94% 80% 34% 0 0 YOU OWN OR RENT 
Y0URRE3DEHCEIN 
THE WOODBURH AREA Rem ISS 5% 16% 35% 48% 16% 6% 20% 1t% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% I K S 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n = 313 GO 23 33 50 59 29 33 140 169 

Within Woodbum city limits 9 3 S 100% 34% 99% 100% 99°i 100% 9TS 96% 

IS YOUR HOME/ 
PROPERTY LOCATED: 

Outside city limits/unincorporated county 7% 16% 3% 3% 10% 

Other 0% 1% 1% 0% 

1 C « 100% ltfl% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100S 100% 

n = 319 60 22 39 59 59 29 33 142 172 

Senior Estates 20% 100% 29% 13% 

West Woodbum 8% 100% 7% S% 

IN WHICH AREA OF 
WOODBURN 0 0 YOU 
LIVE 

Highway 99 East area 13% t W % 8% 17% 
IN WHICH AREA OF 
WOODBURN 0 0 YOU 
LIVE 

Downtown area 17% 100% 19% 15% 
IN WHICH AREA OF 
WOODBURN 0 0 YOU 
LIVE 

South Woodburn 20% 100% 16% 23% 

North Woodbum 12% 100% 17% 7% 

Other 11% 100% 4% 17% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 1W% 100% 100% 100". 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n - 301 61 23 39 50 59 35 34 133 165 

19 Jun 0¿ 
Source: RRC Associates 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

OVERALL 

IS YOUR HOME/ PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODSURH 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy 99E area Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Othar 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

Less than 1 year 0== 0% 5% 1% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

1 - 5 29% 37% 19% 10% 37% 34% 31% 16% 65% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

ID 15% 26% 18% 18% 13% 3% 34% 2% 34% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

11-15 I2=r 16% 13% 17« 0° i 21% 

10% 

2% 

2% 

6% 21% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

16 - 20 8% Sib 10% 18% 2% 

21% 

10% 

2% 

2% 14% 

16% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

21-25 9% 

16% 

4% 23% 1% 23% 2% 7% 4% 

14% 

16% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

26 -10 

9% 

16% 1% 5% 36% 1% 17% 18% 59% 29% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

31 -35 4% 2% 16% 2% 2% 1% 7% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

36 -40 2% 4% 2 S 2% 3% 3% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

41 -45 2% 2% 7% 4% 4% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

46 -50 1% 2% _ ,* 1% 3% 2% 

HOW LONG 
HAVE YOU 
LIVED IN THE 
W00D8URN 
AREA 

More than 50 yean 2% 

100% 

4% 

_ 
2% 4% 

TOTAL 

2% 

100% I00S 100% 100% I 0 K . 100% 

16.2 

loos 100% 100% 100% 

Average 18.6 

13.0 

327 

12.0 14.3 17.6 16.9 

100% 

16.2 13.1 28.8 4.8 26.0 

Median 

18.6 

13.0 

327 

7.9 11.7 20.0 14.6 11.0 9.0 30.0 5.0 25.0 

n = 

18.6 

13.0 

327 60 22 39 50 59 34 34 145 183 

RESIDENT 
TYPE 

Year-round resident 97% 95% 100% 87% 100% 100% 100% 100% 93% 97% 

RESIDENT 
TYPE 

Seasonal resident (less than 6 months a year) 1% 4% 

100% 

-

2% 
RESIDENT 
TYPE 

Other 2% 1% 13% 
-

0% 3% 

TOTAL 
100% 100% 1 0 ^ 100% 100% 100% I00"i 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL JI = 331 61 23 39 50 59 35 33 

M i t 

144 183 

ARE YOU A 
REGISTERED 
VOTER HERE 

Yes B1% 97% 90% 68% 67% 71% 100% 

33 

M i t 87% 77% ARE YOU A 
REGISTERED 
VOTER HERE No 19% 3% 10% 32% 33% 29% 20% 13% 

100% 
TOTAL 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
TOTAL 

n = 330 59 23 38 50 59 33 34 142 180 

IS Jun oj 
Source: RRC Assodai« 
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WOOOBIIRN, OREGON 
PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY 2008 

Final Results 

IS YOUR HOMEf PROPERTY LOCATED: 
TIME LIVED IN WOODBURN 

AREA 

OVERALL Senior Estates West Woodbum Hwy99Earea Downtown area 
South 

Woodbum 
North 

Woodbum Other 
Less than 10 

years 
More than 10 

years 

Caucasian/Anglo (not Hispanic) 39% 98% 62% 21% 17% 18% 13% 30% 48% 32% 

African American 0% 1% 

ETHNICITY 
Hispanic/Latino 55% 15% 75% 76% 80% 76% 59% 43% 63% 

ETHNICITY 
Asian 1% 4% 3% 2% 

Native American 1% 2% 5% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 

Other 4% 19% 6% 2% 7% 10% 4% 4% 

TOTAL 

• 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
TOTAL 

n = 317 59 20 33 49 56 32 33 138 173 

Under «5,000 25% 69% 31% 9% 40% 9% 7% 24% 27% 

125,000 • «9,999 35% 23% 33?» 35% 38% 66% 19% 12% 42"/» 30% 

ANNUAL 
HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME 
BEFORE 
TAXES 

$50,000 • S74,999 21% 5% 6% 29% 17% 16% 42% 38% 13% 24% 
ANNUAL 
HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME 
BEFORE 
TAXES 

$75,000 • $99,999 11% 1% 20% 26% 2% 6% 27% 7% 15% 8% 
ANNUAL 
HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME 
BEFORE 
TAXES 

$100,000- $149,999 6% 2% 1% 1% 2% 13% 34% 4% 8% 

ANNUAL 
HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME 
BEFORE 
TAXES 

$150,000- $199,999 1% 1% 9% 1% 2% 1% 1% 

$200,000 - $249,999 1% 0% 2% 1% 1% 

$250,000 or more 0% 0% 0% 

TOTAL 
100% I0Û% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

TOTAL 
n - 299 55 I8 33 42 58 30 33 132 159 

19 JunOS 
Source: RRC Associates 
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