
 
 

Phase 2 Community Engagement Report 
 
Over the past few months, Golf School District 67 has continued to look to the community to guide us as 
we determine the path forward for our schools. So far, we have received feedback from more than 503 
members of the community through in-person presentations, an online survey and a scientific phone 
survey on what improvements they would like to see to their schools and how they would like to fund 
those improvements. 
 
Phase 2 of community engagement was conducted in October and November of 2021. Using the 
feedback provided by the Phase 1 online survey and prior community engagement efforts, we developed 
a “menu” of potential individual projects, potential infrastructure solutions, and potential funding 
levels. Throughout this phase, the district has been closely listening to the community as individuals 
considered and ranked each item on the menu to share their priorities. 
 
District 67 has continued to take active steps to engage the community and solicit feedback. To achieve 
this, we updated messaging, met with the Community Committee for two in-depth discussions, engaged 
key influencers, conducted a public phone survey, and held five public engagement sessions at different 
times and days of the week to ensure all community members could participate. Feedback from the 
community was documented during this time through notes taken of all direct communications, 
responses provided on paper forms at the Community Committee meetings and public engagement 
sessions, and spreadsheets generated from the results of the scientific phone survey. We received 
tremendous levels of engagement and feedback in Phase 2, gathering 138 in-person responses and 314 
phone responses. 
 
We will continue our efforts to engage the community through early 2022 to determine the vision for 
our schools going forward. In Phase 3 of this process, we will develop three options for the community’s 
review and feedback based on information gathered from the community during Phase 2. This 
community direction is determining the district’s path forward. Feedback will be solicited directly, on 
the district’s website, on feedback forms at another Community Committee discussion, and through a 
public phone survey. Phase 3 will be conducted in January and February, with a report made to the 
board at the phase’s conclusion.  
 
Messaging  
The district continued to use messaging to properly communicate how we arrived at this point, what our 
successes and challenges have been, and how to approach the path forward. This messaging detailed 
recent progression and improvements as well as the challenges posed by aging and inadequate 
infrastructure. The five key takeaways from the messaging are below, and a full copy of the messaging is 
provided with this report.  
 



• In Golf School District 67, our community and schools partner together to inspire learners for 
lifelong success. 

• With more and more families looking to send their children to our highly rated schools, our 
enrollment has been growing at an unsustainable pace and it’s starting to show. 

• Even with these challenges, we have all the foundations for success. Our staff, school board, and 
community work tirelessly and creatively to make our district the “little engine that could.” 

• Solving our space issues will benefit everyone in our community.  
• We will achieve these improvements together. This school year, our district and community will 

be collaborating closely to chart a course for the future of our schools. We will develop a new 
community-driven strategic plan that overcomes our space and staffing issues and provides our 
district with the tools needed to inspire learners for lifelong success. 

 
Menu Survey 
At the beginning of Phase 2, the district conducted a public phone survey to gauge support for each 
potential individual project, potential infrastructure solution, and potential funding level. For each item 
discussed, respondents were given information on each item, including advantages and disadvantages 
as well as estimated costs. The survey was taken before the full public had been educated on the 
projects or fully informed of the district’s needs. This was done in order to obtain an accurate 
representation of the public’s unbiased, intuitive reactions to the projects, infrastructure solutions, and 
funding levels contained in the survey. 
 
A full analysis of the results from the menu survey is provided with this report. 
 
Community Committee  
The Community Committee continued to meet throughout this process to provide the district with direct 
input. The Community is a cross-section of district stakeholders, including residents from different 
neighborhoods and regions of the district, business owners, community leaders, and administration 
members.  
 
The committee met on October 19 and November 16 during Phase 2. The Community Committee 
engagement will continue throughout the remainder of the community engagement. 
 
Attached is a detailed report of the feedback that was collected from the Community Committee during 
Phase 2 of this process. 
 
Public Engagement  
The district held five public engagement sessions at different times and days of the week to provide all 
members of the District 67 community an opportunity to participate. These events were advertised by 
phone, email, newsletter, and social media. These sessions presented the same potential individual 
projects, infrastructure solutions, and funding levels presented throughout Phase 2. The community was 
encouraged to ask questions and provide feedback.  
 
Phase 2 public engagement sessions were held at Golf Middle School: 

• Saturday, October 23 at 10 am. 
• Tuesday, November 2 at 6:30 pm. 
• Thursday, November 4 at 6:30 pm. 



• Monday, November 8 at 6:30 pm. 
• Wednesday, November 10 at 6:30 pm. 

 
Verbal discussions occurred during these meetings and additional collaboration opportunities were 
made available through feedback forms. All presentations were made available on the district’s website. 
 
Attached is a detailed report of the feedback that was collected from the attendees at the public 
engagement sessions during Phase 2 of this process. 
 
Phase 2 Analysis 
In forming our analysis of Phase 2, we reviewed all data points provided by members of the community. 
First, through the menu survey, which gives us a scientifically accurate snapshot of the intuitive reactions 
of members of the community to the items being discussed. Second, through the public engagement 
sessions, which give us the more passionate responses from community members very invested in their 
schools who have taken some time to consider these issues. Third, through the community committee, 
whose responses come after hours of discussion, allowing us to track the movement of opinions as 
individuals become more engaged and educated on these topics. 
 
Potential Individual Projects 
 
Classroom Capacity is universally agreed to be the top priority. To the community, this is the most 
important thing the district could accomplish in this process. 
 
Following that, the districts next top priorities should be Building Capacity, Student & Teacher Safety, 21st 
Century Learning, and Programming Space. 
 
Of the remaining projects, Life Safety & Infrastructure is clearly the next highest priority, followed by 
Parking & Student Drop Off. There is support for Playgrounds & Recess, Cafeterias, and Gymnasium, they 
are just the lowest in priority compared to the other projects. 
 
Potential Infrastructure Solutions 
 
There is little disagreement over the preferred order of infrastructure solutions: New Construction is first, 
Renovation + Expansion second, then Renovation third. All three solutions are supported overall. 
 
Potential Funding Levels 
 
The public’s initial reaction on funding levels is to prioritize the Low funding level, which is often the 
case when talking about tax impacts where limited information is provided. Once people are more 
engaged and have more information, they then prioritize the High funding level first, then Medium, 
then Low. 
 
Encouragingly, the lowest ranked funding level in all three tracks was “No New Funding.” The public is 
clearly supportive of this process and willing to invest in their D67 schools at some level. 
 
 



Developing Options for Phase 3 
 
Using this data and working with the district and the district’s experts, we will develop three options for 
the public to consider. Since all infrastructure solutions and funding levels were favorable, the options 
will be based on those three infrastructure solutions and funding levels. Within each, we will attempt to 
address as many of the public’s individual project priorities as possible.  


