
 
Hood River County School District 

 
AGENDA FACILITIES WORK SESSION 9/19/07 

6:00 Executive session on real estate 
6:30 Work session 

District Office Board Room 
The School Board minutes are not official as they have not been approved by the Board.  These 
minutes are for review and are subject to change and/or approval.  Once approved, signed and 

dated, they are official. 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION UNDER ORS 192.660 (1) (e) REAL ESTATE CALLED 
TO ORDER AT 6:03P.M. 
 
PRESENT: 
 
Board Members:  Jan Veldhuisen Virk, Mike Oates, Mark Johnson, Jeff Kopecky, 
Liz Whitmore, Kateri Osborne Lohr, and Bob Danko. 
 
Administration:  Superintendent Pat Evenson-Brady, Assistant Superintendent 
Connie Kennedy, Business Manager Nick Hogan, Director of Special Education 
Anne Carloss, Transportation Manager Jim Gray and Board Secretary Terri 
Martz. 
 
Principals and Vice Principals: Wy’east Middle School Principal Catherine Dalbey 
and Hood River Middle School Principal Bob Dais. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION ADJOURNED AT 6:28 P.M. 
 
WORK SESSION ON FACILITIES CALLED TO ORDER AT 6:35 P.M. 
 
Board Members:  Jan Veldhuisen Virk, Mike Oates, Mark Johnson, Jeff Kopecky, 
Liz Whitmore, Kateri Osborne Lohr, and Bob Danko. 
 
Administration:  Superintendent Pat Evenson-Brady, Assistant Superintendent 
Connie Kennedy, Business Manager Nick Hogan, Director of Special Education 
Anne Carloss, Community Education Director Mike Schend, Transportation 
Manager Jim Gray and Board Secretary Terri Martz.  
 
Principals and Vice Principals: Wy’east Middle School Principal Catherine 
Dalbey, Hood River Middle School Principal Bob Dais, Mid Valley Elementary 
School Principal Dennis McCauley, Hood River Valley High School Principal 
Steve Fisk, Hood River Middle School Daniels, Parkdale Elementary School 
Principal Kim Vogel, Westside Elementary School Principal Dan Patton, Pine 
Grove Elementary School Principal Kelly Beard, Westside Elementary School 
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Vice Principal Todd McCauley, and May Street Elementary School Principal 
Susan Henness. 
 
Staff and Community Members: Rich Hanners, Debbie Dorich, Jim Randall, Bill 
Dixon, Les Perkins and Shawn Summersett. 
 
Discussions on: 
 
SB 1036 Construction fee for school improvement:  

o Nick provided an update from OSBA on the Inter-Governmental 
Agreement with discussion on construction fees for school 
improvement. 

 
Administrators recommendations on elementary & middle school size: 

o Information was provided by Pat on recommendations/analysis from 
administrators. 

 
Updated list of school requests for facilities enhancements: 

o Nick described current lists for facility enhancements. 
 
New schematics for added enrollment capacity at Westside & Mid Valley  
from DLR & Dull Olson Weeks: 

o Jim Connelly with DLR Group provided sketches for additions to Mid 
Valley and Westside. 

o Steve Olson and Steve Winkle with Dull, Olsen and Weeks firm 
provided information and schematics as well. 

 
Information from Scenic Area regarding use of Rocky View or Henderson 
property for athletic fields: 

o Nick provided information regarding placement of ball fields on the 
Rocky View or Henderson properties—probably easier to do than a 
school.   

 
Time line for bond activities: 

o Pat provided copies of information on bond time lines.  Jim Randall 
and Bill Dixon provided information on bond measure and local 
options running at the same time as well as passing a bond levy 
where the bonds may not be sold until the need to build is more 
urgent.  

 
Potential attendance for a new school on Rocky View: 

o Discussion was deferred until October awaiting a more interactive 
tool in October. 

 
Updated enrollment forecast  v. actual by school : 

o Included in Board member packets is information on actual 
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enrollment and forecast enrollment figures. 
 
Randall-Dixon on $ amount of bond: 

o Bill Dixon stated they have looked at similar size districts that have 
passed $30.9 million dollars in bonds.  

 
A plan for adding learning space: 

o A plan discussion began with Pat pointing out information on school 
ages, sizes currently capacities. 

 
Recommendations were provided as follows:   
 
RECOMMENDATION FOR FACILITIES: 
 
LOCATION 
& LEVEL 

PLANS NOTES 

ELEMENTARY 
NORTH 
 
Timeline:  When 
MS-WS 
enrollment 
warrants 
 

Plan A:  Build a new K-5 school for 300 with 
infrastructure for 450 on the Rocky View 
property.   Adjust boundaries to fill all 
schools. Increases district K-5 capacity by 
300 students. 

 

 Plan B:  Build 6 new classrooms and 
infrastructure at Westside if Rocky View 
cannot be brought into the UGB.  Increases 
WS to 600, district K-5 capacity by 150. 

Requires move of WS 
athletic fields.  Where? 

 Plan C:  Build new K-5 school for 300, 
expandable to 450, on the Wy’east campus.  
.Move Pine Grove students to new 
campus/Mid Valley/May St. Adjust 
boundaries to fill all schools.  Increases 
district capacity by 175 K-5 students. 

Requires goal exception on 
WY property 

ELEMENTARY 
SOUTH 
 
Timeline:  When 
MV approaches 
500 

Plan A:  Build a new K-5 school for 300 with 
infrastructure for 450 on the Wy’east property 
when Mid Valley reaches 500.  . Increases 
district  K-5 capacity by 300 students. 

Requires goal exception on 
WY property 

 Plan B:  Build 6 new classrooms and 
infrastructure at Mid Valley.  Increases MV 
capacity to 600, district K-5 capacity by 150. 
 

 

   
Middle North 
Timeline:  When 
HRM 
approaches 500 

Build 6 new classrooms and infrastructure at 
HRMS when enrollment reaches 500.  
Increases HRMS capacity to 600, district 6-
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8th capacity by 150 . 
 
Middle South  
Timeline:  When 
WY approaches 
500 

 
Build 6 new classrooms and infrastructure at 
WY when enrollment reaches 500. Increases 
WY capacity to 600, district 6-8th capacity by 
150. 

 

HRVHS 
Timeline:  
ASAP 

Build 6 new classrooms & infrastructure @ 
HRV.  Increases district 9-12th capacity by 
150. 

 

Timeline:  
ASAP 

Do upgrades for health and safety—all 
schools 

 

 
MEETING RECESSED AT 7:50 P.M. 
 
MEETING RECONVENED AT 7:59 P.M. 
 
DELIBERATIONS: 
 
Mike Oates:  Feels good about priorities.  Doesn’t know exactly what the district 
can get in terms of a bond levy and monies, but knows what the district needs. 
 
Jeff Kopecky:  Likes the A, B, C priority plans.  
 
Liz Whitmore: Appreciates information on moving in a forward direction.  Need to 
determine whether the district is talking about 500 students with the charter or 
not. Questioned capacity at Westside with the charter. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  Asked if Liz would advocate adding classroom space under 
the A, B, C plans sooner than building a new school. 
 
Liz Whitmore:  Said she would and knows there would be a lot of support but on 
the flip side what would happen if we start to see kids staying at home and not 
wanting to come to the charter.  Would the numbers still justify adding new 
space? 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  Discussed possibilities of expanding Westside.  Discussed 
shifting boundary lines. See continued use of additional classrooms on the 
Westside/Odell area to take care of growth somewhere between these locations. 
 
Dan Patton:  States Westside would still be about 450 enrollment if students 
returned to their resident schools. 
 
Jeff Kopecky:  Asked Jim Randall and Bill Dixon if this discussion was a good 
starting point in asking the community what they think.   
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Jim Randall:  Talked about being visual learners and thinks that showing the 
voters options, is a good idea. 
 
Bill Dixon:  Option A is top option and feels this is a good starting point.  Thinks it 
would be a positive thing to put out for community study and input. 
 
Jeff Kopecky:  Should we put the 500 number to the Westside as it exists or 
should be go out to the voters and ask this? 
 
Bill Dixon: Thinks the Board should put a recommendation out there. 
 
Liz Whitmore: Asked if we put the 500 limit at Westside out to the community, 
many will say we are already there. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Supports going out for a bond in May.  Feels the district 
has a really good argument and wants to hear from the voters.  Show the voter 
the districts direction and ask for their opinion. Doesn’t feel she can support 
building new schools but feels the district needs land.  Wants voters to feel they 
got something for their money. 
 
Bob Danko: Agrees with Jan but still has problems with the A, B, C plans.  Even 
though Randall/Dixon has advised the district to have A, B, C plans, he is 
uncomfortable with going out now with the first choice as building new schools.  
Feels he would be more comfortable going out with the choices being equal 
options.  Feels we should remove plan C altogether as it adds confusion. 
  
Mark Johnson:  Does agree with Bob and thinks we have work to do.  It would be 
hard for him as a voter to buy the plans as written.  Feels it would be hard to get 
behind some that is hypothetical and out of the board’s control.  Issues that are 
keeping the district from finding land are not economic, they are regulatory which 
are beyond the board’s control.  Agrees the district should move forward with a 
bond in the spring.   
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Feels the Board has built really good trust with the voters.  
The Board has not had to impose the full levy for the past three years.  Feels 
they are a very mindful Board and hopes this will pay off and the voters will back 
them. 
 
Bob Danko: Asked if Nick could bring information he has compiled on enrollment 
to the next Board meeting work session on facilities. 
 
Nick Hogan: Says he has done work on the PSU projection but with more actual 
numbers than projections.  He says he would be happy to bring this information 
to the Board if needed. 
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Jan Veldhuisen Virk: States the Board needs to be flexible and notes we are not 
seeing the growth that we were when the PSU study was done.   
 
Mark Johnson: Asked Nick to speak on selling bonds when the need arises. 
 
Nick Hogan: States it is common to wait up to five years.  When the Board 
decides to go out for a bond, there are a couple of choices.  Thinks that if we go 
out for a $23 million, and use the same levy that we have, we would not raise 
taxes.  The district has two bond levies staggered every seven years. We could 
actually switch to one bond every 15 years.   
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Bend currently has a bond every five years. 
 
Bob Danko: Another concern he has is with both plans that involve Westside, is 
nothing may happen.  In other words, when the voters vote, no matter what we 
tell them, they are going to want to see something.  He doesn’t feel the numbers 
justify a new school but thinks we should be able to do something at Westside 
and not wait for a kicker.  Doesn’t like the ideas of waiting totally on numbers at 
Westside and Mid Valley. 
 
Jeff Kopecky: Feels the voters understand and expect a bunch of things from the 
Board.  One especially is planning as well as flexibility.  He feels the Board 
should be flexible with things that might not be on the plan.  Feels the plan has a 
comprehensive look.  They trust the Board to make a correct decision as times 
change even if it is not on the plan. 
 
Mark Johnson: From the time the bond is passed, you are fixed with what you 
have to spend.  Based on what the architects stated at this meeting, we should 
plan to lose 8% per year.  That would be another downside to having too many 
kickers in the plan. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Feels it would be unlikely if we had a growth spurt that we 
would go back to the voters in sooner than seven years, so if that is the choice 
that is ultimately made, we would only put exactly what we need today.  In the 
past, we didn’t have any more overcrowding than we do now.  Doesn’t feel like 
we should say, “If we build something, they will come”.  She feels that the district 
probably would not have another window until 2015 and is not sure the Board 
would want to do a bond in 2008 and another in 2012.  Whatever we accomplish 
this time, is what we would have for another seven years.  
 
Jim Randall: Feels the chart should be turned upside down and begin with what 
you know you absolutely need today.  The district has immediate health and 
safety needs in every school right now.  You have an immediate need of space at 
the high school.  You would be asking the public to protect the investment, the 
health and safety of the kids.  There is a real need at the high school.  Everyone 
goes to the high school.  Everyone will get a benefit from the dollars.  Concerns 
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that we should ask the voters if we just do enough to get us ok and add some 
rooms or add an entire new pod, or work like crazy to get property to build new 
schools.  There is an absolute need to protect the current investment.  If you 
build the argument there, it doesn’t look like you are just running around wanting 
to build new buildings. Start the conversation with what we know, what we think, 
and how much planning does this community want. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Feels there are a few things that go together.  The local 
option and the bond could be a package deal.  We could campaign with those as 
no increase in taxes by passing both.  Would like to come to a consensus tonight 
and take action after another meeting.   
 
Bob Danko: Would the consensus be the way Jim described it.  More 
comfortable with Jim’s description. 
  
Jim Randall: There would still be an A, B, C option, but listing to the public, “Here 
are the basic needs we have.” The Board would be working on having a 
conversation stating the Board feels in the long run, it would be better for new a 
school, but we understand the immediate needs.  You really want the community 
to know you are asking for their input. 
 
Bob Danko: Still uncomfortable that the first choice is to build a new school. 
 
Kateri Osborne Lohr:  Feels she is hearing, “in order to get to the micro, you have 
to have the macro.” 
 
Bob Danko: Asked if Pat could work with Jim to revise plans and come back to 
the Board. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Stated she was not clear with Bob’s direction and not sure 
the entire Board shared that opinion.  Is the objection to having option A be on 
here at all or having the options ranked?  Discussion on yields for schools, 
putting the options out as A or B, and the Board is not recommending one or the 
other. 
 
Bob Danko: Stated he liked the ranking much more. 
 
Mike Oates: Likes the way Pat presented the A, B options. 
 
Liz Whitmore: Likes giving the options equal weights. 
 
Jeff Kopecky: Likes the way Pat presented also, but could go consensus with 
equal weights. 
 
Kateri Osborne Lohr: Feels equal weight does show flexibility.  
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Liz Whitmore: Feels we need to be clear on the verbiage of the two options.  
 
Bob Danko: Feels this would also be part of the discussion and the Board should 
not finalize decisions until the community is asked. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  The first question would be which plan the Board likes.  
Feels she is hearing the Board would like to have the community input. 
 
Liz Whitmore:  Currently plan B states we would add six new classrooms if Rocky 
View could not be brought into the UGB.   
 
Bob Danko: Would want the language changed to make the options equal. 
 
Mark Johnson: Feels plan A is hypothetical.  No matter how much this plan is 
wanted, it may never become a reality. 
 
Jeff Kopecky: Feels the voters are expecting flexibility from the Board.  If we can 
not get property brought inside the UGB, then do something else.   
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Feels she is hearing the Board would like to have Plan A 
and Plan B presented in a way they are equal choices.  One which adds the 
capacity of 150 students and the other adds 300 students.  There would be no 
thought that B is not what you do, if you can’t do A.   
 
Mark Johnson: Would change in Plan B that specifies six classrooms and most 
plans shown tonight show eight. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Six classrooms equal 150 kids and infrastructure (two 
classrooms for specialists is some of the infrastructure).   
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Doesn’t feel the options are equal as they aren’t and 
presenting them as equal is not honest.  Doesn’t feel we necessarily have the 
numbers to promote plan A.  Still feels the Board is ready to move ahead and ask 
the community if they feel we need a new school or add on to the existing ones.  
Feels these can all be conversations without worrying about preferences.  Ready 
to go out for a bond, ready to create more space for their kids, what does the 
community think?  
 
Bob Danko: Asked how Jan’s statement related to the page.  He feels everyone 
is fine with what she is thinking, but is it ok to go out with it.  Transitioning what 
she is stating to the page is going to be a challenge. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Don’t have a page.  Still looking at the Rocky View property 
and seeing if the district can build a school on it.  
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Bob Danko:  How do we put together an information sheet based on Jan’s 
comments? 
 
Liz Whitmore:  Feels it is important as to how you pose the questions. Feels 
there has to be some frame work as to what you ask the community. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Make options A and B equal and Bob proposed to delete 
plan C.  Does the Board agree with this? 
 
Jeff Kopecky: Still feels we need to show the public there is a wide range of 
options and removing plan C does not help you do that.  Leaving it would 
generate some discussion. Wants to engage the public. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Sounds like there is a consensus as an equal discussion on 
all options. 
 
Mark Johnson: Another part of the plan is the long term plan for the charter 
school.   
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: Right now if we were asked today, we will have plans for 
each elementary school by November 1 that specifies how they will begin 
offering Spanish to all students.  
  
Pat Evenson-Brady: At the next meeting on September 26th, Pat will ask for 
information the Board members would like administrators to bring to the work 
session on October 3rd.  The draft of the grant for SSIF money will be brought to 
the Board for action.   
 
NEXT MEETING: 
 
October 3, 2007 – 6:30 p.m. in the District Office Board Room 
 
WORK SESSION ADJOURNED AT 8:49 P.M. 
 
 
 
            
 Superintendent    Chairperson of the Board 
 
      
 Date 
 
 
 
 
 


