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1. Applicant (Sponsor) Legal Name:  

2. Project Title:  

3. Acquisition  Development   
 Note:  Acquisitions Projects – complete items #4 and #6 below as they pertain to future development. 

 
4.  DEVELOPMENT PROJECT COMPONENT 5. UNIT AMT. 6. ESTIMATED COSTS 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
CPA Report Cost   
A/E Design Fees (<15.25% of construction cost)   
Potential Archaeological Survey *   

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST:   
   

 
NOTE: Donated labor and material are not eligible for reimbursement.        
 
( * ) Projects approved for OSLAD funding may require the completion of an archaeological reconnaissance survey on the 

project site.  Estimated cost for such a survey may be included in the project budget.  The requirement of a survey will 
not be an allowable reason to extend any project ending date. 

 
7. Provide a quarterly expenditure schedule for the grant funds to the best of your knowledge or ability.  

Use quarterly time increments.  Example:  Year 1, Quarter 1 = $10K (engineering fees).  The project 
sponsor is not bound to this schedule and revisions can be made during the course of the project as 
necessary. 

OSLAD Grant Program  
Development Cost Estimate Data 

Form OS/DOC-4 



Quarterly Expenditure Schedule 
Project 

Component 
 Year One 

First Quarter 
 Year One 

Second Quarter 
 Year One 

Third Quarter 
 Year One 

Fourth Quarter 
Consulting Services      $45,000   

         
         
         
         
         
         
         
         
         
          
         
         
         

         
Quarterly Totals  N/A  N/A  $45,000  N/A 
Total Year One $ 45,000       

  

Project Component  Year Two 
First Quarter 

 Year Two 
Second Quarter 

 Year Two 
Third Quarter 

 Year Two 
Fourth 

Quarter 
Demolition/Grading  $50,000       

Parking Lot/Concrete 
Work 

 $165,000       

Shelter    $30,000     
Playground    $130,000     
Landscaping      $30,000   

         
         
         
         
         
          
         
         
         

         
Quarterly Totals  $215,000  $160,000  $30,000  N/A 
Total Year Two  $405,000       

GRAND TOTAL  $450,000       
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Applicant (Sponsor) Legal Name: 

Project Title: 

Instructions: 
Describe, at a minimum, the overall concept of the project, project funding, agencies involved, approach to 
implementation, project location, trail mileage to be provided through the project, need for the project, anticipated 
benefits and the proposed schedule of operation (daily and/or seasonal hours of operation) for the project facility. 
Be thorough and explicit, this narrative should completely describe the project and expected outcome.  

OSLAD Grant Program 
Narrative Statement 

Attachment A-1 





Community Survey Results 
Birch Park 

 

1. Number of Visits to Park 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
*Observation: 87.5% of residents visit the park more than 6 times throughout the operating seasons. 

 

2. Age Groups 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
*Observation: 85% of residents are over the age of 12. 
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3. Playground Design 

Design concepts are ranked from most voted to least voted. 

I. Climbing 
II. Swinging 

III. Sliding 
IV. Brachiating 
V. Balancing 

VI. Spinning 

 

4. Main Reasons for Park Visits 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

5. Conceptual Ideas 

Conceptual Designs are ranked from most wanted to least wanted. 

I. 8 foot wide walking / biking (wheels) path 
II. Passive Areas (Open grass space for picnics, open play and etc.) 

III. Picnic Shelter 
IV. New Playground 
V. Sports Area - 1/2 Basketball court, bags, bocce 

VI. Parking Lot 
VII. Dog Park 

VIII. Soccer / Athletic Field 
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 Hoffman Estates Park District Community 
Interest and Opinion Survey   

Executive Summary 

Overview

ETC  Institute  administered  an interest and opinion assessment during the Fall of 2018 for the  
Hoffman Estates Park District  (HE Parks) to assess  its parks, recreation, trails, programs, cultural 
arts, events, and open space.   After conducting this comprehensive study, HE Parks will  create a 
Comprehensive  Master  Plan  to  establish  priorities  for  the  future  improvement  of  parks  and 
recreation facilities, programs and services within the community.  

Methodology 

ETC Institute mailed a survey packet to a random sample of households within the boundaries of 
HE Parks. Each survey packet contained a cover  letter, a copy of the survey, and a postage‐paid 
return envelope. Residents who received the survey were given the option of returning the survey 
by mail or completing it online at www.HoffmanEstatesSurvey.org.  

Ten days after the surveys were mailed, ETC  Institute sent emails and placed phone calls to the 
households that received the survey to encourage participation. The emails contained a link to the 
online version of  the  survey  to make  it easy  for  residents  to complete. To prevent people who 
were  not  residents  of HE Parks from  participating,  everyone  who  completed the survey online 
was  required  to  enter  their  home  address  prior  to  submitting  the  survey.  ETC  Institute  then 
matched the addresses that were entered online with the addresses that were originally  selected 
for  the  random  sample.  If  the  address  from  a  survey  completed online  did  not match  one  of 
the addresses selected for the sample, the online survey was not counted. 

The  goal  was  to  obtain   completed  surveys  from  at  least  800  residents.  This  goal  was  
far exceeded,  with   a   total   of   905   residents   completing   the   survey.   The   overall   results  
for   the   sample  of  905 households have a precision of  at  least +/‐3.23% at  the 95%  level of 
confidence. 

This report contains the following: 

 Charts showing the overall results of the survey (Section 1)
 Priority  Investment  Rating  (PIR)  that  identifies  priorities  for  facilities  and  programs

(Section 2)
 Benchmarking analysis comparing the Park District’s results to national results (Section 3)
 Tabular data showing the overall results for all questions on the survey (Section 4)
 A copy of the survey instrument (Section 5)

The major findings of the survey are summarized on the following pages.  
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Overall Use and Ratings of HE Parks’ Parks  
Parks  Use.  Over  three‐quarters  of  survey  respondents  (78%)  indicated  their  household  has  
visited HE Parks' parks   during   the   past   12   months.   Twenty‐six   percent   (26%)   visited   the parks 
between 1 to 5 times, 18% visited between 6 to 10 times, 13% visited between 11 to 15 times, 
and 43% visited 16 or more times.  

Parks  Ratings.  Of  the  percentage  of  households  that  have  used  the  parks  (78%);  thirty‐two  
percent  (32%)  of  respondents  indicated  they  were  in  “excellent”  physical  condition, 
59% indicated they were in “good” physical condition, 8% rated the physical condition as “fair,” 
and 1% gave the parks physical condition a “poor” rating.  

Overall Participation and Ratings of Programs 

Program  Participation.  Over  half  of  respondents  (52%) indicated  they  or  members  of  their  
household had used HE Parks’ programs, activities, or facilities during the past 12 months.  Of  
these  respondent  households,  thirty‐seven  percent  (37%)  indicated  they  had  participated 
in  1  program/activity,  40%  participated  in  2  or  3  programs/activities,  15% 
participated  in  4  to  6  programs/activities,  4%  participated  in  7  to  10  programs/activities, 
and  5%  participated  in  11  or  more  programs/activities.  The  following reasons  were  the  
highest  rated  explanations  why  respondent  households  have  chosen  to  participate   in   HE   
Parks’  programs  and  activities:  location  of  the  program  facility (76%), times program is offered 
(39%), and fees charged for class (37%). 

Program Ratings. Of the respondents who participated in programs, activities, or facilities in the 
past  year  (52%),  twenty‐eight  percent  (28%)  rated  them  as  “excellent,”  61%  rated  them  as 
“good,” 9% rated them as “fair,” and 2% rated them as “poor.”  

Methods to Learn About Programs or Activities 

The   highest   rated   methods   of   communication   that   respondent   households   use   to   learn   about 
programs  or  activities  during  the  past  12  months  were:  HE Parks  brochure  (78%),  HE Parks   
website (37%), direct mailings (32%), and HE Parks email (29%). 

Reasons that Prevent Usage of Parks and Facilities 

From  a  list  of  18  various  reasons  that  would  prevent  respondent  households  from  using  the 
parks and  facilities more often,  the  top  four  reasons were:  too 
busy  (30%), use other park districts  (22%),  fees  are  too  high  (21%),  and  not  
interested  (21%).  An  overwhelming  number  of respondents  (92%)  indicated  they  have  
learned  about  HE  Parks’  programs  and  activities from the social media platform Facebook.  
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Facility Needs and Priorities 

Facility  Needs:  Respondents  were  asked  to  identify  if  their  household  had  a  need  for  36 
recreation facilities and amenities and rate how well their needs for each were currently being 
met. Based on this analysis, ETC Institute was able to estimate the number of households in the 
community that had the greatest “unmet” need for various facilities.  

The top four recreation facilities with the highest percentage of households that indicated a need 
for the facility were: walking and biking trails (62%), indoor fitness and exercise facilities (60%), 
park  restroom  facilities  (56%),  and  indoor  swimming pools/leisure pools  (49%). ETC  Institute 
estimates  a  total of  11,515 households out  of  the  estimated  18,602 households  in Hoffman 
Estates have a need  for walking and biking  trails, an estimated 11,105 households out of  the 
estimated 18,602 households  in Hoffman Estates have a need  for  indoor  fitness and exercise 
facilities,  and  an  estimated  10,492  households  out  of  the  estimated  18,602  households  in 
Hoffman Estates have a need for park restroom facilities. ETC Institute estimates a total of 4,480 
households  out  of  the  18,602  households  in  Hoffman  Estates  have  unmet  needs  for  park 
restroom  facilities, an estimated 4,365 households out of  the 18,602 households  in Hoffman 
Estates have unmet needs  for  indoor  swimming pools/leisure pools, and an estimated 3,976 
households out of the 18,602 households in Hoffman Estates have unmet needs for indoor fitness 
and exercise facilities. The estimated number of households that have unmet needs for each of 
the 36 facilities that were assessed is shown in the table below. 
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Facility  Importance:  In  addition  to  assessing  the  needs  for  each  facility,  ETC  Institute  also 
assessed the importance that residents placed on each facility. Based on the sum of respondents’ 
top four choices, the four most important facilities to residents were:  

1. Walking and biking trails (36%),
2. Indoor fitness and exercise facilities (30%),
3. Playgrounds (22%), and
4. Indoor swimming pools/leisure pools (21%).

The percentage of residents who selected each facility as one of their top four choices is shown 
in the chart below.  

Priorities for Facility Investments. The Priority Investment Rating (PIR) was developed by ETC 
Institute to provide organizations with an objective tool for evaluating the priority that should 
be placed on Parks and Recreation investments. The Priority Investment Rating (PIR) equally 
weighs (1) the importance that residents place on facilities and (2) how many residents have 
unmet needs for the facility. [Details regarding the methodology for this analysis are provided 
in Section 2 of this report.]  
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Based on the Priority Investment Rating (PIR), the following six facilities were rated as high 
priorities for investment: 

• Walking and biking trails (PIR=182.5)
• Indoor fitness and exercise facilities (PIR=172.7)
• Indoor swimming pools/leisure pools (PIR=155.1)
• Park restroom facilities (PIR=143.5)
• Indoor running/walking track (PIR=130.7)
• Outdoor swimming pools/water parks (PIR=105.5)

The following chart shows the Priority Investment Rating (PIR) for each of the 36  facilities that 
were assessed on the survey. 

Programming Needs and Priorities 

Programming Needs. Respondents were also asked to identify if their household had a need for 
31 recreational programs and rate how well their needs for each program were currently being 
met. Based on this analysis, ETC Institute was able to estimate the number of households in the 
community that had “unmet” needs for each program.  

The four programs with the highest percentage of households that had needs were: adult fitness 
and wellness programs (48%), outdoor fitness (42%), community special events (35%), and swim 
programs (28%). ETC Institute estimates a total of 8,966 households out of the estimated 18,602 
households in Hoffman Estates have a need for adult fitness and wellness programs, an estimated 
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Illinois Department of Natural Resources 

Office of Grant Management and Assistance 

One Natural Resources Way 

Springfield, Illinois  62702-1272 

 

 Re:  OSLAD Grant for Hoffman Estates Park District’s project at Birch Park 

 

Dear OSLAD Grant Committee: 

 

As a State Representative in the Northwest suburbs of Chicago, I am writing this letter to voice 

my strong support of the Hoffman Estates Park District’s OSLAD project on the east side of 

Hoffman Estates.  Birch Park is adjacent to an elementary school which was demolished in 1980.  

The park district recently purchased the 6.9 acres from the school district and would like to 

beautify the area for the neighborhood.  Some of the amenities included in this project are an 8 ft. 

wide walking/biking path, passive areas, a picnic shelter, and a new playground and sports area. 

 

The residents on the east side of Hoffman Estates are extremely excited about this project.  This 

area is in dire need of a park like this.    

 

Please consider awarding an OSLAD Grant to the Hoffman Estates Park District for their Birch 

Park project. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
State Rep. Fred Crespo 

Assistant Majority Leader 

44
th
 District  

 
 

 

COMMITTEES: 

∙Appropriations – General Services 

∙Elementary Secondary Education Administration 

Licensing & Charter School 

∙Elementary & Secondary Education : School 

Curriculum & Policies  

∙ Mental Health 

∙ Public Utilities  

ILLINOIS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

44
th

 DISTRICT 

Fred Crespo 
ASSISTANT MAJORITY LEADER 

 

CAPITOL OFFICE 

109 State House 

Springfield, IL 62706 

PHONE: (217) 782-0347 

 

DISTRICT OFFICE 

1014 E. Schaumburg Rd. 

Streamwood, IL 60107 

PHONE: (630) 372-3340 

FAX: (630) 372-3342 

 

 






	Applicant Sponsor Legal Name 1_3: Hoffman Estates Park District
	Applicant Sponsor Legal Name 2_3: Birch Park Revitalization Project
	Narrative Statement: OBJECTIVES/NEED FOR ASSISTANCE: In 2018, the park district acquired land from School District 54 adjacent to our Birch Park. This site held the first school, Twinbrook, in Hoffman Estates. The school was razed prior to acceptance of the land. The site is in a triangular shaped community bordered by three state highways with no other park sites. This heavily used park contains an older  playground and practice soccer fields. A recent study revealed the need for additional accessible walking paths, park amenities and open green space. We are proposing a major revitalization of Birch Park to serve the residents in this area better. This project supports our mission and will provide free outdoor recreation and wellness activities.
RESULTS/BENEFITS EXPECTED: This project will provide residents with accessible active and passive recreational opportunities. Previously a school site, this park is located in the original parcel of land in our village and serves 2,657 residents. The area’s social/economic profile is 67.4% white, 10.0% Asian, 0.9% American Indian, 7.8% African American and 13.9% other. The mean income is $74,696. Residents are most enthusiastic about our proposed 0.33 mile, eight-foot-wide mixed use paths as the neighborhood currently lacks designated pedestrian infrastructure. This measured track will encourage fitness and provide a safe place to walk dogs and meet up with neighbors. A drinking fountain/pet station will be added as well to serve varying users. The cyclical walking and biking path will converge at our 2-5 and 5-12 playground structures. Along with the playground, the park will feature stand alone structures to satisfy the 6 Elements of Play. The plan supports conservation efforts by including a bio-swale and planned butterfly habitat. The site will also have a diverse population of trees and native plant species that support habitat conservation for pollinators. An open-air shelter for party rentals and shade will be within access of the play structures and have a view of the new multipurpose field. In regards to athletics, the existing soccer field will be renovated and re-configured to accommodate multiple types of field sports while providing open green space during inactivity. Half court basketball with asphalt games incorporated into the play surface.
APPROACH: We do not anticipate any factors that would delay or interfere with the completion of this project. A residential meeting was held at the park to go over conceptual designs, and an inter-district meeting was held to review feedback and suggestions from the residential meeting. The Park Board has approved the plans.
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION: The Park is located in the center of the village, found north of Route 72, south of Route 58, and west of Interstate 290.
PREVIOUS ASSISTANCE: None     COMBINATION PROJECT: None


