
Meeting	Notes:	Building	Design	Feedback	Session 
Date:	May	30th,	2024 

Attendance: 
Sweets,	P&M	Sidmore,	Copans,	Ruth	Feins,	Hutchisons,	Debbi	Tuck,	Ranges,	Ricky	Schille,	
Bjorks,	W&D	Warrenburgs,	Jim	Longhurst,	Steeles,	Karen	Senning,	Lauren	Purdy,	Geneva	
Wright,	Martons,	Totados,	Ken	Sawyer,	Richard	Wallace,	Adam	Kurihara,	Daniel	Tuck,	Care	
Oakes,	Sperrs,	Rachel	Cotton,	Natalie	Crowson,	Maddens,	Julie	Funderburk,	Maria	Reiss,	
Lyndsy	Weeks,	Lowell	Dunfee,	Kayleen	Sperr 

Agenda: 

1. Introduction	by	Adam	
2. Presentation	by	Craig	Miller	
3. Q&A	and	feedback	session	

 

Introduction	by	Adam 

• Introduced	Craig	Miller	from	Waterfield	Designs	Architects.	
• Expressed	excitement	about	sharing	new	designs.	
• Mentioned	the	purpose	of	the	meeting:	to	gather	feedback	on	the	conceptual	design.	
• Reminded	attendees	of	the	listening	sessions	held	in	March	and	April.	
• Recognized	members	of	the	campaign	committee	present	in	the	room.	
• Emphasized	the	focus	of	the	meeting	on	building-related	questions	rather	than	

ministry-related	questions.	
• Informed	that	post-meeting	steps	include	design	refinement	and	focus	groups	over	

the	summer.	

Presentation	by	Craig	Miller 
Background: 

• Initial	conversations	began	in	February.	
• Emphasized	the	need	for	thinking	and	dreaming	about	the	church's	future	(10-50	

years).	
• Highlighted	the	importance	of	proactive	design	to	accommodate	future	growth.	
• Addressed	building	deficiencies	and	future	aspirations	from	the	sessions.	
• Emphasized	improving	existing	conditions	with	a	record	of	current	floor	plans.	



Existing	Conditions	Overview: 

• Described	the	existing	layout,	including:	
o Sanctuary	with	curved	pews	and	a	two-story	building	at	the	back.	
o Office	spaces,	library,	corridor,	gymnasium,	kitchen,	pre-K,	storage,	toddler	

nursery,	classrooms,	bathrooms,	foyer,	stage,	and	storage	areas.	
o Friendship	Hall	and	basement	levels.	

Listening	Session	Feedback	Summary: 

• Unify	and	enhance	children's	ministry	spaces.	
• Expand	and	improve	the	sanctuary.	
• Enhance	core	wayfinding	and	circulation.	
• Enhance	spaces	for	discipleship,	outreach,	and	ministry.	
• Improve	supportive	spaces	(administrative	functions,	offices,	storage).	

Conceptual	Design	Proposal: 

• Restore	the	sanctuary	to	its	original	design	by	removing	the	third	floor	and	opening	
up	the	high	ceiling.	

• Increase	seating	capacity	from	320	(current	comfortable	seating)	to	500ish	seats.	
• Debate	on	including	a	cry	room	and	other	functional	spaces	at	the	back	of	the	

sanctuary	–	can	be	included	in	the	sanctuary	or	close	by	with	a	video	feed.	
• Highlighted	the	importance	of	letting	natural	light	into	the	sanctuary	by	opening	up	

the	south	wall	with	windows.	

Wayfinding	and	Circulation	Enhancements: 

• Proposed	an	open,	welcoming	fellowship	area	(40'	x	60')	to	replace	disjointed	
corridors	and	small	spaces.	

• Remove	the	current	front	door,	secret	garden,	and	offices	to	create	a	cohesive	space.	
• Introduced	a	new	café	fellowship	area	with	large	windows	and	an	outdoor	patio	to	

create	an	inviting	and	communal	atmosphere	to	invite	Beverly	Farms	in.	

Questions	and	Discussion: 

1.	Question:	Would	there	be	a	center	aisle	all	the	way	through	the	pews	in	this	new	
sanctuary? 
Answer:	Yes,	a	center	aisle	is	included	in	the	conceptual	design.	



2.	Question:	Why	take	out	the	current	front	door? 
Answer:	The	proposal	includes	adding	a	new	door	to	the	patio	area.	Removing	the	current	
front	door	is	still	under	consideration	and	not	set	in	stone.	(Joe	Tostado,	Tim	Marton)	

3.	Comment:	Concern	about	the	40'	x	60'	lobby	space	being	too	large	and	making	people	
feel	lost.	(Ann	Marton) 
Response:	Craig	acknowledged	the	concern,	comparing	it	to	Grace	Chapel's	lobby,	and	
emphasized	the	need	to	balance	space	for	comfortable	movement	and	interaction.	

4.	Several	questions	were	addressed	about	the	particulars	of	these	plans	i.e.	restroom	
locations,	plumbing	concerns,	safety	and	code	precautions,	square	footage,	etc.	Response:	
emphasized	that	all	of	these	concerns	will	be	addressed	in	code	compliance	studies	which	
come	much	later	in	this	process.	(Questions	asked	by	Joe	Tostado,	Paul	Sidmore,	Bruce	
Sperr,	Dave	Sweet)	

5.	Youth	Space?:	Youth	to	remain	in	their	existing	room.	

6.	Question:	Feasibility	of	bringing	the	building	up	to	code	financially?	Craig:	
Recommended	addressing	it	sooner	rather	than	later.	(Dave	Sweet)	

	

	

Summary	of	Notetaking	Sheets:	

Things	people	love:	Expanded	sanctuary,	dedicating	the	basement	to	children,	keeping	the	
library	‘central’,	centralizing	fellowship	time	(especially	from	a	newcomer	perspective),	
consolidated	offices,	open	spaces	and	emphasis	on	natural	light,	patio	offering	flexible	
space	and	facing	the	community,	care	room	separate	is	beneficial	for	sound	

Areas	that	need	refinement:	will	noise	in	the	foyer	be	an	issue	during	the	service,	don’t	
want	to	lose	all	of	the	front	yard	space,	ensuring	that	the	library	is	attractive,	ensuring	
handicap	accessibility,	parking	capacity,	thinking	about	children	and	safety	in	the	open	
fellowship	space	and	patio,	need	dedicated	space	for	prayer,	blessingdales?,		

Questions	about	the	design:	Do	we	need	the	large	lobby	in	addition	to	the	gym?	Will	
children’s	rooms	have	windows?	Does	the	new	design	allow	more	space	for	
children/outreach	events	like	vbs	and	night	to	shine?,	What	level	would	the	patio	be	at?	Is	
it	affordable?	



Suggestions:	Sidewalk	from	parking	lot	to	the	patio,	Could	we	flip	the	sanctuary	so	that	the	
southern	sun	comes	in	behind	Bobby,	incorporating	beauty	and	glorifying	God	in	our	
building,	adding	a	ramp	or	handrail	for	the	sanctuary	stage,	adding	a	playground	off	of	the	
patio,	prayer	room	connected	to	the	sanctuary,	angling	a	prayer	room	in	the	far	corner	of	
the	sanctuary	would	allow	you	to	keep	alot	of	the	natural	light,	considering	security	in	
these	plans	is	important	

Next	Steps 

• Engage	in	detailed	design	refinement	based	on	feedback.	
• Conduct	focus	groups	focusing	on	specific	areas	within	the	church	(worship,	next-

gen	ministries,	discipleship,	outreach,	and	hospitality).	
• Continue	soliciting	feedback	to	fine-tune	the	design.	
• Adjusted	timeline	to	allow	more	time	for	iterative	design	before	fundraising	begins,	

likely	in	winter	or	spring.	
• Online	feedback	form	to	be	emailed	to	attendees	for	additional	input.	

Meeting	Adjourned.	


