
 

*Information attached. | **Information to be provided at/prior to the meeting. | Update/Recap – verbal report to be provided at the meeting, no materials attached. 
 

The Park District of Oak Park welcomes the opportunity to assist residents and 
visitors with disabilities. If you need special accommodations for this meeting, 

please call (708) 725-2017 or via email at Edith.Wood@pdop.org. 
In partnership with the community, we enrich lives by providing 
meaningful experiences through programs, parks, and facilities. 

 

 

PARK DISTRICT OF OAK PARK 
Regular Park Board Meeting 

Hedges Administrative Center 
218 Madison Street, Oak Park, Illinois 60302 

Thursday, July 25, 2024, 7:30pm  
 

AGENDA 
 

I. Call to Order/Roll Call 
 

II. Approval of Agenda 
 

III. Visitor/Public Comment 
Each person is limited to three minutes. The Board sets a limit of 30 minutes for public comments. 
 

IV. Consent Agenda 
A. Cash and Investment Summary* 
B. Warrants and Bills* 
C. Minutes* 
D. 2015-2024 Comprehensive Master Plan Revision Approval* 
E. Disposal Ordinance 2024-07-19* 

 

V. Staff Reports 
A. Executive Director’s Report* 
B. Updates and Information* 
C. Revenue/Expense Status Reports* 

 

VI. Old Business 
A. Administration and Finance Committee – Commissioner Wick 

1. 2024 Performance Measure 2nd Quarter Review* 
2. OSLAD Resolution of Authorization for Longfellow Park Approval* 
3. Field Center Design Competition Update* 

 

B. Recreation and Facility Program Committee – Commissioner Lentz 
 

C. Parks and Planning Committee – Commissioner Worley-Hood 
1. 947 South Ridgeland Roof Contract Approval* 
2. Vehicle Purchase Approval* 
3. Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for 2025-2029 Approval* 

 

VII. New Business 
A. Cheney Mansion Fence Replacement Update 
B. Naming Request Discussion 

 

VIII. Commissioner’s Comments 
 Commissioner Wollmuth 

Commissioner Worley-Hood 
Commissioner Wick 
Commissioner Lentz 
President Porreca 

 

IX. Closed Session 
 

X. Adjournment 

mailto:Edith.Wood@pdop.org


 

Park District of Oak Park 
218 Madison Street ▪ Oak Park, Illinois 60302 ▪ ph: (708) 725-2000 ▪ fx: (708) 383-5702 ▪ www.pdop.org 

Cash and Investment Summary 
 
 
 



CASH AND INVESTMENT SUMMARY- June 2024

Jun-24 May-24
Byline IPDLAF CD's PMA - iPRIME IMET TOTAL TOTAL

General Fund
10 - Corporate 210,079           20,769             2,323,650        1,195,789        3,215,006        6,965,292           7,860,047           

Special Revenue Funds
15 - IMRF 4,199 1,603 - - 219,181           224,983               224,155              
16 - Liability (97,373)            8,965 - - 648,410           560,002               558,457              
17 - Audit 3,405 237 - - 33,665             37,307 37,155
20 - Recreation (1,980,166)       4,979 - 3,000,000 4,933,991        5,958,804           6,206,263           
21 - Museum 25,736             1,220 - - 275,154           302,109               301,761              
22 - Special Recreation 2,221 17,121             - - 567,362           586,704               584,455              
25 - Special Facilities (216,839)          3,288 - - 1,980,244        1,766,693           1,799,425           
85 - Cheney Mansion (80,407)            462 - - 394,277           314,331               327,155              

Capital Funds
70 - Capital Projects 1,922,598        78,051             - 123,417 4,228,616        6,352,682           6,011,568           

Total Cash Available to District (206,547)          136,694           2,323,650        4,319,205        16,495,907      23,068,909         23,788,019         
Distribution %: -0.90% 0.59% 10.07% 18.72% 71.51% 100.00% 100.00%

Other Funds
50 - Health Insurance Fund 466,895           345 - - 752,847           1,220,088           1,126,083           
x - Memorial Trust 181,784           - - - - 181,784               181,784              
xx - Working Cash - - - - - - -

Total Cash Across All Funds 442,132           137,039           2,323,650        4,319,205        17,248,753      24,470,780         25,001,005         

Jan Arnold
Cross-Out



Park District of Oak Park
Cash Status Report

Operating Accounts
Byline Bank 3.570% 617,939$                   
iPrime Liquid Money Market 5.208% 3,526,602$                
Illinois Metropolitan Investment Fund 5.080% 17,266,696$              
Illinois Park District Liquid Asset Fund Account 5.150% 137,039$                   

Operating Investment Accounts
5Star Bank 5.378% due 8/28/24 237,150$                   
American Plus Bank 5.320% due 8/28/24 237,250$                   
Farmers and Merchants Union Bank 5.333% due 8/28/24 237,200$                   
Baxter Credit Union 5.440% due 8/28/24 237,500$                   
iPrime Term Series 5.050% due 12/13/24 100,000$                   
Financial Federal Bank 5.450% due 2/19/25 231,250$                   
Schertz Bank & Trust 5.140% due 2/19/25 232,200$                   
Western Alliance Bank 5.212% due 2/19/25 231,850$                   
Wells Fargo Bank 5.124% due 3/6/25 248,450$                   
iPrime Term Series 5.188% due 3/14/25 200,000$                   
Vibrant Credit Union 5.164% due 8/28/25 226,050$                   
Bank Hapoalim B.M. 4.923% due 8/28/25 227,450$                   
Cornerstone Bank 5.112% due 8/28/25 226,250$                   
Discover Bank 4.957% due 9/5/25 243,653$                   

24,664,529$              

Working Solvency 24,664,529$              

2023 Solvency 18,348,902$              

As of June 30, 2024



2022 2023 2024

January 23,482,489$                      January 17,608,293$                      January 21,855,572$                      

February 25,552,059$                      February 17,205,649$                      February 23,794,886$                      

March 29,133,605$                      March 18,169,761$                      March 25,549,039$                      

April 27,715,761$                      April 18,981,563$                      April 24,989,634$                      

May 28,239,626$                      May 19,386,698$                      May 25,316,021$                      

June 25,944,361$                      June 18,348,902$                      June 24,664,529$                      

July 24,132,884$                      July 15,513,525$                      July 

August 22,938,068$                      August 18,632,299$                      August

September 20,946,611$                      September 17,887,933$                      September

October 18,511,336$                      October 17,621,712$                      October

November 17,963,364$                      November 18,269,327$                      November

December 16,721,248$                      December 19,373,235$                      December

Total Solvency

 $4,000,000

 $9,000,000

 $14,000,000

 $19,000,000

 $24,000,000

 $29,000,000

 $34,000,000

Solvency

2022

2023

2024



 

Park District of Oak Park 
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Warrants and Bills 
 
 
 



Park District of Oak Park 
Voucher List for the Month of June 

Presented to the Board of Commissioners 
At their Meeting on July 25, 2024 



Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

10 CORPORATE FUND
10-00-21-20109  IMRF WITHHOLDING

06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60472 53,872.0958286
06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60472 14.3358286
06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60473 39,109.2958286
06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60473 144.1758286
06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60474 37,423.3458286
06/28/2024IMRF  ILL MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT FUND60474 547.5458286

$131,110.7610-00-21-20109  IMRF WITHHOLDING Subtotal
10-00-21-20111  HEALTH INSURANCE SECTION 125

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 15,257.9058244

$15,257.9010-00-21-20111  HEALTH INSURANCE SECTION 125 Subtotal
10-00-21-20114  UNION DUES

06/21/2024SEIU  SEIU LOCAL 7360398 230.1258248
06/21/2024SEIU  SEIU LOCAL 7360398 230.1258248

$460.2410-00-21-20114  UNION DUES Subtotal
10-00-21-20117  AFLAC SECTION 125

06/07/2024AFLAC  AFLAC ATTN: REMITTANCE PROCESSING60306 374.6458132

$374.6410-00-21-20117  AFLAC SECTION 125 Subtotal
10-00-21-20118  AFLAC

06/07/2024AFLAC  AFLAC ATTN: REMITTANCE PROCESSING60306 294.2458132

$294.2410-00-21-20118  AFLAC Subtotal
10-00-21-20119  I LIFE

06/07/2024NCPERS  NCPERS GROUP LIFE INSURANCE60309 6.0058163
06/07/2024NCPERS  NCPERS GROUP LIFE INSURANCE60309 6.0058163

$12.0010-00-21-20119  I LIFE Subtotal
10-00-21-20120  ICMA WITHHELD

06/07/2024ICMA  MISSIONSQUARE RETIREMENT60308 3,021.0858153
06/21/2024ICMA  MISSIONSQUARE RETIREMENT60397 2,409.1858237

$5,430.2610-00-21-20120  ICMA WITHHELD Subtotal
10-00-21-20131  ICMA ROTH IRA WITHHELD

06/07/2024ICMA  MISSIONSQUARE RETIREMENT60308 234.7058153
06/21/2024ICMA  MISSIONSQUARE RETIREMENT60397 234.7058237

$469.4010-00-21-20131  ICMA ROTH IRA WITHHELD Subtotal
10-00-21-20132  BRIGHT START PROGRAM

06/07/2024BRIGHTSTA  BRIGHT START COLLEGE SAVINGS PRO60307 100.0058138
06/21/2024BRIGHTSTA  BRIGHT START COLLEGE SAVINGS PRO60396 100.0058230

$200.0010-00-21-20132  BRIGHT START PROGRAM Subtotal
10-00-52-00200  LEGAL COUNSEL

06/07/2024ELROD  ELROD FRIEDMAN LLP60313 20240673 1,010.0058147

$1,010.0010-00-52-00200  LEGAL COUNSEL Subtotal

ap-ReportByAccountNumberPortrait
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

10-00-52-00203  OFFICE EQUIPMENT SERVICE
06/21/2024PIT  PURCHASE POWER PITNEY BOWES60403 20240738 374.0058245

$374.0010-00-52-00203  OFFICE EQUIPMENT SERVICE Subtotal
10-00-52-00204  COMPUTER (IT) SERVICE

06/03/2024AMILIA  AMILIA60244 6,766.3258122
06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60273 20230123 310.0058165
06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60273 20230123 85.0058165
06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60273 20230123 11,626.5058165
06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60273 20230123 517.5058165
06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60274 20230124 2,384.7658165
06/21/2024TRUOI  TruOI60401 20240737 4,736.5558250

$26,426.6310-00-52-00204  COMPUTER (IT) SERVICE Subtotal
10-00-52-00208  COPYING AND PRINTING- INTERNAL

06/14/2024DELAGE  DE LAGE LANDEN PUBLIC FINANCE60334 20240711 3,763.4558195

$3,763.4510-00-52-00208  COPYING AND PRINTING- INTERNAL Subtotal
10-00-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER

06/07/2024SESAC  SESAC60319 20240677 2,936.8358174
06/21/2024SUBURBANA  SUBURBAN ACCENTS INC60390 20240722 4,200.0058249

$7,136.8310-00-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER Subtotal
10-00-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 379.4058124

$379.4010-00-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
10-00-53-00301  UNIFORMS

06/14/2024CUSTOMPRO  CUSTOM PROMOS60333 20240679 15.8558194
06/21/2024M&MSPORTS  M&M SPORTS SCENE INC.60386 20240728 15.8558242

$31.7010-00-53-00301  UNIFORMS Subtotal
10-00-53-00405  COMPUTER EQUIPMENT

06/07/2024PLASTIC  PLASTIC CARD SOLUTIONS INC.60278 20240659 75.0058170
06/07/2024PLASTIC  PLASTIC CARD SOLUTIONS INC.60279 20240621 450.0058170

$525.0010-00-53-00405  COMPUTER EQUIPMENT Subtotal
10-00-56-00610  DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS

06/14/2024HRSOURCE  HR SOURCE60343 20240681 2,200.0058202
06/28/2024GFOA  GOVERMENT FINANCE OFFICERS ASSOCIATI60468 20240790 460.0058282

$2,660.0010-00-56-00610  DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS Subtotal
10-00-56-00615  EMPLOYEE TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT

06/07/2024MARROTTA  JOE MARROTTA60265 62.9858159

$62.9810-00-56-00615  EMPLOYEE TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT Subtotal
10-00-58-00820  TELECOMMUNICATIONS

06/28/2024COMCAST  COMCAST60418 20230135 202.9058274
06/28/2024VERI  VERIZON60469 20240791 2,600.7558315

$2,803.6510-00-58-00820  TELECOMMUNICATIONS Subtotal

ap-ReportByAccountNumberPortrait
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

10-35-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER
06/07/2024BARRETTS  BARRETTS INC60293 20240644 295.0058135
06/21/2024AEREX  AEREX PEST CONTROL INC.60379 20240725 216.0058228
06/28/2024AEREX  AEREX PEST CONTROL INC.60407 20240686 216.0058259

$727.0010-35-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER Subtotal
10-35-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 280.4458124

$280.4410-35-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
10-35-53-00301  UNIFORMS

06/14/2024WAREHOUS  WAREHOUSE DIRECT OFFICE60370 20240698 24.5558220

$24.5510-35-53-00301  UNIFORMS Subtotal
10-35-53-00340  SUPPLIES-HORTICULTURAL CONTROL

06/07/2024CARHOR  CARLIN HORTICULTURAL60295 20240635 65.6558140

$65.6510-35-53-00340  SUPPLIES-HORTICULTURAL CONTROL Subtotal
10-35-53-11100  GIFT SHOP

06/28/2024WALTERS  WALTERS GARDENS, INC60450 20240671 2,000.0058316

$2,000.0010-35-53-11100  GIFT SHOP Subtotal
10-35-56-00610  DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS

06/07/2024ILLDPTAG  ILLINOIS DEPT OF AGRICULTURE60298 20240661 90.0058154

$90.0010-35-56-00610  DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS Subtotal
10-35-56-11100  GIFT SHOP - SALES TAX

06/14/2024ILLTAX  ILLINOIS DEPT. OF REVENUE60373 1,059.0058204

$1,059.0010-35-56-11100  GIFT SHOP - SALES TAX Subtotal
10-35-58-00810  NATURAL GAS

06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60358 20230134 252.3158209
06/21/2024CNE  CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY - GAS DIVISION60382 20230125 375.4758232

$627.7810-35-58-00810  NATURAL GAS Subtotal
10-50-52-00260  PROPERTY REPAIR

06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60275 20240646 1,080.0058165
06/07/2024SYSTEMS  SYSTEMS & CABLING SOLUTIONS, INC.60284 20240640 3,750.0058171
06/07/2024SYSTEMS  SYSTEMS & CABLING SOLUTIONS, INC.60286 20240647 6,000.0058171
06/14/2024ALARM  ALARM SECURITY INC.60321 20240696 398.4858185
06/14/2024ANDERSONE  SOUTH WEST INDUSTRIES, INC.60323 20240703 175.0058187
06/14/2024FOXVALLEY  FOX VALLEY FIRE & SAFETY CO.60338 20240697 150.0058200
06/14/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60365 20240645 3,472.8458216
06/14/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60366 20240706 2,835.0058216
06/14/2024TRANE  TRANE PARTS CENTER60368 20240699 1,914.0558218
06/28/2024ARCO  ARCH MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT SALES60410 20240741 810.0058264
06/28/2024ARROW  ARROW LOCKSMITH SERVICE60411 20240749 1,614.0058265
06/28/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60442 20240744 725.0058308
06/28/2024SMG  SMG SECURITY SYSTEMS, INC.60444 20240780 320.0058306

$23,244.3710-50-52-00260  PROPERTY REPAIR Subtotal
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

10-50-52-00270  LANDSCAPING SERVICE
06/07/2024DAVI  DAVIS TREE CARE & LANDSCAPING INC60255 20240650 975.0058145
06/07/2024DAVI  DAVIS TREE CARE & LANDSCAPING INC60256 20240651 650.0058145
06/07/2024DAVEYRESO  DAVEY RESOURCE GROUP, INC.60296 20240649 5,653.0058144

$7,278.0010-50-52-00270  LANDSCAPING SERVICE Subtotal
10-50-52-00280  SCAVENGER SERVICE

06/14/2024LRS  LAKESHORE RECYCLING SYSTEMS, LLC60348 20240704 1,529.0058206
06/28/2024WESTCOOK  WEST COOK COUNTY SOLID WASTE AG60453 20240779 508.0058318

$2,037.0010-50-52-00280  SCAVENGER SERVICE Subtotal
10-50-52-00285  PORTABLE RESTROOMS

06/14/2024SERV  SERVICE SANITATION INC.60363 20240705 775.0058214

$775.0010-50-52-00285  PORTABLE RESTROOMS Subtotal
10-50-52-00286  SPORTS FIELD IMPROVEMENTS

06/28/2024CONSER  CONSERVE FS, INC.60421 20240747 867.2058276

$867.2010-50-52-00286  SPORTS FIELD IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal
10-50-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 119.0258124

$119.0210-50-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
10-50-53-00301  UNIFORMS

06/26/2024POIRIER  ROBERT POIRIER60171 399.5558253
06/07/2024WAREHOUS  WAREHOUSE DIRECT OFFICE60290 20240641 5.7458181
06/14/2024VESTIS  VESTIS SERVICES, LLC60369 20240701 276.3558219
06/28/2024HARRISSTE  STERLYN HARRIS60427 134.9558309
06/28/2024M&MSPORTS  M&M SPORTS SCENE INC.60431 20240742 217.6558291

$1,034.2410-50-53-00301  UNIFORMS Subtotal
10-50-53-00310  SUPPLIES-PARKS

06/07/2024MIDGROU  MIDWEST GROUNDCOVERS LLC60299 20240643 870.0558161
06/28/2024TINYM  TINYMOBILEROBOTS US LLC60446 20240750 1,400.0058311
06/28/2024WALTERS  WALTERS GARDENS, INC60450 20240671 3,097.3258316

$5,367.3710-50-53-00310  SUPPLIES-PARKS Subtotal
10-50-53-00311  SUPPLIES- CLEANING & HOUSEHOLD

06/07/2024WAREHOUS  WAREHOUSE DIRECT OFFICE60290 20240641 2,640.1158181
06/14/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60342 20240700 177.0058201
06/28/2024WAREHOUS  WAREHOUSE DIRECT OFFICE60451 20240751 1,578.0058317
06/28/2024WAREHOUS  WAREHOUSE DIRECT OFFICE60452 20240777 157.9258317
06/28/2024POIRIER  ROBERT POIRIER60456 27.9858298

$4,581.0110-50-53-00311  SUPPLIES- CLEANING & HOUSEHOLD Subtotal
10-50-53-00410  EQUIPMENT

06/14/2024REIN  REINDERS, INC60362 20240680 1,433.3558212
06/28/2024REIN  REINDERS, INC60438 20240746 1,385.0758300
06/28/2024REIN  REINDERS, INC60439 20240778 417.4158300
06/28/2024RUSSO  RUSSO POWER EQUIPMENT60443 20240745 463.9758302
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

$3,699.8010-50-53-00410  EQUIPMENT Subtotal
10-50-58-00800  ELECTRICITY

06/07/2024COMED  COMED60251 20230087 466.8558143
06/07/2024COMED  COMED60253 20230129 132.3858143
06/14/2024COMED  COMED60330 20230129 335.9658193
06/28/2024COMED  COMED60419 20230129 56.1258275
06/28/2024COMED  COMED60419 20230129 1,525.1758275
06/28/2024COMED  COMED60419 20230129 175.2358275
06/28/2024COMED  COMED60419 20230129 114.2358275

$2,805.9410-50-58-00800  ELECTRICITY Subtotal
10-50-58-00810  NATURAL GAS

06/07/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60267 20230091 202.9158164
06/07/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60268 20230096 155.7258164
06/07/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60270 20230101 44.1858164
06/07/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60271 20230103 148.1458164
06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60350 20230090 53.9058209
06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60351 20230093 144.9158209
06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60352 20230094 46.0658209
06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60354 20230097 58.0958209
06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60355 20230102 95.5458209

$949.4510-50-58-00810  NATURAL GAS Subtotal

$256,415.90Fund  10  Subtotal
16 LIABILITY
16-00-52-00514  EMPLOYEE SCREENINGS

06/07/2024FASTEST  FASTEST LABS OF NW CHICAGO60258 20240652 1,035.0058149
06/21/2024ILLSTA  ILLINOIS STATE POLICE DIV. OF ADMINISTRA60385 20240732 1,750.0058238

$2,785.0016-00-52-00514  EMPLOYEE SCREENINGS Subtotal
16-00-53-00350  RISK CARE MANAGEMENT

06/07/2024NOVEN  NOVENTECH, INC60275 20240646 13,197.0058165
06/21/2024AT&TAED  AT&T MOBILITY60404 20240739 135.0058229

$13,332.0016-00-53-00350  RISK CARE MANAGEMENT Subtotal

$16,117.00Fund  16  Subtotal
17 AUDIT
17-00-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER

06/21/2024LAUT  LAUTERBACH & AMEN, LLP60402 20240740 2,000.0058241

$2,000.0017-00-52-00299  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES - OTHER Subtotal

$2,000.00Fund  17  Subtotal
20 RECREATION
20-00-21-20135  REFUNDS DUE

06/04/2024MORAN  COLLEEN MORAN60053 500.0058125
06/07/2024NORDEN  CARLY NORDEN60272 200.0058141
06/07/2024KALINOWSK  NANCY KALINOWSKI60305 202.0058162
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PO 
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Check
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20-00-21-20135  REFUNDS DUE
06/21/2024CORDEROF  FRANKIE CORDERO60399 287.0058235
06/21/2024BLOOMBERG  LAURA BLOOMBERG60400 200.0058240
06/28/2024PRESLEY  SHELIA  PRESLEY60435 200.0058305
06/28/2024RYANM  MARGARET RYAN60455 150.0058292

$1,739.0020-00-21-20135  REFUNDS DUE Subtotal
20-00-52-00270  CONTRACTUAL - OTHER

06/10/2024HUNTINGBA  HUNTINGTON NATIONAL BANK60320 20240691 22,213.4058184

$22,213.4020-00-52-00270  CONTRACTUAL - OTHER Subtotal
20-00-53-00399  SUPPLIES - OTHER

06/28/2024MCCARTHY  MAUREEN MCCARTHY60460 42.4158293

$42.4120-00-53-00399  SUPPLIES - OTHER Subtotal
20-00-56-00615  EMPLOYEE TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT

06/07/2024CUNNINGHA  LUKE CUNNINGHAM60254 9.1858158
06/07/2024RAPIERP  PEYTON RAPIER60280 8.7158168

$17.8920-00-56-00615  EMPLOYEE TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT Subtotal
20-05-52-00209  Copying and Printing - External

06/07/2024CARDINAL  CARDINAL COLORPRINT PRINTING CORP60310 20240613 810.0058139
06/21/2024FORPRI  FOREST PRINTING CO. INC.60405 20240731 463.6058234

$1,273.6020-05-52-00209  Copying and Printing - External Subtotal
20-05-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 214.7058124

$214.7020-05-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-05-56-00222  Marketing

06/26/2024LAFLEUR  JENNIFER LAFLEUR41479 20210053 1,461.0058252
06/07/2024STORYBUZZ  STORY BUZZ MEDIA60311 20240636 10,000.0058176
06/07/2024ABCPARADE  ABC PARADE FLOATS60312 20240634 748.0058131
06/28/2024PCI  PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS INC.60436 20240756 1,125.7558296

$13,334.7520-05-56-00222  Marketing Subtotal
20-25-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 318.4558124

$318.4520-25-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-25-52-13170  MARTIAL ARTS PROGRAMS

06/14/2024ILLSHOTO  ILLINOIS SHOTOKAN KARATE INC60344 20240670 19,193.5058205
06/14/2024TAEKWOND  KH KIM TAEKWONDO60347 20240668 3,724.0058217

$22,917.5020-25-52-13170  MARTIAL ARTS PROGRAMS Subtotal
20-26-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 3,239.0558124

$3,239.0520-26-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-26-52-13860  YOUTH SPORTS DAY CAMPS

06/28/2024FIRSTSTUD  FIRST STUDENT, INC60423 20240772 775.0058281
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$775.0020-26-52-13860  YOUTH SPORTS DAY CAMPS Subtotal
20-26-52-13870  YOUTH SPORTS CLINICS

06/21/2024RISEFIELD  RISE FIELD HOCKEY60388 20240633 8,197.5058246
06/21/2024ULTIMATEN  ULTIMATE NINJAS ELMHURST60391 20240723 4,420.0058251
06/28/2024CHGOUNION  CHICAGO UNION60416 20240770 2,366.0058271
06/28/2024FINDLAY  MURRAY FINDLAY60434 20240761 7,009.8058280

$21,993.3020-26-52-13870  YOUTH SPORTS CLINICS Subtotal
20-27-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 310.9058124

$310.9020-27-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-27-52-13640  ADULT SOFTBALL LEAGUES

06/14/2024PANEK  BRIAN W. PANEK60325 20240667 1,892.0058210

$1,892.0020-27-52-13640  ADULT SOFTBALL LEAGUES Subtotal
20-27-52-13660  ADULT SOCCER LEAGUES

06/07/2024ESBALIH  BOUCHAIB ESSALIH60257 20240653 270.0058148
06/07/2024RICARDOGO  RICARDO GONZALEZ60259 20240656 111.0058173
06/07/2024LAHEY  BOB LAHEY60264 20240657 222.0058157
06/07/2024MELENDEZ  ELMER MELENDEZ60266 20240655 720.0058160
06/07/2024ZEIN  MARWAN ZEIN60291 20240654 240.0058183
06/14/2024DRAGON  DRAGON MICIC60335 20240714 480.0058196
06/14/2024RICARDOGO  RICARDO GONZALEZ60339 20240713 129.5058213
06/28/2024ESBALIH  BOUCHAIB ESSALIH60422 20240768 270.0058277
06/28/2024LAHEY  BOB LAHEY60429 20240769 74.0058289
06/28/2024MELENDEZ  ELMER MELENDEZ60432 20240767 720.0058294
06/28/2024ZEIN  MARWAN ZEIN60454 20240766 720.0058319

$3,956.5020-27-52-13660  ADULT SOCCER LEAGUES Subtotal
20-27-53-13585  ADULT SPORTS PROGRAMS

06/14/2024BSNSPORT  BSN SPORT INC60328 20240715 318.7258192

$318.7220-27-53-13585  ADULT SPORTS PROGRAMS Subtotal
20-27-53-13640  ADULT SOFTBALL LEAGUES

06/28/2024JOHNSONAN  ANDRE JOHNSON60428 20240771 425.0058261
06/28/2024ROSALES  STEFANY ROSALES60440 20240774 260.0058301

$685.0020-27-53-13640  ADULT SOFTBALL LEAGUES Subtotal
20-27-53-13660  ADULT SOCCER LEAGUES

06/28/2024CARROLL  CHRIS CARROLL60415 20240775 250.0058269
06/28/2024LOPEZ  RICARDO LOPEZ60430 20240773 250.0058290

$500.0020-27-53-13660  ADULT SOCCER LEAGUES Subtotal
20-28-52-13428  CRC CONTRACTUAL

06/28/2024TRITON  TRITON COLLEGE60447 20240764 1,650.0058312

$1,650.0020-28-52-13428  CRC CONTRACTUAL Subtotal
20-28-58-00800  CRC ELECTRICITY

06/07/2024COMED  COMED60252 20231002 495.5258143
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$495.5220-28-58-00800  CRC ELECTRICITY Subtotal
20-51-53-00300  OFFICE EXPENSE

06/07/2024PLASTIC  PLASTIC CARD SOLUTIONS INC.60277 20240660 937.8558170

$937.8520-51-53-00300  OFFICE EXPENSE Subtotal
20-61-49-12060  Teen Programs

06/28/2024FIRSTSTUD  FIRST STUDENT, INC60424 20240753 248.0058281

$248.0020-61-49-12060  Teen Programs Subtotal
20-61-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 4,607.4158124

$4,607.4120-61-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-61-52-12010  COMMUNITY SPECIAL EVENTS

06/07/2024IPOPBAND  I POP BAND60301 20240669 1,500.0058155
06/07/2024TGX  TGX ENTERTAINMENT60303 20240664 1,500.0058178
06/28/2024MADDENAND  ANDREW MADDEN60457 20240787 1,500.0058262
06/28/2024CLOWN  CLOWN AROUND ENTERTAINMENT60458 20240786 6,984.5058272
06/28/2024FORTMANS  SCOTT FORTMAN60459 20240788 1,500.0058304

$12,984.5020-61-52-12010  COMMUNITY SPECIAL EVENTS Subtotal
20-61-52-12030  COMMUNITY DAY CAMPS

06/21/2024FIRSTSTUD  FIRST STUDENT, INC60394 20240735 868.0058233
06/21/2024FIRSTSTUD  FIRST STUDENT, INC60395 20240736 661.2958233

$1,529.2920-61-52-12030  COMMUNITY DAY CAMPS Subtotal
20-61-52-12050  ACTIVE ADULTS PROGRAMS

06/14/2024WELSH  NICKIE WELSH60372 20240716 15.0058221
06/21/2024CANAL  CANAL CORRIDOR ASSOCIATION60380 20240724 1,012.5058231
06/28/2024BEACTIVEB  BEACTIVE BODY THERAPY60471 20240792 700.0058267

$1,727.5020-61-52-12050  ACTIVE ADULTS PROGRAMS Subtotal
20-61-52-12340  SPECIAL INTEREST PROGRAMS

06/28/2024JOHNSONST  STEVEN JOHNSON60475 20240760 8,571.0058288

$8,571.0020-61-52-12340  SPECIAL INTEREST PROGRAMS Subtotal
20-61-53-12030  COMMUNITY DAY CAMPS

06/21/2024PERRYL  LA'KEISHA PERRY60387 23.5958239
06/21/2024SPENCERS  SARAH SPENCER60389 22.9858247
06/28/2024FIRSTSTUD  FIRST STUDENT, INC60424 20240753 324.4758281

$371.0420-61-53-12030  COMMUNITY DAY CAMPS Subtotal
20-62-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 2,347.5658124

$2,347.5620-62-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-62-52-12390  ARTS & CRAFTS

06/21/2024HUMPHREYT  TARA HUMPHREY60383 20240729 515.0058236
06/21/2024HUMPHREYT  TARA HUMPHREY60384 20240730 480.0058236
06/28/2024HUMPHREYT  TARA HUMPHREY60470 20240793 784.0058285
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$1,779.0020-62-52-12390  ARTS & CRAFTS Subtotal
20-62-53-12390  ARTS & CRAFTS

06/28/2024HAYESSAM  SAMUEL HAYES60467 48.8958303
06/28/2024HAYESSAM  SAMUEL HAYES60467 158.2058303
06/28/2024HAYESSAM  SAMUEL HAYES60467 39.7858303

$246.8720-62-53-12390  ARTS & CRAFTS Subtotal
20-63-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 24.8258124

$24.8220-63-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
20-63-53-12700  PRESCHOOL

06/28/2024STAUFF  HELOISE STAUFF D'URBAL60441 7.0058307

$7.0020-63-53-12700  PRESCHOOL Subtotal

$133,269.53Fund  20  Subtotal
21 MUSEUM
21-00-52-00260  PROPERTY REPAIR

06/14/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60365 20240645 149.9258216

$149.9221-00-52-00260  PROPERTY REPAIR Subtotal
21-00-58-00820  TELECOMMUNICATIONS

06/28/2024COMCAST  COMCAST60418 20230135 202.9058274

$202.9021-00-58-00820  TELECOMMUNICATIONS Subtotal

$352.82Fund  21  Subtotal
22 SPECIAL RECREATION
22-00-52-00298  SPECIAL REC CONTRIBUTION

06/14/2024WESTSUB  WEST SUBURBAN SPECIAL RECREATION60378 20240719 104,452.2558222

$104,452.2522-00-52-00298  SPECIAL REC CONTRIBUTION Subtotal

$104,452.25Fund  22  Subtotal
25 SPECIAL FACILITIES
25-00-51-00111  WAGES - FULL TIME

06/14/2024ICMA  MISSIONSQUARE RETIREMENT60374 1,328.1858203

$1,328.1825-00-51-00111  WAGES - FULL TIME Subtotal
25-19-52-00259  GUARD TRAINING & EVALUATION

06/07/2024ELLIS  J. ELLIS & ASSOCIATES, INC.60263 20240607 8,430.0058146
06/14/2024ELLIS  J. ELLIS & ASSOCIATES, INC.60345 20240685 1,455.0058197
06/14/2024ELLIS  J. ELLIS & ASSOCIATES, INC.60346 20240690 1,450.0058197

$11,335.0025-19-52-00259  GUARD TRAINING & EVALUATION Subtotal
25-19-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 3,844.6058124

$3,844.6025-19-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
25-19-53-00301  UNIFORMS

06/14/2024M&MSPORTS  M&M SPORTS SCENE INC.60349 20240693 386.7558207
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$386.7525-19-53-00301  UNIFORMS Subtotal
25-20-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 2,733.5658124

$2,733.5625-20-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
25-24-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 985.1258124

$985.1225-24-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
25-24-56-00605  CONFERENCE AND TRAINING

06/14/2024MENDEZ  TAMARA MENDEZ60376 20240721 276.5058208
06/14/2024ACKER  BERNADETTE ACKER60377 20240720 276.5058189

$553.0025-24-56-00605  CONFERENCE AND TRAINING Subtotal
25-24-56-00675  SALES TAX

06/14/2024ILLTAX  ILLINOIS DEPT. OF REVENUE60373 6.0058204

$6.0025-24-56-00675  SALES TAX Subtotal
25-50-52-00261  PROPERTY REPAIR - POOL

06/07/2024SPANNUTH  SPANNUTH BOILER COMPANY INC.60283 20240581 4,472.5058175
06/07/2024SYSTEMS  SYSTEMS & CABLING SOLUTIONS, INC.60285 20240642 3,275.0058171
06/14/2024SPANNUTH  SPANNUTH BOILER COMPANY INC.60364 20240682 4,472.5058215
06/14/2024TRANE  TRANE PARTS CENTER60367 20240323 1,955.0058218
06/28/2024AQUA  AQUA PURE ENTERPRISES, INC60409 20240755 405.0058263
06/28/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60466 20240781 242.8758308

$14,822.8725-50-52-00261  PROPERTY REPAIR - POOL Subtotal
25-50-52-00262  PROPERTY REPAIR - RINK

06/07/2024GRAND  GRAND STAGE LIGHTING CO., INC.60262 20240129 803.0058151
06/07/2024TRANE  TRANE PARTS CENTER60287 20240618 985.0058179
06/14/2024AQUA  AQUA PURE ENTERPRISES, INC60324 20240689 934.8858188
06/14/2024FEMORAN  F.E. MORAN INC MECHANICAL SERVICES60336 20240658 747.0058198
06/14/2024TRANE  TRANE PARTS CENTER60367 20240323 1,955.0058218
06/28/2024FEMORAN  F.E. MORAN INC MECHANICAL SERVICES60462 20240709 8,494.0058278

$13,918.8825-50-52-00262  PROPERTY REPAIR - RINK Subtotal
25-50-52-00267  FLEET SERVICE - RINK

06/28/2024R&R  R&R SPECIALTIES OF WISCONSIN, INC.60437 20240733 407.2058299

$407.2025-50-52-00267  FLEET SERVICE - RINK Subtotal
25-50-52-00296  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER - GRC

06/14/2024ALLTYPES  ALL TYPES ELEVATORS, INC.60322 20240695 192.0058186
06/28/2024METAL  METALMASTER ROOFMASTER INC.60433 20240752 495.0058295
06/28/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60442 20240744 580.0058308
06/28/2024ALADEC  ALARM DETECTION SYSTEMS, INC.60463 20240789 199.0058260

$1,466.0025-50-52-00296  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER - GRC Subtotal
25-50-52-00300  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER-POOL

06/14/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60365 20240645 2,026.1258216
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$2,026.1225-50-52-00300  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER-POOL Subtotal
25-50-52-00301  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER - RINK

06/28/2024CMCNEPTUN  CMC NEPTUNE LLC60417 20240757 1,080.0058273
06/28/2024METAL  METALMASTER ROOFMASTER INC.60433 20240752 619.0058295
06/28/2024STEFL  TIM STEFL INC.60442 20240744 435.0058308

$2,134.0025-50-52-00301  CONTRACTUAL SERVICES- OTHER - RINK Subtotal
25-50-52-00411  EQUIPMENT-MAINTENANCE - POOL

06/07/2024AQUA  AQUA PURE ENTERPRISES, INC60292 20240580 805.9658133

$805.9625-50-52-00411  EQUIPMENT-MAINTENANCE - POOL Subtotal
25-50-52-00416  POOL EQUIPMENT RENTAL

06/07/2024OLEARYS  O'LEARY'S CONTRACTORS EQUIPMENT &60276 20240585 1,187.9358166

$1,187.9325-50-52-00416  POOL EQUIPMENT RENTAL Subtotal
25-50-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 8.8858124

$8.8825-50-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
25-50-53-00301  UNIFORMS

06/07/2024ULINE  ULINE INC60288 20240599 256.5558180

$256.5525-50-53-00301  UNIFORMS Subtotal
25-50-53-00312  SUPPLIES-CLEANING & HOUSEHOLD - POO

06/07/2024BRADYINDU  BRADY INDUSTRIES OF ILLINOIS LLC60248 20240582 901.9058137
06/07/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60261 20240616 183.1858150
06/07/2024ULINE  ULINE INC60289 20240600 335.2158180
06/07/2024BRADYINDU  BRADY INDUSTRIES OF ILLINOIS LLC60294 20240638 190.1858137
06/28/2024CASELOTS  CASE LOTS INCORPORATED60414 20240765 658.2558270
06/28/2024ULINE  ULINE INC60448 20240754 302.8558313
06/28/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60464 20240785 221.1658283

$2,792.7325-50-53-00312  SUPPLIES-CLEANING & HOUSEHOLD - POO Subtotal
25-50-53-00314  SUPPLIES- BUILDING MATERIALS - POOL

06/07/2024ARROW  ARROW LOCKSMITH SERVICE60246 20240584 160.0058134
06/07/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60260 20240577 468.6158150
06/07/2024ULINE  ULINE INC60300 20240639 287.9258180
06/14/2024BRADYINDU  BRADY INDUSTRIES OF ILLINOIS LLC60326 20240666 15.0058190
06/14/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60340 20240684 113.3158201
06/14/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60341 20240692 209.7858201
06/28/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60425 20240726 113.5958283

$1,368.2125-50-53-00314  SUPPLIES- BUILDING MATERIALS - POOL Subtotal
25-50-53-00315  SUPPLIES - CLEANING&HOUSEHOLD - RIN

06/07/2024BRADYINDU  BRADY INDUSTRIES OF ILLINOIS LLC60249 20240615 374.8358137
06/07/2024CASELOTS  CASE LOTS INCORPORATED60250 20240617 599.4358142
06/07/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60261 20240616 183.1858150
06/07/2024ULINE  ULINE INC60289 20240600 335.2158180
06/28/2024BRADYINDU  BRADY INDUSTRIES OF ILLINOIS LLC60413 20240727 93.0158268
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25-50-53-00315  SUPPLIES - CLEANING&HOUSEHOLD - RIN
06/28/2024CASELOTS  CASE LOTS INCORPORATED60414 20240765 658.2558270

$2,243.9125-50-53-00315  SUPPLIES - CLEANING&HOUSEHOLD - RIN Subtotal
25-50-53-00316  SUPPLIES - BUILDING MATERIALS - RIN

06/07/2024BECKER  BECKER ARENA PRODUCTS, INC.60247 20240598 390.4358136
06/14/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60340 20240684 113.3058201
06/14/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60341 20240692 209.7758201
06/28/2024GRAINGER  GRAINGER, INC.60425 20240726 113.5958283

$827.0925-50-53-00316  SUPPLIES - BUILDING MATERIALS - RIN Subtotal
25-50-53-00335  FUELS AND LUBRICANTS

06/28/2024FERRELL  FERRELLGAS60465 20240782 313.8458279

$313.8425-50-53-00335  FUELS AND LUBRICANTS Subtotal
25-50-53-00340  POOL CHEMICALS

06/28/2024AQUA  AQUA PURE ENTERPRISES, INC60408 20240443 7,553.5558263
06/28/2024AQUA  AQUA PURE ENTERPRISES, INC60409 20240755 86.8458263
06/28/2024HALOGEN  HALOGEN SUPPLY COMPANY INC60426 20240441 81.9058284

$7,722.2925-50-53-00340  POOL CHEMICALS Subtotal
25-50-53-00501  EQUIPMENT-OTHER - POOL

06/07/2024RECR  RECREONICS INC.60281 20240372 3,022.1558172
06/07/2024RECR  RECREONICS INC.60282 20240380 2,494.5058172
06/07/2024HALOGEN  HALOGEN SUPPLY COMPANY INC60297 20240637 995.6358152

$6,512.2825-50-53-00501  EQUIPMENT-OTHER - POOL Subtotal
25-50-58-00801  REHM ELECTRICITY

06/14/2024COMED  COMED60332 20230137 3,564.4958193

$3,564.4925-50-58-00801  REHM ELECTRICITY Subtotal
25-50-58-00803  GYMNASTICS ELECTRICITY

06/14/2024COMED  COMED60331 20230130 2,721.2758193

$2,721.2725-50-58-00803  GYMNASTICS ELECTRICITY Subtotal
25-50-58-00811  REHM NATURAL GAS

06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60353 20230095 996.8558209
06/21/2024CNE  CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY - GAS DIVISION60382 20230125 1,165.3158232

$2,162.1625-50-58-00811  REHM NATURAL GAS Subtotal
25-50-58-00812  RIDGELAND NATURAL GAS

06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60357 20230131 5,860.9258209

$5,860.9225-50-58-00812  RIDGELAND NATURAL GAS Subtotal
25-50-58-00813  GYMNASTICS NATURAL GAS

06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60356 20230132 254.2758209

$254.2725-50-58-00813  GYMNASTICS NATURAL GAS Subtotal

$94,550.06Fund  25  Subtotal
50 INSURANCE FUND
50-00-21-20112  LIFE INSURANCE 125 K
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals

Park District Of Oak ParkAP ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION BY ACCOUNT

PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number

Voucher 
Number

PO 
Number

Pay Date/
Check Date Amount ($)

Check
NumberVendor

50-00-21-20112  LIFE INSURANCE 125 K
06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 1,331.2058244

$1,331.2050-00-21-20112  LIFE INSURANCE 125 K Subtotal
50-00-45-14505  MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 -1,204.2358244

-$1,204.2350-00-45-14505  MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE Subtotal
50-00-55-00550  HEALTH INSURANCE - PPO

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 169.6258244
06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 67,196.1058244

$67,365.7250-00-55-00550  HEALTH INSURANCE - PPO Subtotal
50-00-55-00551  HEALTH INSURANCE - HMO

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 14,539.0958244

$14,539.0950-00-55-00551  HEALTH INSURANCE - HMO Subtotal
50-00-55-00552  LIFE INSURANCE

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 318.4158244

$318.4150-00-55-00552  LIFE INSURANCE Subtotal
50-00-55-00553  DENTAL INSURANCE

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 3,476.2658244

$3,476.2650-00-55-00553  DENTAL INSURANCE Subtotal
50-00-55-00554  EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 155.5558244

$155.5550-00-55-00554  EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM Subtotal
50-00-55-00557  VISION INSURANCE

06/21/2024PDRMA  PDRMA60406 1,025.5658244

$1,025.5650-00-55-00557  VISION INSURANCE Subtotal

$87,007.56Fund  50  Subtotal
70 CAPITAL PROJECTS
70-00-72-70330  PROPERTY REPAIRS AND REHAB

06/28/2024TERR  TERRA ENGINEERING LTD.60445 20240748 464.0058310

$464.0070-00-72-70330  PROPERTY REPAIRS AND REHAB Subtotal
70-00-72-70380  TECHNOLOGY IMPROVEMENTS

06/28/2024JOHNSON  JOHNSON CONTROLS, INC. YORK INTERN60461 20240710 6,712.0158287

$6,712.0170-00-72-70380  TECHNOLOGY IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal
70-11-72-70100  ANDERSEN SITE PLAN

06/07/2024PLANNING  PLANNING RESOURCES, INC.60316 20240672 920.0058169
06/07/2024PLANNING  PLANNING RESOURCES, INC.60318 20240676 2,220.0058169

$3,140.0070-11-72-70100  ANDERSEN SITE PLAN Subtotal
70-12-72-70250  BARRIE PARK IMPROVEMENTS

06/14/2024PERMASEAL  PERMA SEAL BASEMENT SYSTEMS60360 20240687 2,536.7858211

$2,536.7870-12-72-70250  BARRIE PARK IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal
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Open & Paid Vouchers
Check Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024; Pay Dates 06/01/2024 To 06/30/2024 FY 2024

Check Run 0 To 2147483647
Both Accruals And Non Accruals
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PO Number 0 To 2147483647; PO Refr Number 0 To 2147483647 R = Reference PO Number
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PO 
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Check
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70-16-72-70100  LONGFELLOW SITE PLAN
06/07/2024PLANNING  PLANNING RESOURCES, INC.60317 20240675 1,790.0058169

$1,790.0070-16-72-70100  LONGFELLOW SITE PLAN Subtotal
70-20-72-70150  REHM MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS

06/07/2024PERKINS  PERKINS & WILL, INC.60315 20240678 4,835.0058167
06/28/2024PERKINS  PERKINS & WILL, INC.60476 20240794 27,750.0058297

$32,585.0070-20-72-70150  REHM MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal
70-72-72-70250  LINDBERG PARK IMPROVEMENTS

06/28/2024USTENNISC  U.S. TENNIS COURT CONSTRUCTION C60449 20240759 28,215.3458314

$28,215.3470-72-72-70250  LINDBERG PARK IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal
70-79-72-70150  CRC MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS

06/07/2024KS STATEB  KS STATEBANK60314 20240674 1,180.0058156
06/14/2024FIRSTEAGL  FIRST EAGLE BANK60337 20240712 3,614.6758199

$4,794.6770-79-72-70150  CRC MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS Subtotal

$80,237.80Fund  70  Subtotal
85 CHENEY MANSION
85-00-52-00260  CHENEY PROPERTY REPAIR

06/28/2024ARTISTICO  ARTISTIC OUTDOOR LIGHTING60412 20240743 389.0058266

$389.0085-00-52-00260  CHENEY PROPERTY REPAIR Subtotal
85-00-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 738.1458124

$738.1485-00-52-00650  BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
85-00-58-00800  ELECTRICITY

06/14/2024COMED  COMED60329 20230089 51.1558193
06/28/2024COMED  COMED60419 20230129 1,165.7958275

$1,216.9485-00-58-00800  ELECTRICITY Subtotal
85-00-58-00810  NATURAL GAS

06/14/2024NICOR  NICOR GAS60359 20230140 135.2558209

$135.2585-00-58-00810  NATURAL GAS Subtotal
85-21-52-00650  PH BANK SERVICE CHARGE

06/03/2024CARDCONN  CARD CONNECT60243 548.7658124

$548.7685-21-52-00650  PH BANK SERVICE CHARGE Subtotal
85-21-52-11185  PH ADULT PROGRAMS

06/07/2024SYMPHONY  SYMPHONY OF OAK PARK RIVER FORE60302 20240663 180.0058177
06/07/2024ZEEMAN  TERRY ZEEMAN60304 20240662 200.0058182
06/21/2024RALEIGHLM  MARCIA LAUTANEN-RALEIGH60393 20240734 450.0058243

$830.0085-21-52-11185  PH ADULT PROGRAMS Subtotal

$3,858.09Fund  85  Subtotal
99 MEMORIAL TRUST
99-20-53-00320  MISCELLANEOUS SUPPLIES

06/14/2024BRON  BRONZE MEMORIAL COMPANY INC.60327 20240702 722.0058191
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Open & Paid Vouchers
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$722.0099-20-53-00320  MISCELLANEOUS SUPPLIES Subtotal

$722.00Fund  99  Subtotal
$778,983.01GRAND TOTAL
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Merchant Name Date FUND DEPT FUNC ACC Amount
PELICAN DATA PLAN 22-05-24 10 0 52 204 182.63$      
ZOOM.US 888-799-9666 28-05-24 10 0 52 204 74.95$        
FIREWALLS.COM INC. 22-05-24 10 0 52 204 3,422.91$   
ADOBE  *ADOBE 30-05-24 10 0 52 204 680.92$      
ADOBE  *ADOBE 23-05-24 10 0 52 204 5.76$          
VERIZON*CONNECT 30-05-24 10 0 52 204 437.00$      
IN *SENSOURCE, INC. 30-05-24 10 0 52 204 400.00$      
ACTIVITY MESSENGER 28-05-24 10 0 52 204 149.00$      
AMAZON RETAI* 05062024 12-05-24 10 0 53 300 209.34$      
AMZN MKTP US*PL6W26P03 12-05-24 10 0 53 300 66.08$        
AMZN MKTP US*R18PS1YH1 17-05-24 10 0 53 300 13.99$        
AMZN MKTP US*5399J8WU3 11-05-24 10 0 53 300 48.59$        
AMZN MKTP US*YP35X3C93 31-05-24 10 0 53 300 69.96$        
AMZN MKTP US*RM9EL5L93 31-05-24 10 0 53 405 439.45$      
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 29-05-24 10 0 53 405 1,790.00$   
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 29-05-24 10 0 53 405 320.00$      
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 23-05-24 10 0 53 405 95.00$        
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 23-05-24 10 0 53 405 925.00$      
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 20-05-24 10 0 53 405 1,260.00$   
AMAZON.COM*IS2PM0VC3 09-05-24 10 0 53 405 22.96$        
IN *NOVENTECH, INC. 07-05-24 10 0 53 405 552.50$      
AMZN MKTP US*P72IF5AA3 21-05-24 10 0 53 405 34.87$        
AMZN MKTP US*OK34N1453 31-05-24 10 0 53 405 17.90$        
AMZN MKTP US*CB3W77NR3 20-05-24 10 0 53 405 35.99$        
AMZN MKTP US*T29G35HF3 18-05-24 10 0 53 405 94.98$        
NRPA OPERATING 13-05-24 10 0 56 605 521.00$      
SOUTHWEST AIRLINES 20-05-24 10 0 56 605 333.96$      
NRPA OPERATING 20-05-24 10 0 56 605 695.00$      
SKILLPATH / NATIONAL 29-05-24 10 0 56 605 349.00$      
SKILLPATH / NATIONAL 07-05-24 10 0 56 605 358.00$      
NRPA OPERATING 15-05-24 10 0 56 605 695.00$      
CHICAGO SHRM 31-05-24 10 0 56 610 150.00$      
BEYOND CATERING & EVEN 17-05-24 10 0 56 620 20.00$        
BEYOND CATERING & EVEN 16-05-24 10 0 56 620 20.00$        
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 15-05-24 10 0 56 620 127.21$      
BEYOND CATERING & EVEN 15-05-24 10 0 56 620 600.00$      
BEYOND CATERING & EVEN 14-05-24 10 0 56 620 332.50$      
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 14-05-24 10 0 56 620 172.10$      
CHICAGO TRIB SUBSCRIPT 28-05-24 10 0 56 621 27.72$        
TLF*GARLAND FLOWERS 24-05-24 10 0 56 622 86.50$        
NRPA OPERATING 15-05-24 10 0 56 622 2,780.00$   
COMCAST BUSINESS 26-05-24 10 0 58 820 8,309.43$   
HUNTINGTON BANK 10-05-24 10 35 52 650 25.00$        
AMZN MKTP US*TJ51M61O3 02-06-24 10 35 53 313 51.34$        
KENNICOTT BROTHERS 09-05-24 10 35 53 320 171.99$      
HOBBY-LOBBY #919 07-05-24 10 35 53 320 44.95$        
AMZN MKTP US*C56YU0NS3 07-05-24 10 35 53 320 47.95$        
AMAZON.COM*5A7576E73 02-06-24 10 35 53 330 37.08$        
AMAZON RET* 112-542832 21-05-24 10 35 53 330 71.49$        
SQ *BLACKOUT BAKING CO 10-05-24 10 35 53 11100 23.10$        



GOODWILL RETAIL #159 09-05-24 10 35 53 11100 17.92$        
KENNICOTT BROTHERS 06-05-24 10 35 53 11100 134.63$      
SQ *BLACKOUT BAKING CO 06-05-24 10 35 53 11100 30.25$        
GOODWILL RETAIL #159 06-05-24 10 35 53 11100 67.22$        
PAYPAL *BLACKOUTBAK 03-05-24 10 35 53 11100 72.00$        
FIVE BELOW 709 31-05-24 10 35 53 14400 11.90$        
DOLLARTREE 20-05-24 10 35 53 14400 51.25$        
BIRDTOYPARTS.COM 13-05-24 10 35 53 14400 230.87$      
DOLLARTREE 10-05-24 10 35 53 14400 12.50$        
PROCTORU INC. 07-05-24 10 35 56 610 12.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 35 58 830 495.04$      
AMAZON.COM*VS74I5613 26-05-24 10 50 52 280 274.60$      
AMZN MKTP US*PV6HI72T3 22-05-24 10 50 52 280 130.96$      
AMZN MKTP US*ET0DP4ZZ3 21-05-24 10 50 52 280 67.20$        
AMAZON.COM*XT04X9NF3 22-05-24 10 50 52 280 292.45$      
AMZN MKTP US*I83IQ82O3 21-05-24 10 50 52 280 327.16$      
B2B PRIME*S460F02G3 18-05-24 10 50 52 280 179.00$      
MEDIFY AIR 18-05-24 10 50 52 280 87.30$        
SHARPS ASSURE 14-05-24 10 50 52 280 62.51$        
SHARPS ASSURE 08-05-24 10 50 52 280 60.01$        
AMZN MKTP US*PX1BQ5PL3 07-05-24 10 50 53 301 31.00$        
MENARDS.COM 29-05-24 10 50 53 310 128.80$      
HOMEDEPOT.COM 23-05-24 10 50 53 310 349.56$      
AMZN MKTP US*AR79I0Y33 12-05-24 10 50 53 310 195.48$      
HOMEDEPOT.COM 05-05-24 10 50 53 310 22.61$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 03-05-24 10 50 53 310 196.75$      
GREENHOUSE MEGASTORE 17-05-24 10 50 53 310 145.80$      
COUNTRYSIDE NURSERY AN 26-05-24 10 50 53 310 106.89$      
LOWES #00907* 23-05-24 10 50 53 310 65.98$        
LOWES #00907* 22-05-24 10 50 53 310 410.24$      
AMZN MKTP US*8V8BN50E3 19-05-24 10 50 53 310 427.61$      
WAYPOINT ANALYTICAL - 31-05-24 10 50 53 310 35.00$        
JC LICHT - 1286 - BERW 30-05-24 10 50 53 310 15.99$        
AMZN MKTP US*322XO8OF3 25-05-24 10 50 53 310 37.75$        
AMZN MKTP US*BW9969CF3 09-05-24 10 50 53 310 28.03$        
HD SUPPLY FACILITIES 30-05-24 10 50 53 311 265.98$      
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 09-05-24 10 50 53 311 103.37$      
SOUTHSIDE CONTROL SUPP 13-05-24 10 50 53 311 164.38$      
AMZN MKTP US*LI2T97XG3 30-05-24 10 50 53 313 17.98$        
KULLY SUPPLY 21-05-24 10 50 53 313 613.47$      
SUPPLYHOUSE.COM 14-05-24 10 50 53 313 189.28$      
GRAINGER 09-05-24 10 50 53 313 3.39$          
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 08-05-24 10 50 53 313 71.23$        
AMZN MKTP US*3B8IM8P93 08-05-24 10 50 53 313 33.64$        
GRAINGER 07-05-24 10 50 53 313 129.53$      
AMZN MKTP US*QB1Y53AL3 07-05-24 10 50 53 313 15.18$        
ARROW LOCKSMITH 31-05-24 10 50 53 313 71.00$        
ARROW LOCKSMITH 29-05-24 10 50 53 313 161.00$      
GEM ELECTRIC SUPPLY W 24-05-24 10 50 53 313 27.35$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1901 24-05-24 10 50 53 313 77.75$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 21-05-24 10 50 53 313 396.88$      



BATTERIES PLUS #0891 20-05-24 10 50 53 313 42.98$        
SCHAUER HARDWARE 3357 16-05-24 10 50 53 313 81.36$        
GEM ELECTRIC SUPPLY W 16-05-24 10 50 53 313 176.85$      
SCHAUER HARDWARE 3357 15-05-24 10 50 53 313 12.13$        
ROYAL PIPE & SUPPLY 15-05-24 10 50 53 313 209.46$      
ELMWOOD SUPPLY CO INC 14-05-24 10 50 53 313 33.13$        
SCHAUER HARDWARE 3357 09-05-24 10 50 53 313 16.90$        
SCHAUER HARDWARE 3357 08-05-24 10 50 53 313 12.58$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 07-05-24 10 50 53 313 22.34$        
ARROW LOCKSMITH 08-05-24 10 50 53 313 150.00$      
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 05-05-24 10 50 53 313 52.34$        
SCHAUER HARDWARE 3357 02-05-24 10 50 53 313 29.82$        
SHERWIN WILLIAMS 70178 30-05-24 10 50 53 313 56.99$        
LOWES #00907* 29-05-24 10 50 53 313 21.56$        
LOWES #01845* 14-05-24 10 50 53 313 164.00$      
AMZN MKTP US*RP4TZ66S3 12-05-24 10 50 53 313 270.02$      
SHERWIN WILLIAMS 70178 30-05-24 10 50 53 313 89.71$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 24-05-24 10 50 53 313 223.10$      
SHERWIN WILLIAMS 70178 23-05-24 10 50 53 313 86.11$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1903 16-05-24 10 50 53 313 171.94$      
SHERWIN WILLIAMS 70178 07-05-24 10 50 53 313 294.90$      
SHERWIN WILLIAMS 70178 07-05-24 10 50 53 313 80.47$        
AMZN MKTP US*QG91U4R73 23-05-24 10 50 53 410 149.97$      
AMZN MKTP US*LV0MU6QZ3 20-05-24 10 50 56 600 109.87$      
IPRA* IL 20-05-24 10 50 56 605 300.00$      
NRPA OPERATING 13-05-24 10 50 56 605 521.00$      
72763-1 K FULTON 09-05-24 10 50 56 615 17.00$        
COMCAST CHICAGO 03-06-24 10 50 58 820 164.90$      
COMCAST CHICAGO 20-05-24 10 50 58 820 205.85$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 45.12$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 27.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 115.42$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 143.54$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 73.24$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 101.36$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 31.50$        



VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 59.18$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 59.18$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 45.12$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 101.36$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 11.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 10 50 58 830 31.06$        

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 10 39,431.13$ 

SQ *GOPRINTZ BIOMETRIC 29-05-24 16 0 52 514 45.00$        
AMZN MKTP US 30-05-24 16 0 53 350 (67.20)$       
AMZN MKTP US*HV8F06OZ3 25-05-24 16 0 53 350 77.28$        
AMZN MKTP US*MX9GD6UN3 23-05-24 16 0 53 350 228.52$      
AMZN MKTP US*183JS6033 23-05-24 16 0 53 350 39.99$        
AMZN MKTP US*BV4KM7XY3 10-05-24 16 0 53 350 372.49$      
AMZN MKTP US*MX5J62NF3 04-05-24 16 0 53 350 18.98$        

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 16 715.06$      

OPRF CHAMBER 15-05-24 20 0 56 605 45.00$        
TWILIO INC 19-05-24 20 0 58 820 499.26$      
COMCAST CHICAGO 18-05-24 20 0 58 820 266.89$      
UBERFLIP 01-06-24 20 5 52 209 19.95$        
SQ *SIGN EXPRESS / FEL 31-05-24 20 5 52 209 (22.95)$       
SQ *SIGN EXPRESS / FEL 30-05-24 20 5 52 209 22.95$        
SQ *SIGN EXPRESS / FEL 20-05-24 20 5 52 209 22.95$        
JEWEL OSCO 3223 20-05-24 20 5 56 222 59.94$        
4IMPRINT, INC 21-05-24 20 5 56 222 2,223.40$   
SQ *SIGN EXPRESS / FEL 20-05-24 20 5 56 222 160.95$      
FACEBK* 6TYFB4QAR2 16-05-24 20 5 56 222 66.37$        
4IMPRINT, INC 14-05-24 20 5 56 222 850.02$      
AMZN MKTP US*YH6OJ89P3 12-05-24 20 5 56 222 48.33$        
AMZN MKTP US 09-05-24 20 5 56 222 (13.99)$       
FACEBK* 2QYKX48AR2 08-05-24 20 5 56 222 175.00$      
FACEBK* V2MH454BR2 03-05-24 20 5 56 222 125.00$      
JEWEL OSCO 0288 21-05-24 20 5 56 222 14.20$        
COOLPLUGIN* O #24090 21-05-24 20 5 56 222 59.00$        
GOOGLE ADS6942152998 01-06-24 20 5 56 225 67.20$        
GOOGLE ADS6942152998 14-05-24 20 5 56 225 50.00$        
GOOGLE ADS6942152998 10-05-24 20 5 56 225 10.00$        
NRPA OPERATING 13-05-24 20 5 56 605 695.00$      
LES MILLS US TRADING 08-05-24 20 25 52 13050 326.00$      
CHICAGO SKY 01-06-24 20 26 52 13860 766.08$      
TARGET        00024901 30-05-24 20 26 53 13860 46.98$        
FIVE BELOW 7045 30-05-24 20 26 53 13860 35.00$        
TARGET        00020818 30-05-24 20 26 53 13860 104.95$      
WM SUPERCENTER #2204 29-05-24 20 26 53 13860 335.31$      
QUICKSCORES 29-05-24 20 27 52 13640 126.00$      



QUICKSCORES 29-05-24 20 27 52 13660 126.00$      
AMZN MKTP US*GA1EX3A03 27-05-24 20 28 53 13428 63.76$        
AMZN MKTP US*WN3C16553 27-05-24 20 28 53 13428 36.93$        
AMZN MKTP US*NA5US1GZ3 24-05-24 20 28 53 13428 18.43$        
AMZN MKTP US*B57257YR3 25-05-24 20 28 53 13428 29.21$        
AMZN MKTP US*0D8DG2EQ3 12-05-24 20 28 53 13428 53.92$        
AMAZON.COM*ZW2L24DV3 12-05-24 20 28 53 13428 140.64$      
AMZN MKTP US*I31PE9RN3 06-05-24 20 28 53 13428 134.99$      
NO 1 CHOP SUEY 30-05-24 20 28 53 13450 133.05$      
COMCAST CHICAGO 24-05-24 20 28 58 820 601.89$      
COMCAST CHICAGO 24-05-24 20 28 58 820 215.82$      
COMCAST CHICAGO 12-05-24 20 28 58 820 172.90$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 20 28 58 830 295.26$      
MODERN OFFICE 17-05-24 20 51 53 300 368.00$      
AMZN MKTP US*ZB6RZ9KI3 17-05-24 20 51 53 300 8.99$          
SWANK MOTION PICTURES 09-05-24 20 61 52 12010 520.00$      
AMZN MKTP US*HH3IY1VF3 30-05-24 20 61 53 12010 228.96$      
AMAZON MAR* 114-639934 26-05-24 20 61 53 12030 14.14$        
AMAZON MAR* 114-639934 16-05-24 20 61 53 12030 57.70$        
AMAZON MAR* 114-639934 16-05-24 20 61 53 12030 524.42$      
HUNTINGTON BANK 24-05-24 20 61 53 12040 25.00$        
JEWEL OSCO 0288 31-05-24 20 61 53 12040 52.52$        
ZSK*CE ENCHANTED CSTL 17-05-24 20 61 53 12040 84.46$        
ZSK*CE ENCHANTED CSTL 17-05-24 20 61 53 12040 84.46$        
SALERNOS PIZZA ROOSEVE 29-05-24 20 61 53 12040 118.40$      
TARGET        00027813 21-05-24 20 61 53 12040 19.95$        
SALERNOS PIZZA ROOSEVE 24-05-24 20 61 53 12040 72.97$        
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 24-05-24 20 61 53 12040 41.76$        
DOLLAR TREE 03-05-24 20 61 53 12040 5.10$          
TARGET.COM  * 17-05-24 20 61 53 12040 23.99$        
TARGET.COM  * 09-05-24 20 61 53 12040 49.00$        
COSTCO DELIVERY 580 06-05-24 20 61 53 12040 2,125.00$   
TARGET        00008375 31-05-24 20 61 53 12040 30.00$        
AMAZON.COM*ZR9644KG3 22-05-24 20 61 53 12040 19.69$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 29-05-24 20 61 53 12040 50.23$        
DOLLARTREE 29-05-24 20 61 53 12040 13.00$        
TARGET        00020818 28-05-24 20 61 53 12040 63.51$        
AMZN MKTP US*M33XT65N3 25-05-24 20 61 53 12040 39.98$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 16-05-24 20 61 53 12040 18.96$        
AMZN MKTP US*SJ6TP7PV3 16-05-24 20 61 53 12040 67.98$        
Hunting Bank 31-05-24 20 61 53 12040 25.00$        
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 31-05-24 20 61 53 12040 12.57$        
AMZN MKTP US*CG6GX1AX3 25-05-24 20 61 53 12040 41.91$        
AMZN MKTP US*FO6UA02V3 22-05-24 20 61 53 12040 6.99$          
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 20-05-24 20 61 53 12040 43.23$        
AMZN MKTP US*HY6PR0AN3 09-05-24 20 61 53 12040 127.08$      
HUNTINGTON BANK 28-05-24 20 61 53 12040 25.00$        
HUNTINGTON BANK 03-06-24 20 61 53 12040 25.00$        
TARGET        00020818 11-05-24 20 61 53 12040 62.46$        
TARGET.COM  * 21-05-24 20 61 53 12040 18.99$        
TARGET.COM  * 21-05-24 20 61 53 12040 3.99$          



TARGET.COM  * 21-05-24 20 61 53 12040 40.99$        
TARGET.COM  * 20-05-24 20 61 53 12040 56.93$        
TARGET.COM  * 20-05-24 20 61 53 12040 15.99$        
WALMART.COM 03-05-24 20 61 53 12050 38.92$        
PLAYSTATION NETWORK 01-06-24 20 61 53 12060 88.19$        
AMZN MKTP US*VZ5N85FV3 28-05-24 20 61 53 12060 2.30$          
WALGREENS #11760 23-05-24 20 61 53 12060 8.98$          
MICHAELS #9490 22-05-24 20 61 53 12060 31.98$        
TARGET        00008375 21-05-24 20 61 53 12060 26.03$        
SALERNOS PIZZA ROOSEVE 18-05-24 20 61 53 12060 116.55$      
CSP*ESCAPE THE ROOM OA 18-05-24 20 61 53 12060 21.33$        
TARGET        00032706 18-05-24 20 61 53 12060 18.57$        
CSP*ESCAPE THE ROOM OA 15-05-24 20 61 53 12060 394.64$      
SAFE SITTER INC 09-05-24 20 61 53 12060 297.00$      
MICROSOFT*ULTIMATE 1 M 08-05-24 20 61 53 12060 18.69$        
PARTY CITY 5207 04-05-24 20 61 53 12060 61.00$        
EXXON OREGON SALES & S 25-05-24 20 61 53 12350 20.00$        
EXXON OREGON SALES & S 25-05-24 20 61 53 12350 60.00$        
ARCHERY CUSTOM SHOP 02-05-24 20 61 53 12350 600.00$      
ACORN NATURALISTS 23-05-24 20 61 53 12360 234.63$      
AMZN MKTP US*6E3IF3123 11-05-24 20 61 53 12360 34.38$        
AMZN MKTP US*RH8RN9GM3 08-05-24 20 61 53 12360 160.18$      
AMZN MKTP US*5L5N403E3 06-05-24 20 61 53 12360 76.70$        
HUNTINGTON BANK 31-05-24 20 62 52 650 25.00$        
HUNTINGTON BANK 26-05-24 20 62 52 650 25.00$        
HUNTINGTON BANK 26-05-24 20 62 52 650 25.00$        
TARGET        00008375 30-05-24 20 62 53 12390 22.51$        
AMZN MKTP US*GZ7376T23 02-06-24 20 62 53 12390 38.68$        
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 02-06-24 20 62 53 12390 377.13$      
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 31-05-24 20 62 53 12390 125.89$      
AMZN MKTP US*WF5L50VD3 28-05-24 20 62 53 12390 121.67$      
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 27-05-24 20 62 53 12390 70.05$        
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 26-05-24 20 62 53 12390 202.35$      
RIO GRANDE INC 15-05-24 20 62 53 12390 275.45$      
AMZN MKTP US*D740R5XB3 09-05-24 20 62 53 12390 236.30$      
MICHAELS #9490 08-05-24 20 62 53 12390 51.36$        
AMZN MKTP US*ZV0X542K3 09-05-24 20 62 53 12390 122.28$      
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 09-05-24 20 62 53 12390 159.20$      
DBC*BLICK ART MATERIAL 04-05-24 20 62 53 12390 174.69$      
AMZN MKTP US*O54T582I3 03-05-24 20 62 53 12390 29.54$        
LOU MALNATIS PIZZERIA 08-05-24 20 62 53 12600 263.17$      
AMZN MKTP US*SL88U1FN3 04-05-24 20 62 53 12600 96.93$        
AMZN MKTP US*OX0X83B73 22-05-24 20 62 53 12610 25.98$        
WEISSMAN'S THEATRICAL 16-05-24 20 62 53 12610 43.23$        
AMAZON.COM*1R9RD7Q13 17-05-24 20 62 53 12610 11.03$        
WEISSMAN'S THEATRICAL 13-05-24 20 62 53 12610 70.79$        
AMZN MKTP US*R76HC1MJ3 04-05-24 20 62 53 12610 89.94$        
HUNTINGTON BANK 03-06-24 20 63 52 650 25.00$        
TARGET        00024901 19-05-24 20 63 53 12700 59.50$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 23-05-24 20 63 53 12700 7.99$          
JEWEL OSCO 3236 21-05-24 20 63 53 12700 15.98$        



DOLLARTREE 07-05-24 20 63 53 12700 2.50$          
TARGET        00019240 21-05-24 20 63 53 12700 22.56$        
JEWEL OSCO 3349 09-05-24 20 63 53 12700 55.89$        
DD/BR #336492 Q35 10-05-24 20 63 53 12700 80.26$        
SP FOAMDADDY 09-05-24 20 63 53 12700 242.26$      
DOLLARTREE 21-05-24 20 63 53 12700 21.00$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 20-05-24 20 63 53 12700 42.44$        
DOLLARTREE 21-05-24 20 63 53 12700 10.00$        
DOLLARTREE 16-05-24 20 63 53 12700 9.25$          
JEWEL OSCO 3223 15-05-24 20 63 53 12700 142.96$      
DOLLARTREE 16-05-24 20 63 53 12700 3.75$          
JEWEL OSCO 0288 13-05-24 20 63 53 12700 40.10$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 08-05-24 20 63 53 12700 45.93$        
AMZN MKTP US*V598R7TT3 10-05-24 20 63 53 12700 43.51$        
JEWEL OSCO 0288 06-05-24 20 63 53 12700 34.95$        
AMZN MKTP US*YV4X414G3 05-05-24 20 63 53 12700 37.82$        
JEWEL OSCO 3236 23-05-24 20 63 53 12740 11.54$        
CVS/PHARMACY #03163 21-05-24 20 63 53 12740 12.18$        

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 20 20,402.50$ 

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 21 0 58 830 241.96$      

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 21 241.96$      

COMCAST CHICAGO 03-06-24 25 0 58 820 285.13$      
AMZN MKTP US*XQ17V4QH3 31-05-24 25 19 53 318 69.24$        
AMZN MKTP US*V56F33773 27-05-24 25 19 53 318 103.33$      
AMZN MKTP US*E23J23MA3 24-05-24 25 19 53 318 29.95$        
AMZN MKTP US*H612152N3 22-05-24 25 19 53 318 8.48$          
AMZN MKTP US*WB6IF35H3 19-05-24 25 19 53 318 319.78$      
STARFISHAQU-F302E298T1 29-05-24 25 19 53 318 50.00$        
SCW FITNESS EDUCATION 25-05-24 25 19 53 318 359.00$      
STARFISHAQU-F302E209T1 21-05-24 25 19 53 318 50.00$        
STARFISHAQU-F302E220T1 21-05-24 25 19 53 318 200.00$      
TRADER JOE S #697 19-05-24 25 19 53 318 32.85$        
STARFISHAQU-F302E174T1 19-05-24 25 19 53 318 50.00$        
STARFISHAQU-F302E169T1 18-05-24 25 19 53 318 50.00$        
TRADER JOE S #697 18-05-24 25 19 53 318 35.06$        
UNLEASHED BRANDS 16-05-24 25 19 53 318 304.99$      
STARFISHAQU-F302E132T1 14-05-24 25 19 53 318 50.00$        
IN *STARFISH AQUATICS 14-05-24 25 19 53 318 1,859.00$   
STARFISHAQU-F302E130T1 14-05-24 25 19 53 318 1,350.00$   
TRADER JOE S #697 11-05-24 25 19 53 318 42.53$        
AMAZON MAR* 111-945040 03-05-24 25 19 53 11600 44.93$        
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 25-05-24 25 19 56 600 20.37$        
PARTY CITY 5207 04-05-24 25 20 52 11980 29.00$        
WEISSMAN'S THEATRICAL 07-05-24 25 20 53 11950 66.55$        
AMZN MKTP US*5399J8WU3 11-05-24 25 20 53 11965 51.15$        
SALERNOS PIZZA ROOSEVE 29-05-24 25 20 56 600 278.08$      
JEWEL OSCO 3349 29-05-24 25 20 56 600 22.98$        



AMZN MKTP US 10-05-24 25 20 56 646 (37.04)$       
IN *M AND M SPORTS SCE 31-05-24 25 24 53 100 250.00$      
GFS STORE #1941 22-05-24 25 24 53 100 39.48$        
AMZN MKTP US*0H5514JA3 08-05-24 25 24 53 11250 137.94$      
IN *M AND M SPORTS SCE 31-05-24 25 24 53 11270 488.55$      
DOLLARTREE 15-05-24 25 24 53 11270 41.25$        
TWISTED COOKIE 14-05-24 25 24 53 11270 31.20$        
JEWEL OSCO 3224 10-05-24 25 24 53 11270 170.97$      
GOOGLE *PLAY BOOKS 06-05-24 25 24 53 11270 45.00$        
IN *M AND M SPORTS SCE 31-05-24 25 24 53 11275 52.00$        
GFS STORE #1941 22-05-24 25 24 53 11360 39.47$        
SLICE*CUZZOSPASTAPIZZA 22-05-24 25 24 53 11360 49.35$        
IPRA* IL 22-05-24 25 24 56 610 265.00$      
PANDORA FOR BUSINESS B 24-05-24 25 50 52 300 28.95$        
THE LIFEGUARD STORE, I 22-05-24 25 50 52 301 106.45$      
MI-BOX MOVING AND MOBI 07-05-24 25 50 52 416 259.00$      
JACK'S RENTAL 15-05-24 25 50 52 416 91.80$        
THE HOME DEPOT #1901 21-05-24 25 50 53 312 295.21$      
AMZN MKTP US*MC97V64S3 25-05-24 25 50 53 314 119.56$      
AMZN MKTP US*UU2EO6UX3 20-05-24 25 50 53 314 188.00$      
THE WEBSTAURANT STORE 17-05-24 25 50 53 314 1,727.13$   
THE WEBSTAURANT STORE 17-05-24 25 50 53 314 230.56$      
HOMEDEPOT.COM 07-05-24 25 50 53 314 349.00$      
THE HOME DEPOT #1901 03-05-24 25 50 53 314 35.93$        
SQ *CAMERON ELECTRIC C 02-06-24 25 50 53 316 4,184.00$   
AMZN MKTP US*UU2EO6UX3 20-05-24 25 50 53 316 188.00$      
THE WEBSTAURANT STORE 17-05-24 25 50 53 316 230.56$      
AMAZON MAR* 114-835999 18-05-24 25 50 53 316 11.97$        
HOMEDEPOT.COM 15-05-24 25 50 53 316 349.00$      
MENARDS CHICAGO N & KO 31-05-24 25 50 53 316 22.35$        
AMZN MKTP US*GI4HF6IC3 17-05-24 25 50 53 316 42.91$        
CANVASPOP LLC 13-05-24 25 50 53 316 1,661.60$   
THE HOME DEPOT #1919 25-05-24 25 50 53 316 49.98$        
DOLLARTREE 01-06-24 25 50 53 317 7.50$          
DOLLARTREE 06-05-24 25 50 53 317 7.50$          
THE LIFEGUARD STORE, I 28-05-24 25 50 53 501 242.98$      
THE LIFEGUARD STORE, I 28-05-24 25 50 53 501 156.45$      
WALMART.COM 23-05-24 25 50 53 501 73.27$        
THE WEBSTAURANT STORE 13-05-24 25 50 53 501 256.42$      
SP MIDTOWNUMBRELLAS 03-05-24 25 50 53 501 883.94$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 25 50 58 831 31.06$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 25 50 58 831 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 25 50 58 832 17.00$        
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 25 50 58 832 766.68$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 25 50 58 833 115.42$      

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 25 20,082.75$ 

AMAZON.COM*IS2PM0VC3 09-05-24 50 0 56 600 17.97$        

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 50 17.97$        



SONOS INC. 10-05-24 85 0 52 260 609.88$      
SONOS INC. 10-05-24 85 0 52 260 59.99$        
SPOTIFY USA 02-06-24 85 0 52 299 16.99$        
SOCIAL TABLES PRO 23-05-24 85 0 52 299 199.00$      
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 14-05-24 85 0 52 11185 26.06$        
SP CANDYCOPIA 29-05-24 85 0 52 11185 271.40$      
CATERED BY DESIGN 08-05-24 85 0 52 12020 1,405.30$   
TARGET        00020818 24-05-24 85 0 53 311 50.75$        
LOWES #01845* 15-05-24 85 0 53 311 77.75$        
TARGET        00008375 08-05-24 85 0 53 313 83.05$        
AMZN MKTP US*QT3265FP3 30-05-24 85 0 53 11185 40.18$        
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 19-05-24 85 0 53 11185 62.20$        
GFS STORE #1941 15-05-24 85 0 53 11185 106.89$      
SQ *ANFORA WINE MERCHA 09-05-24 85 0 53 11185 88.58$        
AMAZON.COM*XE4957HA3 30-05-24 85 0 53 12020 50.17$        
TARGET        00008375 08-05-24 85 0 53 12020 83.06$        
NRPA OPERATING 13-05-24 85 0 56 605 695.00$      
VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 11-05-24 85 0 58 830 53.18$        
CUCINA PARADISO 03-05-24 85 21 52 11185 300.00$      
WPY*TRUE CUISINE CATER 08-05-24 85 21 52 12020 946.20$      
LOWES #01845* 15-05-24 85 21 53 311 77.75$        
LOWES #01845* 25-05-24 85 21 53 313 (53.88)$       
PETE S FRESH MARKET #1 19-05-24 85 21 53 11185 62.19$        
GFS STORE #1941 15-05-24 85 21 53 11185 106.89$      
PARTY CITY 5207 08-05-24 85 21 53 12020 123.70$      
DOLLAR TREE 08-05-24 85 21 53 12020 15.00$        

SUBTOTAL FOR FUND 85 5,557.28$   



P card Expenses Other Expenditure
Corporate Fund 39,431.13$ 256,415.90$
IMRF Fund $ $
Liability Fund 715.06$ 16,117.00$
Audit Fund $ 2,000.00$
Recreation Fund 20,402.50$ 133,269.53$
Museum Fund 241.96$ 352.82$
Special Recreation Fund $ 104,452.25$
Special Facilities Fund 20,082.75$ 94,550.06$
Insurance Fund 17.97$ 87,007.56$
Capital Projects $ 80,237.80$
Cheney Mansion Fund 5,557.28$ 3,858.09$
Memorial Trust $ 722.00$

Subtotals 86,448.65$ 778,983.01$

Total 865,431.66$

To the Executive Director, 

The Payment of the above listed accounts has been approved by the Board 
of Commissioners at their meeting held July 25, 2024 

 And you are hereby authorized to pay them from the appropriate funds. 

_________________________ ______________________ 
(Treasurer) (Secretary) 

Commissioner 
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Park District of Oak Park 
Committee of the Whole Meeting 

John Hedges Administrative Center 
218 Madison Street 

Oak Park, Illinois 60302 
 

Thursday, June 6, 2024 
 

Minutes 
 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30pm. 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
Present: Commissioners Lentz (arrived at 7:32pm), Wick, Wollmuth, Worley-Hood, and 
President Porreca 
 
Park District Staff Present: Mitch Bowlin, Director of Finance; Chris Lindgren, Superintendent 
of Parks & Planning; Maureen McCarthy, Superintendent of Recreation; and Edith Wood, 
Executive Assistant 
 
Others Present: Oak Park Residents Dan Stark, Will Bouvel, Rachel S., Blooma, Justin Smith, 
Bob Pickrell, and Eva Smith. Representative from Lauterbach & Amen. 
 
II. PUBLIC COMMENT 
Dan Stark – A former Park District employee spoke to the Board regarding his concerns with 
management and oversight by the Executive Director, the Board of Commissioners, and Park 
District staff. Residents Will Bouvel, Rachel S., Blooma, Justin Smith, Bob Pickrell, and Eva 
Smith yielded their time to Dan.  
 
III. ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 

A. 2023 Audit Report Presentation – Mitch Bowlin and a representative from Lauterbach & 
Amen provided the Board with a review of the 2023 Audit Report. Based on the audit 
report, the Park District received the highest level of excellence, and no significant findings 
were found. Mitch noted that the grants that the Park District has received are thanks to the 
efforts by Executive Director Arnold. No action is needed by the Board on this item. 
 

B. Austin Trust Update – Mitch Bowlin and Executive Director Arnold provided the Board 
with an update on where the Austin Garden Trust Fund stands. The Board was reminded 
that the funds are used for upkeep of the park and arts that was set up by the former family. 
No action is needed by the Board on this item. 
 

C. Bi-Annual Review of Executive Session Minutes – Executive Director Arnold noted that 
in accordance with the Open Meetings Act, the Board is required to review closed session 
minutes semi-annually to determine whether the need for confidentiality still exists as to 
all or parts of the minutes. The Board Secretary, Executive Director, and General Counsel 
have reviewed the closed session minutes previously not released for August 21, 2014, 
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September 25, 2014, and new closed session minutes since the last review and release date 
for February 15, 2024, and March 7, 2024, and they have determined that the need for 
confidentiality still exists for the minutes of August 21, 2014, and September 25, 2014. 
Each Commissioner may review the closed session minutes and can pass comments about 
confidentiality. This item will be brought before the Board at the consent agenda at 
the June Regular Board Meeting. 

 
IV. PARK AND PLANNING COMMITTEE 

A. Fleet Services and Fuel IGAs with VOP – Executive Director Arnold and Chris Lindgren 
noted that the Park District has partnered with the Village of Oak Park for the fleet services 
and fueling. In 2018, the two entities formalized the first Intergovernmental Agreement. 
The two entities have agreed to enter into a new agreement with the same terms as the 
existing agreement. In addition, the terms of this agreement remain the same with a slight 
fuel increase due to costs incurred by VOP for the fuel.  Staff have reviewed the cost 
proposed and agree that this is still the best savings for the Park District. This item will be 
brought before the Board at the consent agenda at the June Regular Board Meeting. 

 
V. RECREATION AND FACILITY PROGRAM COMMITTEE  

A. CRC Teen Afterschool Partnership with Triton College IGA – Maureen McCarthy noted 
that in 2023, the Park District launched a Teen Afterschool Partnership at the CRC with 
Triton College to homework assistant. Staff have agreed that this partnership has worked 
well and has been proven beneficial to the youth that have taken advantage of the services. 
Staff are recommending that the Board approve a new IGA with Triton College for 
Homework Assistance for the 2024-2025 school year. The Board provided a positive 
response to this partnership. This item will be brought before the Board on the regular 
agenda at the June Regular Board Meeting. 

 
VI. NEW BUSINESS – None 
 
VII. CLOSED SESSION – None 
 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT 
At 8:17pm, the Committee of the Whole meeting was adjourned. The motion was passed with a 
voice vote of 5:0. 
 
 
 
 

  

Secretary 
Board of Park Commissioners 

 President 
Board of Park Commissioners 

 
 
July 25, 2024 

  
 
July 25, 2024 

Date  Date 
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Park District of Oak Park 
Board Retreat 

Cheney Mansion 
220 North Euclid Avenue 
Oak Park, Illinois 60302 

 
Tuesday, June 18, 2024 

 
Minutes 

 
The meeting was called to order at 12:03pm. 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
Present: Commissioners Lentz, Wick, Wollmuth, Worley-Hood, and President Porreca 
 
Park District Staff Present: Jan Arnold, Executive Director; Mitch Bowlin, Director of Finance; 
Bill Hamilton, Superintendent of Special Facilities & Customer Service; Maureen McCarthy, 
Superintendent of Recreation; Ann Marie Buczek, communication & Community Engagement 
Manager; and Edith Wood, Executive Assistant 
 
Others Present: Jill Allread with Public Communications, Inc. 
 
II. 2025-2029 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
The Board had a discussion on the major sources of the CIP which includes modified referendums, 
operating transfer funds and grants and intergovernmental revenue. Also discussed the plan to 
complete the OSLAD grant application for the Longfellow Park Improvements. The Energy Grant 
for the CRC and the potential need for additional solar panels so that the CRC can be Net Zero. A 
recap of the intergovernmental agreement with the school district for field maintenance and the 
purchase of a mower. An overview of the 2025 projects for some of the Park District parks and 
facilities was also given to the Board, as well as a general overview of the 2026-2029 major project 
that are yet to come. The Board also had a discussion regarding the potential of an indoor pool, a 
referendum, the timing and location ideas. In addition, an update to the Longfellow Park 
Evaluation in the Comprehensive Master Plan will be brought before the Board on the July Regular 
Board Meeting to prepare for the OSLAD grant application for the park’s improvements. 
 
III. COMPREHENSIVE STRATEGIC MASTER PLAN (CSMP) UPDATE 
Executive Director Arnold noted that the marketing team for 110% will be visiting Oak Park on 
August 2 and 3 to engage with members of the community to gather input for the CSMP. Staff 
also purchased an additional add-on service for the CSMP as well which is to help staff see how 
much a program costs to run and the potential loss of running that program to get a better sense 
for budgeting purposes. The CSMP process continues to be on schedule.  
 
IV. SCHOLARSHIPS 
Executive Director Arnold noted that for 2023, the Park District budgeted $155,000 for the 
scholarship program however, $185,000 in scholarships were awarded. This increase mostly 
comes from the addition of the CRC and the increase of community members that have looked to 
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join. The Board would like to see a metric on who is receiving these scholarships to get a bigger 
picture. In addition, staff are planning on budgeting $220,000 for scholarships in 2024.  
 
V. CLOSED SESSION 
At 2:17pm, a motion was made by Commissioner Wollmuth and seconded by Commissioner Wick 
to convene into closed session for the discussion of the purchase or lease of a real estate property 
for the use of the Park District. The motion was passed with a roll call vote of 5:0. 
 
At 2:34pm, a motion was made by Commissioner Wick and seconded by Commissioner Wollmuth 
to adjourn the Closed Session, and to resume the Board Retreat. The motion was passed by a 
voice vote of 5:0. 
 
VI. BOARD GOVERNANCE – CITIZEN ENGAGEMENT 
Jill Allread with Public Communications, Inc. provided the Board with a training on the Roles the 
Board when Facing a Demanding Public. This includes examples of the public’s expectations vs. 
reality. An overview of some of the tough questions that the Board can receive. Effective ways to 
respond to the public which includes the power of bridging with the public. As well as ways to 
manage the conversation. Jill asked each Board member to test these skills with her and provided 
feedback.  
 
VII. ADJOURNMENT 
At 4:39pm, the Board Retreat was adjourned. The motion was passed with a voice vote of 5:0. 
 
 
 
 

  

Secretary 
Board of Park Commissioners 

 President 
Board of Park Commissioners 

 
 
July 25, 2024 

  
 
July 25, 2024 

Date  Date 
 



 
 

Park District of Oak Park 
Regular Park Board Meeting 

John Hedges Administrative Center 
218 Madison Street 

Oak Park, Illinois 60302 
 

Thursday, June 20, 2024 
 

Minutes 
 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30pm. 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
Present: Commissioners Lentz, Wick, Wollmuth, and Worley-Hood 
 
Absent: President Porreca 
 
Park District Staff Present: Jan Arnold, Executive Director; Patti Staley, Director of Horticulture 
& Conservatory Operations; Maureen McCarthy, Superintendent of Recreation; Mitch Bowlin, 
Director of Finance; Nelson Acevedo, Parks & Facilities Manager; and Edith Wood, Executive 
Assistant 
 
Others: Caitlyn Culbertson with Elrod Friedman; Gary Cuneen with PlanItGreen; Oak Park 
Resident Sara Schneider; Lauren Johnson with the PDCC; Cheryl Potts with the CMHB 
 
II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
The motion was passed by a roll call vote of 4:0 
 
III. APPROVAL OF THE RESOLUTION AMENDING AND RESTATING PUBLIC 
COMMENT RULES 
Executive Director Arnold noted that changes to the Public Comment Rules have been made for 
some additional clarification, including adding a time limit of 30 minutes. A motion was made by 
Commissioner Wollmuth and seconded by Commissioner Wick. The motion was passed by a 
roll call vote of 4:0. 
 
IV. VISITOR/PUBLIC 
Sara Schneider – Sara noted that she is yoga and dance instructor in Oak Park. Sara has previously 
contacted staff to see if she is able to get access to one of the fitness rooms in the CRC for practice. 
Sara was also looking to make this request to the Board as well. 
 
V. CONSENT AGENDA 
A motion was made by Commissioner Wick and seconded by Commissioner Lentz to approve the 
Cash and Investment Summary and Warrants and Bills for the month of May 2024; approval of 
the Minutes from the Local Government Efficiency Task Force Meeting from May 2, 2024, 
Annual Meeting from May 2, 2024, Committee of the Whole Meeting from May 2, 2024 and 
Regular Board Meeting from May 16, 2024; approval to continue to hold the identified closed 
session minutes and release the February 15, 2024 and March 7, 2024 Closed Session Minutes; 



 
 
and, approval of the two Intergovernmental Agreements for Fleet Services and Fuel Usage with 
the Village of Oak Park. The motion was passed by a roll call vote of 4:0. 
 
VI. STAFF REPORTS 
A. Executive Director’s Report – In addition to the Executive Director Report (which is included 

in the Board Packet), Executive Director Arnold noted that Day Camps, Movies in the Park, 
and Concerts in the Park have kicked off for the summer. The 4th of July Parade will begin at 
9:30am and staff will be meeting at Longfellow Courts. 10,749 pool passes have been sold as 
of June 19 which is ahead of budget. 
 

B. Updates and Information – Written report included in the Board Packet. 
 

C. Revenue/Expense Status Reports – No questions asked. 
 
VII. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Parks and Planning Committee 

1. PlanItGreen Update – Gary Cuneen with PlanItGreen provided the Board with an update. 
Gary noted that PlanItGreen started with a Sustainability Plan in which the organization 
has moved forward with the plan for the past 10 years. Their top priorities include clean 
energy, equity, working with the community, working with youth, and waste education. 
Gary noted that the Park District has been a leader in sustainability. Gary provided the 
Board an overview of these priorities. The Board thanked Gary for his update.  

 
B. Administration and Finance Committee 

1. Park District Citizen Committee (PDCC) Update – Lauren Johnson with the PDCC 
provided the Board with an update. Lauren noted that the PDCC is looking to have seats 
filled as there are currently 11 members. Meetings are now held in-person with rotating 
locations. PDCC members continue to take part of the secret shopper program and have 
also attended the Master Plan review meetings for Longfellow and Fox, as well as the focus 
group meetings for the Comprehensive Strategic Master Plan. The Board thanked Lauren 
for the update and noted that the members of the PDCC are a dedicated group.  

 
2. Community Mental Health Board (CMHB) Update – Cheryl Potts with the CMHB 

provided the Board with an update. Cheryl noted that since opening their office at the CRC 
there have been many conversations with patrons of the CRC looking for guidance. By the 
end of the school year, CMHB has organized 42 events and are already planning for future 
events in the Fall. CMHB has also collaborated with Thrive Counseling. CMHB has also 
been involved with the monthly senior Walk and Talk program to help seniors break 
isolation by walking the walking track at the CRC and speaking with one of their members. 
CMHB has also provided metal heath financial aid for Oak Park residents as well as Park 
District staff. CMHB has also worked with NAMI on various trainings. CMHB also works 
with DePaul University in provided counseling services during in-school sessions with 
additional office hours provided. CMHB also gave their thanks to Ann Marie Buczek with 
her help with marketing. The Board was thankful for the collaboration that the Park District 
has with the CMHB. 

 
 
 



 
 

3. 2025 Budget Timeline/Guidelines Update – Mitch Bowlin provided the Board with an 
overview of the 2025 Budget Timeline/Guidelines. Staff have kicked off the 2025 budget 
review process. Mitch noted that staff will be recommending a 4.9% total increase in the 
budget which includes an increase in program fees, pool wages, union agreements, 
benefits, IMRF, risk expenses, and capital transfers. It is noted that the budget presentations 
to the Board will be held on September 27 and October 3. 

 
4. CRC Net Zero Update – Executive Director Arnold noted that are continuing to work on 

the energy modeling for the CRC. As more people visit the CRC, there’s an increase use 
of energy. In order to make sure that the CRC is a Net Zero facility, staff will be 
recommending that additional solar panels be installed. In order to receive the grant for Net 
Zero, energy use will need to be reviewed over a 12-month period. However, there is 
uncertainty that staff will be able to show that the building is Net Zero over a 12-month 
period based on current projections. The Board discussed that this program is also an 
opportunity to test new technologies. 

 
C. Recreation and Facility Program Committee 

1. CRC Teen Afterschool Partnership with Triton College IGA Approval – Executive 
Director Arnold noted that the Park District has a strong partnership with Triton College 
and as such are looking to continue the Teen Afterschool program at the CRC. Staff also 
plan to work with parents to encourage their kids to take advantage of the program for 
homework assistance. Staff have also received a $100,000 grant from an anonymous donor 
for this program. The Board agrees that this is a great program for people to use. A motion 
was made by Commissioner Lentz and seconded by Commissioner Wick to approve the 
Intergovernmental Agreement with Triton College for Homework Assistance for the CRC 
Afterschool Program for the 2024-2025 school year. The motion was passed by a roll 
call vote of 4:0. 

 
VIII. NEW BUSINESS  

1. 947 South Ridgeland Roof Contract Update – Executive Director Arnold noted that staff 
have gone out to bid for the roof replacement of the 947 South Ridgeland building. The 
building serves as storage for the field crew fleet. In addition, records that are not to be 
destroyed are also stored in the building. Three contractors have attended the pre-bid 
meeting however, bids are due in early July. Staff will bring a recommendation for the 
Board’s consideration at the July 25 Regular Board meeting. This item will be brought 
before the Board on the regular agenda at the July Regular Board Meeting. 
 

2. OSLAD Resolution of Authorization for Longfellow Park Update – Executive Director 
Arnold noted that the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) will release the 
OSLAD grant process from July 1st until early September. Staff plan on submitting an 
application for the grant for the Longfellow Park Improvements in which staff will be 
requesting the full grant amount of $600,000. In order to submit an application, a 
Resolution of Authorization will need to be approved by the Board. This item will be 
brought before the Board on the regular agenda at the July Regular Board Meeting. 
 
 
 



 
 

3. 2015-2024 Comprehensive Master Plan Update – Executive Director noted that for the 
pending OSLAD grant request for Longfellow Park, an update to the existing plan is 
needed. The updates include the master plan updated that were developed via the two 
community meetings by Planning Resources Inc. (PRI) in 2023. This item will be brought 
before the Board on the regular agenda at the July Regular Board Meeting. 

 
IX. COMMISSIONER’S COMMENTS 
Commissioner Wollmuth: Attended the FOPCON meeting in person and met the three new 
members. FOPCON also sends their compliments to staff. Also attended the IGOV meeting. Also 
visited the pools for a lap swim and enjoyed the staff there. 
 
Commissioner Worley-Hood: Ran into Spencer, the President of the Pleasant Home Foundation 
and showed his appreciation to Executive Director Arnold and how the home is being taken care 
of.  
 
Commissioner Wick: Attended the latest Concerts in the Park. Also attended Day in our Village 
in which he was able to speak with community members. Also enjoyed watching the bubble 
machine and all the kids playing with it.  
 
Commissioner Lentz: Noted that the PDCC meeting will be next Monday. Noted her appreciation 
for the people that the Park District has and the quality of work that they put in. Also looking 
forward to visiting the splash pads with her granddaughter. 
 
X. CLOSED SESSION – None 
 
XI. ADJOURNMENT  
At 8:51pm, the Regular Board Meeting was adjourned. The motion was passed by a voice vote 
of 4:0. 
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Memo 

To: David Wick, Chair, Administration and Finance Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Jan Arnold, Executive Director 

Date: July 18, 2024 

Re: 2015-2024 Comprehensive Master Plan Revision 

Statement 

The Park District strives to provide the Oak Park community with high quality parks, programs and facilities, keeping 
wellness, equity, and conservation at the forefront of planning. The Park District recognizes the need to continuously improve 
parks and facilities throughout the District and utilizes a Comprehensive Mater Plan to guide and direct decision-making and 
investments with the hopes to continue to exceed our community’s desires and expectations. 

Discussion 

In order to ensure that the plan is up to date, an update to the Longfellow Park Evaluation was completed. The update 
shows its master plan updates that were developed via two community meetings by Planning Resources Inc. (PRI) in 
2023. This update will also serve to prepare for the OSLAD grant application for the park’s improvements. 

Recommendation 

The Administration and Finance Committee recommends that the Board approved the revisions to the 2015-2024 
Comprehensive Master Plan. 
 
Attachment: 2015-2024 Comprehensive Master Plan Revision 



Park District of Oak Park

2014 Comprehensive Master Plan

Revised June 25, 2024
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“PROS was able to reach out to all 
segments of our community and develop a 

needs assessment that we were able to 
base our core programs off of.  It’s success 
led to us hiring PROS again for our Parks 

and Open Space Master Plan and their 
ability to have an understanding of our 

community’s needs made the overall plan 
that much stronger.”  

Dave Mickaelian, Asst. City Manager, City 
of Healdsburg, California 

“PROS provide a great combination of innovative ideas and practical applications.  More than any consultants I 
have worked with in Parks and Recreation, PROS has a finger on the pulse of trends and creative approaches to 

solving problems.” 
Steve Baysinger, Executive Director of Blue Valley Recreation Commission 

Areas of Focus 
Management consulting and planning services offered by PROS span the full 
spectrum of planning needs for public agencies, and are grouped into the 
following practice areas: 

 Strategic Planning – completed over 80 strategic plans for cities, counties, 
park districts and state agencies to help them become established in their 
market or to reposition themselves. 

 Needs Assessment – completed over 250 needs assessments as a precursor 
of doing a Master Plan, Strategic Plan or Feasibility Study.  We will perform 
a comprehensive parks, facilities and program needs assessment that helps 
identify importance and unmet needs for a variety of facilities / amenities 
and programs.   

 Master Planning – completed over 250 master plans for parks 
and park systems that have been successfully implemented 
and driven over $5 billion worth of capital investment. 

 Operations, Maintenance and Organizational Development – 
completed over 450 plans that involved operations, 
programming, maintenance and organizational development 
components. 

 Financial Planning and Management – PROS is most renowned 
for providing the most innovative and proven methods for 
financial planning and management in the public sector with 
direct experience with over 150 proven ways to fund public 
parks, facilities and park systems.  

 Feasibility Studies and Business Planning – completed over 
200 feasibility studies and business plans, often counseling our clients on how they can shape their 
projects and their vision around the reality of what is feasible and sustainable. 

 Land Use and Sustainable Practices – utilized numerous unique analysis and techniques for the 
development of sound and defensible approaches to land management and land usage in 
communities.  

 

Daniel P. Brinkman, P.E., PTOE  
Associate/Senior Transportation Engineer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Experience 
Daniel P. Brinkman is a Licensed Professional Engineer with over 15 years of 
experience in the traffic engineering and transportation planning fields. His experience 
covers both the public and private sectors, with clients including municipalities, retail 
and residential developers, school districts, park districts and hospitals/medical centers. 

Rochelle Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
Mr. Brinkman served as the Project Manager for the Comprehensive Transportation 
Plan for the City of Rochelle. The goal of the Plan was to assess the traffic impacts of 
multiple proposed and future developments in and around the City, and to assess the 
roadway network improvements necessary to accommodate anticipated growth. GHA 
collected existing traffic count data, reviewed existing traffic patterns, analyzed 
proposed and future developments in and around the City, developed traffic volume 
projections and a future roadway network for the year 2027. The Plan also includes cost 
estimates for improvements as well as suggestions for cost sharing opportunities. 

Volo Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
Since 2003 Mr. Brinkman has served as the Project Manager for the Village of Volo’s 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan, working in conjunction with the Village’s 
Engineering Consultant and Planner. The Plan was most recently revised in 2011 and 
identifies access spacing along US Rte 12 and IL Rte 120; presents traffic projections 
for Year 2030; incorporates recommendations from the Lake County Division of 
Transportation’s Unified Vision Plan for the Central Lake Thruway/IL Rte 120 
Corridor Study; updates cost estimates for construction; and calculates a Village 
Transportation Program Fee.  

Argonne National Laboratory Traffic Signal Warrant Study 
Argonne National Laboratory expressed interested in improving the safety and traffic 
operations at the entrance to their campus in Lemont, Illinois. In response, Mr. 
Brinkman served as the Project Manager for a Traffic Signal Warrant Study at the 
intersection of Cass Avenue and Northgate Road. Traffic count data was also collected 
at two neighboring intersections along Cass. The results of the study were summarized 
in a report which included a description and cost estimate associated implementation of 
the warranted traffic signal controls. 

Traffic Engineering and Design 
Mr. Brinkman has conducted Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) in over 40 Illinois 
municipalities. He has evaluated and designed site plan elements (e.g. parking facilities, 
access intersections, and internal circulation) for a variety of public and private sector 
properties, including school districts, park districts, retail/commercial centers, 
hospitals/medical centers, mixed-use developments, office/industrial parks, and 
residential communities.  

Mr. Brinkman regularly conducts/reviews Traffic Signal Warrant studies and 
Intersection Design Studies (IDS), and is experienced with design and renovation of 
existing signalized intersections. Mr. Brinkman is also experienced in the planning and 
design of roadway improvements and traffic signals for new and existing developments. 

Additionally, Mr. Brinkman provides expert testimony at public hearings in Illinois. 
 

Education 
Bachelor of Science in Civil 
Engineering, University of 
Illinois at Chicago; 1996 

Professional Registration 
State of Illinois Licensed 
Engineer #062-55293 

Professional Traffic Operations 
Engineer (PTOE) # 1253 

Memberships 
Institute of Transportation 
Engineers 

American Society of Civil 
Engineers (ASCE) 

ASCE Transportation and 
Development Institute 

International Municipal Signal 
Association (IMSA) 

 

 
 

About PHN Architects
Contact Information
2280 White Oak Circle
Suite 100-B
Aurora, Illinois 60502
T. 630.665.8400
F. 630.665.8450
www.phnarchitects.com

Established in 1994, PHN Architects is a full-service firm providing architectural, 
planning and interior design services.  The primary focus of our work is the design 
of community-centered facilities for public agencies.  Our portfolio of work includes 
community and recreation centers, libraries, senior centers, clubhouses, aquatic 
facilities, and maintenance/service centers – more than 400 projects and over 100 
clients.  We believe our success in maintaining long standing professional relationships 
with many clients is a direct result of our commitment to delivering highly personalized 
service in step with our mission and values.

Our Mission:
   Deliver the best in experience, design and value.
   Provide the best working environment possible.
   Establish and maintain long lasting relationships with clients and staff. 
   Promote continued growth and development.
   Achieve financial success for our clients, firm and staff.

Our Values:
   To listen, understand, trust and innovate.
   Leadership, teamwork and empowerment.
   Seek and reward initiative and achievement.
   Pursue balance, opportunity and integrity.
   Approach our work with passion and have FUN doing it.
   Fulfill our environmental and social obligations.

We understand the importance of schedule and budget, and our Clients will attest to 
that understanding.  Our projects come in on time and on budget.  We are deeply 
committed to sustainable design and seek opportunities for sustanability in each and 
every project we undertake. 

PHN Architects is an Illinois-based “S” corporation with stock solely owned by its three 
Principals, Doug Holzrichter, Gary Pingel, and Andy Dogan.  While the vast majority of 
work is in Illinois, PHN Architects has completed work in several other states. 

PHN Architects maintains memberships in a number of professional organizations 
including the Illinois Park and Recreation Association (IPRA), Illinois Association of 
Park Districts (IAPD), National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA), Association of 
Licensed Architects (ALA), and the United States Green Building Council.  We are a 
State of Illinois Capital Development Board pre-qualified firm.

Qualification Highlights
Established in 1994• 
Primary speciality is the design • 
and planning of public and 
municipal facilities
Completed over 400 projects• 
Illinois-based “S” Corporation• 
11 Employees• 
Established reputation as a firm of • 
quality, personalized service and 
excellent references 

Firm Profile

In addition to basic architectural and 
engineering services, PHN Architects 
provides the following services:

Facility Programming• 
Long Range Master Planning• 
Referendum Planning• 
Membership Consensus Building• 
Grant Writing Assistance• 
Site Selection/Due Diligence• 
Assessment of Existing Facilities • 
and Sites
Energy Audits• 
LEED Project Management/• 
Documentation
ADA Accessibility Audits & • 
Transition Plans
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• The tennis court pavement has drainage issues, 
cracks, and is has no color coat.

• The basketball court surfacing is fair-poor shape.
• The interpretive signs at the playground are sun 

faded, and chipping.
• The ADA swing is missing the belt.
• The playground has broken and missing pieces 

and has reached its useful life.
• There is no lighting on the south end of the park.
• Some planters could use additional plants.
• Soccer field is in good shape.
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Longfellow Park has a large playground area, small splash pad next to the playground, two lighted tennis 
courts, a soccer field, a basketball court, and a softball field. Many elements are beyond their useful life and 
the park is ready for a major renovation. Consider adjusting tennis to pickle ball for this well located park. 

610 S Ridgeland Ave •  2.62 Acres
Longfellow Park
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C
2023 Overall Score 
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Report: 97
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AMENITIES
QTY INSTALL 

YEAR AMENITY CONDITION

2014 Ball Field
1 Back Stop Good

All Bases Good
2 Bleachers Good

1 Drinking Fountain
- 2 bowls, 1 bottle filler Good

Dug Out Fair
Fencing Good
Infield Fair
Outfield Turf Good/Fair
Pavement Good

2 Player Benches Good
2 Shade Structures Good

Full 2008 Basketball Court
2 Bleachers Good

Color Coating Good
Fencing Good
Gates Fair

2 Basketball Hoop Fair
Pavement Fair

2 Tennis Courts
2 Benches Fair
1 Bleachers Fair

Color Coating None
Fencing Poor

2 Gates Fair
2 Lighting Good
2 Netting and Posts Fair
1 Pavement Poor

Soccer Field
2 Goals Good

Turf/Lawn Good

AMENITIES
QTY INSTALL 

YEAR AMENITY CONDITION

2009 Playground
1 2-5 Play Structure Fair
1 5-12 Play Structure Good

Independent Play Fair
Play Panels Fair

4 Swings Fair
4 Benches Good

Drainage Fair
Fencing Good
Pavement Good/Fair
Playground Surfacing Fair
Sand Area Fair

2 Shade Structure Fair
2009 Splash Pad Fair

Other Amenities
Concrete Pavement Good

2 Benches Fair
1 Bike Fix-It Station Fair
1 Bike Racks Fair

1 Drinking Fountain
- 1 bowl, 1 dog bowl, 1 bottle filler Good

1 Game Table Fair
12 Light Poles Good
4 Litter Receptacles

3 2008 Restroom Building Good
3 Signs Fair
4 Planters Fair

Plantings Fair
Tree Canopy Excellent

PRIORITY & RECOMMENDATIONS
• Replace tennis courts with pickle ball 

courts including new pavement and fence.
• Add shade to user areas.
• Renovate playground with all new 

equipment: 2-5 area and 5-12 area.
• Expand splash pad for all age groups.
• Replace the interpretive signs.
• Renovate the basketball courts.
• Add lighting to the south side of the park. 

Add nature/sensory spaces for all ages.
• Enhance planters with native perennials 

and grasses.

High

High
High

High
Medium
Medium

Low

Low
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PARK DISTRICT OF OAK PARK 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 2024-07-19 
 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING DISPOSAL OF PERSONAL PROPERTY 
OWNED BY THE PARK DISTRICT OF OAK PARK 

 
 WHEREAS, in the opinion of the Park District of Oak Park, it is no longer 
necessary, useful, or in the best interests of the Park District to retain ownership of 
the personal property described in this Ordinance; and 
 
 WHEREAS, it has been determined by the President and the Board of 
Commissioners of the Park District of Oak Park to dispose of said personal property 
in the manner described in this Ordinance; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of 
Commissioners of the Park District of Oak Park, Cook County and State of Illinois, 
as follows: 
 
 Section 1. Recitals.  The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated into 
this Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Commissioners. 
 
 Section 2. Disposal of Surplus Property.  The President and Board of 
Commissioners find that the personal property described in Exhibit A attached to 
this Ordinance and by this reference incorporated into this Ordinance (the “Surplus 
Property”) is no longer necessary or useful to the Park District, and thus the 
Executive Director of the Park District is hereby authorized to direct the sale or 
disposal of the Surplus Property in the manner most appropriate to the Park 
District.  The Surplus Property shall be sold or disposed of in “as is” condition. 
  
 Section 3. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
from and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the 
manner provided by law. 
 
PASSED this 25th day of July 2024. 
 
AYES:   
NAYS:   
ABSENT:  
 
APPROVED this 25th day of July 2024. 
 
 
 
   By: ___________________________________ 
    Kassie Porreca, Park Board President 
 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________ 
Sandy Lentz, Secretary 

(See Other Side) 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

DESCRIPTION OF SURPLUS PROPERTY 
 

 
1 Speith Balance Beam, 16’ x 4’ 

1 MTM Corporation 5000 PSI Power Washer, Model 5004 

1 Taylor Soft Serve (ice cream) Machine Model 723-33 
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Executive Director’s Report 
 
 
 



 In partnership with the community, we enrich lives by providing 
 meaningful experiences through programs, parks, and facilities. 
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Executive Director’s Report 
 

 From the desk of Jan Arnold  
 

Friday, July 19, 2024 
 

1. Upcoming Board Meetings – The Regular Board Meeting is scheduled for Thursday, July 25, 
2024, at 7:30pm. There will be no Committee of the Whole meeting for August. The Regular 
Board Meeting is scheduled for Thursday, August 15, 2024, at 7:30pm. All meetings will 
take place at the John Hedges Administrative Center. At the end of my report, there are 
some events you may consider stopping by. 

 
2. Gold Medal Finalist – The Park District of Oak Park was named one of the four finalists for 

Class V, communities 30,001-75,000. The award winner will be announced at the NRPA 
Conference in October. 

 
3. Comprehensive Strategic Master Plan (CSMP) – The CSMP process kicked off on February 

15 with the planning team receiving input at the All Staff Meeting and then at the Board 
Meeting. Community meetings and key stakeholder interviews will also take place over the 
next six months. This included staff updates, key stakeholder interviews, community 
meeting, program provider meeting and board updates that took place on May 14-16. In 
addition, a Community Meeting was held on Wednesday, May 15. At Day in Our Village the 
marketing team collected additional surveys from the community regarding our planning 
for the future of the Park District. Members from 110% will be in Oak Park on August 2 and 
3 to attend events, coffee shops, pools and parks for direct community engagement. 
 

4. Field Center Design Competition – The Park District of Oak Park is holding a design 
competition for the renovation and/or replacement of Field Center. The design competition 
has two phases: the first will be for conceptual design after which three teams will be 
selected and paid a stipend to develop their design even further before the winner is 
selected. The winner, upon verification of their qualifications, will then be hired to 
complete the design through construction. Additional information can be found on our 
website. The jury selected Kenneth Dahlin (Genesis Architecture), Patrick Brown (ORG Inc.), 
and Gregory L. Klosowski & Parham Nourikoupaei (Pappageorge Haymes Partners) as the 
top three finalist that will move on to phase 2 of the competition. Each finalist will present 
their design plan to a new jury, which will include three members of Park District 
leadership, a Board Commissioner and three members of the previous jury. A finalist has 
been identified and is in the vetting process to ensure we can meet the project budget and 
programming goals.  Stay tuned for an announcement in the near future.  

 
5. Volunteering with the Conservatory – Again this year, the Conservatory will be preparing 

kits that can be picked up by groups or individuals to help with park cleanup. The kits can 
be picked up at the Conservatory. 

 

https://pdop.org/about/field-center-design-competition/
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6. Fall/Winter Program Guide – The guide will be released online on July 26 and will be 
delivered to homes July 26-29. Registration begins August 3. 
 

7. Pool Openings – Rehm pool opened on Saturday, May 25 for the 2024 season. RCRC pool 
opened on Tuesday, May 28 for lap swim and June 5 for full hours. 
 

8. Splash pads – All splash pads opened on Friday, May 24 for the summer. 
 

9. Summer Day Camp – A variety of day camps launched on June 10 and will run through 
August 18.  Currently we have over 10,700 slots of camp being offered to our residents.  
 

10. Summer Concerts – Concerts in the Park will kick off on June 9 and will run through August 
25 on Sundays at Scoville Park. Music will run from 6-7:30pm. 
 

11. Movies in the Park – Movies in the Park kicked off on May 17 and will run through 
September 13 at Scoville Park. Movies start at dusk. 

 
Calendar of Events 
July 21, 2024 – Concerts in the Park – Echo Track, Scoville Park, 6pm 
July 25, 2024 – Regular Board Meeting, Hedges Administrative Center, 7:30pm 
July 26-27, 2024 – Succulent and Cacti Sale, Oak Park Conservatory, 10am-4pm 
July 28, 2024 – Concerts in the Park – Second City Jazz, Scoville Park, 6pm 
August 3, 2024 – Repair Café, Fox Center, 10am 
August 4, 2024 – Concerts in the Park – Otter Petter, Scoville Park, 6pm 
August 11, 2024 – Concerts in the Park – Electric Brew, Scoville Park, 6pm 
August 15, 2024 – Regular Board Meeting, Hedges Administrative Center, 7:30pm 
 
 
Please visit the PDOP Website for online activities and programming. 
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ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE 
 
Mitch Bowlin, Director of Finance 

• 2025 Budget trainings were held for staff on July 2 and 10, 2024. 
• 2025 budget goals are due to the Finance Department on July 24, 2024. Staff will then be reviewing these 

goals in August with the Executive Director and finance team to begin the 2025 Budget process. 
• The first round of the Parks Report card visits have been completed. 
• The management team met July 10, 2024, to review the second quarter MPower data. 
• Finance staff has deployed 4 new time clocks to the CRC, Ridgeland Common, and Rehm. 

 
Ann Marie Buczek, Communication and Community Engagement Manager 

• Developed and launched a new resident welcome landing page with digital marketing support: 
www.pdop.org/welcome-packet/  

• Updated Parks Foundation website focusing on the breadth of support provided to the Park District: 
www.parksfoundationop.org  

• Developed a Mar/Com plan for Frank Llyod Wright Races. Currently working on the medal and t-shirt 
designs, recruiting sponsors, and developing print and digital marketing assets. 

• Completed development of the Fall/Winter Program Guide. The Guide will be released online July 26 and 
will be delivered to homes July 26-29. Registration begins August 3. 

• Working toward developing an external survey strategy that aims to collect requisite participant data while 
mitigating survey fatigue. 

• Earned $3,600 in sponsorship revenue securing advertising dollars from Compass Realty, Comedy Plex, 
Athletico, and Battistoni and Beam Orthodontics. 

 
Scott Sekulich, Registration and Customer Support Manager 

• 34 new application applications were approved, to which 18 had never received assistance before. Total 
scholarships used in the month of May were $16,459.  

• 33 dog park memberships were purchased in June. 6 of these were non-residents. 20 of them were new to 
the dog parks. 

 
Paula Bickel, Director of Human Resources 

• Actively recruiting for an HR Generalist, Asst. Superintendent of Special Facilities, and Program Supervisor 
– Ice Arena. 

• Trained 49 staff in New Hire Orientation 
• Trained 60 staff members in Active Intruder Training  
• Trained 24 staff members in First Aid and CPR/AED Training 
• Continued work on upgrading camera systems 
• Safety Action Committee completed hazard hunters 
• Completed Parks Report Cards for South Oak Park location 
• Participated in disaster drill with the Village of Oak Park, Homeland Security 
• Completed 7 road tests for new staff 
• Disposed of 5 sharps boxes collected from CRC, Maple and Scoville 
• Met with Union Pacific Railroad regarding infrastructure south of RCRC & GRC 

http://www.pdop.org/welcome-packet/
http://www.parksfoundationop.org/
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• Completed the quarterly Group Me test of the emergency contact app  
• Joseph Marrotta attended PDRMA’s Safety Coordinator Webinar 
• Conducted the final session for the annual driver’s challenge/training for staff 
• Desiree Hines attended 2 training courses on developing a dynamic mentoring program 
• HR Staff attended Society of Human Resources National Conference 

 
PARKS AND PLANNING 
 
Chris Lindgren, Superintendent of Parks and Planning 

• Scoville, Rehm, Carroll and Maple benches were stained.  
• An older bench at Rehm replaced.  
• Tree memorial plaque heights adjusted at Taylor, Longfellow, Maple and Stevenson. 
• Painted fences at Fox, Longfellow, Anderson and Barrie.  
• CRC interior walls painted. 

 
HISTORIC PROPERTIES 
 
Susan Crane, Historical Properties & Special Events Manager 
Cheney Mansion 

• Private rentals were plentiful in June with many weddings, showers and birthdays filling every weekend 
during the month. Rentals for 2024 are at or just about at budgeted numbers. Tours for 2025 continue to 
be brisk and bookings steadily coming in. 

• Programs were also squeezed in with some new vendors including Crafting Herbal Mocktails which was well 
received. We also hosted 89 guests for our annual outdoor concert with the Symphony on June 19th. We 
ended the month with an Bridgerton-themed event, running for the first time. It created quite a buzz prior 
to running and when we posted after the event photos, even more buzz! It will return next year to Pleasant 
Home.  

• The Oak Park River Forest Garden Club hosted their annual Garden Walk and Cheney was a ticket pick up 
point and we had the house open for visitors throughout the afternoon. 

 
Pleasant Home 

• Pleasant Home was busy with a combination of private events and programs throughout the month. Tours 
for future events have also increased. Staff are more committed to achieving our rental goals. 

• We partnered for the first time at a family event with Candycopia for a Wonka-like experience of lunch and 
a scavenger hunt for candy throughout the park and the home. 

• The recreation team once again brought their Dungeons and Dragons Camp to Pleasant Home for the last 
week of June. The days were full, and Pleasant is a perfect location for this camp. 

• Docent free days on Thursdays and one Sunday a month continue to be popular with close to 50 people 
coming for docent led tours. Our docents continue to be enthusiastic with sharing the history of the families 
and the homes. 

 
Community Events 

• PDOP once again worked with the Village of Oak Park and participated in Day in Our Village at Scoville Park. 
It was the inaugural use of our brand-new Foam Cannon to the delight of many of the residents who 
attended. It ran non-stop until 4 pm! 

• June also brought our movie, however, this time the public chose the movie through a campaign on all of 
our marketing platforms. The public chose The Marvels. We will likely do this again next year and have 
another idea to bring forward into 2025. 

• Our weekly concerts in the Park kicked off on June 9th. We did have a rain out on the 16th due to band’s 
equipment starting to get wet. We have steps in place to avoid the band setting up if rain is a threat as well 
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as additional tents on site to put over the stage. The other 3 have been well attended and families love this 
weekly outing. 

• PDOP Olympic Week kicks off July 7th through July 13th with Olympic themed events for kids, adults and 
families in camps and in the parks. We will culminate the week with Family Olympic Day at Scoville Park on 
the 13th from 10am-1pm in conjunction with Illinois Unplugged Day. 

 
Patti Staley, Director of Horticulture and Conservatory Operations 

• The Conservatory welcomed 3,202 visitors during June 
• Uncorked was sold out for June with 100 participants 
• Pollinator Perennial Sale took place on the first weekend in June. Over 690 natives & perennials were sold, 

exceeding budget expectations by 69%. Proceeds from the sale cover the cost of natives/perennials planted 
in the parks for 2024. 

• OPRF Garden Walk was conducted. 
• Free Storytime at the Conservatory were held on Wednesdays with 78 registered participants, and 15 

participants for bilingual Storytime. 
• 7 rentals, 2 photo shoots,4 children’s birthday party package  
• 13 Tours were given to local schools 
• Plant Help Desk is every Wednesday with 12 inquiries this past month. 
• Cheney Mansion volunteers gave 102 hours during June and harvested 55 pounds of produce. 

 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 
 
Bill Hamilton, Superintendent of Special Facilities 
Maintenance 

• Maintenance staff under Supervisor, Bill Moreth, have kept Rehm Pool in great shape, daily. By moving the 
Millenium Swim Team to Ridgeland, staff have had the time and been able to concentrate cleaning efforts 
in the morning between 5:30am and 9am. This has allowed staff to routinely power wash decks, clean pools, 
clean chairs, backwash filters, disinfect locker rooms and maintain landscaping, while taking the time to do 
quality work.  

Aquatics 
• Pass sales this you have been very strong. Through July 8th we sold 11,277 pool passes, including those sold 

in combination with a rink pass. This is the most since we started selling the Individual Pass over 12 years 
ago. Revenue for pass sales exceeds $728,000 which is significantly above budget estimates.  

• Attendance, as of July 7th, at both pools was 45,525, which outpaces last year’s attendance at this time. 
The extended warm weather has attracted many people to the pools to enjoy relief from the hot weather 
and enjoy the many fun with family and friends.  

• Ellis conducted the first Lifeguard Audit in June. Staff earned and overall “Exceeds”, keeping out us in the 
running for an “Exceeds” for the summer.  

• Guard Games takes place on June 12th. This year’s Guard Games will be at the Forest Park Pool. Abby Sacks, 
who is on the IPRA Committee for the games will be overseeing 2 teams of 4 guards that will be competing.  

• The first 2 sessions of swim lessons have been completed. We are at the half-way point of the season. 
Lessons have been going well with staff succeeding at delivering a quality program. 

• Our newly purchased Wibit (pool inflatable) was used on July 4th along with the rest of our Wibit Obstacle 
Course. The course was set up at Ridgeland on the holiday from 2pm to 5pm as a pass holder only event. 
Our pool patrons, young and not so young alike, had a lot of fun navigating the course and rolling off the 
new log attraction.  
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Ice Arena 
• Pool and Rink summer camps are now in the fifth session. Camps are full and the ice arena is getting a lot 

of use. In the Figure skating Camp, the campers practice routines each week to perform for parents, friends 
and other campers on Friday. Always a lot of fun. 

Customer Service 
• Customer Service staff have been doing a great job processing registration and answering questions for all 

summer programs, camps and passes. Customer Service Supervisor Keely has been working closely with 
and training pool cashiers, to properly and quickly get people through lines and into the pools as quickly as 
possible. 

Keith Kerrigan, Program & Operations Manager 
Gymnastics 

• The last day of the Spring Gymnastics session was June 2. 
• During the off week between sessions from June 3 to 9, the GRC ran extra Preschool Playtimes and Family 

Open Gyms on a holiday schedule. Eleven of these drop-in programs were held with a total of 242 
registrations. 

• Other events during the off week were a meeting for all part-time staff and a Tumbling/Trampoline Clinic 
for our competitive gymnasts run by Coach Nikko. 

• Summer session classes began June 10. 
 
RECREATION 
 
Joe Lilly, Program Manager 
Camps: 

• We are half-way through the camp season. 
• All camps are participating in Olympic week July 8-12th. 

 
Afterschool/Teens: 

• Afterschool hiring is underway with the first day scheduled for August 22nd. 
• Teen participation is at an all-time high. 

 
Early Childhood:  

• Staff are preparing Carroll Center for the Fall to accommodate Nature Preschool at that facility.  
• Participation compared to this time last year has more than doubled. 

 
Arts/Active Adults: 

• AA Dinner and Book clubs have seen an increase in popularity 
• AA Documentary watch party has seen very consistent numbers and many repeat customers 
• Summer Musical is scheduled for the weekend of June 26th with the show being Finding Nemo Jr.! 

 
Nature/Adventure: 

• Adventure Trips continue to grow in popularity. A trip is planned for July 14th to go river tubing in Fox River. 
• Planning for a programming change at Austin Gardens is taking place. Starting in the Fall, Austin Gardens 

will be utilized during morning and early afternoon hours M-F for intergenerational programming. 
 
Chad Drufke, Program Manager 
CRC 

• As of July 3rd, we have 5,059 paid monthly memberships, an increase of 30 memberships from June. We 
also have 3,946 free track memberships, a decrease of 624 from June. Yearly track membership cards 
continue to expire during the summer months.  
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• Summer CRC staff trainings are scheduled for mid-July.  
• We are hiring for CRC youth counselors for our upcoming CRC after school program which starts in mid-

August.  
• The 3 on 3 CRC summer basketball league started in late June. We have 24 participants from grades 5-8. 

 
Sports/Martial Arts/Facility Attendants 

• Summer in house sports camps have had some great field trips thus far for the campers including a Chicago 
Sky game, a Chicago Dogs game and a trip to the Chicago Fire practice facility.  

• Fall adult soccer and softball league registration took place in late June. Three of the five leagues being 
offered are already filled. League play begins in early to mid-August.  

• A women’s 3 on 3 basketball leagues are slated to start in July. We have seven teams registered thus far. 
Our summer sports intern Alex Dufour will be overseeing the league from start to finish to give him hands 
on league administration experience. 
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Memo  
To: David Wick, Chair, Administration and Finance Committee 

Board of Park Commissioners 
 
From: Miriam Armstrong, Finance Manager 
 
Cc: Jan Arnold, Executive Director; Mitch Bowlin, Director of Finance 
 
Date: July 9, 2024 
 
Re: June 2024 Revenue Expense Report  
 
Statement 
Attached with this memo are the Revenue and Expense summary charts and reports. The 2024 Budget vs Actual chart 
shows total year-to-date (YTD) operating revenues, expenses, and net income compared to the YTD Budget. The Month 
Actual - 3 Year Comparison chart compares the month’s actuals against the actuals for June 2022 and June 2023.  
 
Operating revenue is currently 1.4% over YTD budget.  YTD tax revenue is below budget by 2.9% due to the first 
property tax installment being an estimate of the previous levy and the county’s extended timeline of finalizing that levy.  
The District has, however, received its preliminary rate and EAV report for the current tax year. Based on that report the 
District will meet its budget for tax revenue by year end.   
 
Intergovernmental revenue is below budget by 16%.  This is due to Personal Property Replacement Taxes (PPRT) being 
below budget expectations.  PPRT is budgeted entirely in the Corporate fund and the decreased revenue is more than 
offset by the increase in interest revenue (148% above budget), also recorded in the Corporate Fund.   
 
Sponsorships and donations are 48% below YTD budget due to a timing difference on receipt of a grant for CRC 
operations.  That grant was permitted to stay with the Parks Foundation until July of this year so that the Foundation could 
earn interest revenue from a CD, and the District will receive the funds after the CD matures.   
 
CRC memberships are exceeding budget by 18%, which is why that department is ahead of total YTD budget.  Aquatics 
programming is also exceeding budget (pool passes by 10%, daily swim fees by 13% and learn to swim by 24%), and 
learn to skate is 100% above budget, which is why total operating revenue is 2% above budget despite the previously 
mentioned budget variances.  
 
Expenses are below budget in all categories.  Total expenses are 21% below YTD budget due primarily to timing of 
expenses in the Capital Projects Fund.  Combined with the revenues, this yields a net income that is 89% above YTD 
budget expectations. 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Attached: June 2024 Expense/Revenue Report 



Revenue and Expense Summary Charts - June 2024
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Corporate IMRF Liability Audit Recreation Museum Special Rec Special 
Facilities

Capital 
Projects

Historic 
Properties June Total Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

Taxes 28,332$           828$              1,545$          152$              24,735$           348$           2,249$         -$              -$                -$             58,190$            6,227,457$        6,050,088$       5,748,201$      
Fees and Charges 14,071$           -$               -$              -$               122,211$         -$            -$             272,152$       -$                61,400$       469,834$          1,990,921$        2,190,874$       1,354,031$      
Intergovernmental 4,505$             -$               -$              -$               -$                -$            -$             -$              -$                -$             4,505$              200,640$          167,609$          1,166,862$      
Miscellaneous Income 90,909$           -$               500$             -$               -$                -$            -$             139$              -$                -$             91,548$            211,075$          541,618$          402,329$         
Sponsorship & Donations 3,334$             -$               -$              -$               5,051$             -$            -$             -$              -$                -$             8,385$              129,083$          67,642$            37,514$           
Other Financing Sources -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                -$            -$             -$              341,114$         -$             341,114$          2,046,684$        2,046,684$       1,766,042$      
Program Revenue 1,503$             -$               -$              -$               503,289$         -$            -$             155,693$       -$                8,160$         668,645$          5,195,233$        5,172,551$       5,066,499$      
Total Revenue 142,655$        828$              2,045$          152$             655,286$        348$           2,249$        427,984$      341,114$        69,560$       1,642,222$       16,001,092$     16,237,065$    15,541,477$    

Wages 224,466$         -$               5,250$          -$               293,744$         -$            10,297$       271,367$       -$                17,760$       822,885$          4,297,119$        3,715,359$       3,144,819$      
Contractual Services 82,043$           -$               2,830$          2,000$           116,332$         150$           104,452$     56,191$         -$                6,341$         370,339$          2,024,832$        1,469,697$       1,505,479$      
Materials and Supplies 30,990$           -$               14,002$        -$               14,817$           -$            -$             40,210$         -$                974$            100,993$          561,264$          424,769$          415,633$         
Benefits 61,294$           14,779$         -$              -$               -$                -$            -$             -$              -$                -$             76,072$            477,405$          390,931$          364,256$         
Miscellaneous Expense 12,100$           -$               -$              -$               33,074$           -$            -$             1,108$           -$                695$            46,977$            380,885$          275,625$          214,066$         
Debt Service -$                 -$               -$              -$               396,325$         -$            -$             -$              -$                -$             396,325$          396,325$          396,325$          426,200$         
Utilities 17,470$           -$              -$               2,548$             445$           -$             15,795$         -$                1,405$         37,663$            380,520$          226,366$          227,989$         
Other Financing Uses 54,973$           -$               -$              -$               338,328$         -$            -$             32,732$         -$                12,823$       438,856$          2,633,138$        2,633,138$       2,256,361$      
Capital Projects -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                -$            -$             -$              80,238$           -$             80,238$            1,621,270$        504,908$          4,463,181$      
Total Expense 483,336$        14,779$         22,082$        2,000$          1,195,168$     595$           114,750$     417,403$      80,238$          39,999$       2,370,349$       12,772,757$     10,037,117$    13,017,985$    

Net (340,682)$       (13,950)$        (20,037)$      (1,848)$         (539,882)$       (247)$         (112,501)$   10,581$        260,876$        29,561$       (728,128)$         3,228,336$       6,199,948$      2,523,493$      

Health 
Insurance June Total Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

Taxes -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Fees and Charges 14,831$           14,831$         99,216$        90,106$         78,420$           
Intergovernmental -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Miscellaneous Income 1,204$             1,204$           -$              6,021$           -$                
Sponsorship & Donations -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Other Financing Sources 97,742$           97,742$         586,454$      586,454$       490,319$         
Program Revenue -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Total Revenue 113,778$         113,778$       685,670$      682,580$       568,739$         

Wages -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Contractual Services -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Materials and Supplies -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Benefits 102,029$         102,029$       556,044$      534,995$       450,980$         
Miscellaneous Expense 18$                  18$                2,500$          18$                -$                
Debt Service -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Utilities -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Other Financing Uses -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Capital Projects -$                 -$               -$              -$               -$                
Total Expense 102,047$         102,047$       558,544$      535,013$       450,980$         

Net 11,731$          11,731$         127,125$      147,568$       117,759$        

June 2024 Revenue and Expense Report - by Fund
Operating Funds

Non- Operating Funds



June-24 Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

Corporate Fund
10-00- Administration

Revenue $119,077 $3,422,066 $3,627,742 $3,471,382
Expense ($229,162) ($1,654,242) ($1,223,295) ($1,421,992)
Net ($110,085) $1,767,824 $2,404,447 $2,049,390

10-35- Conservatory
Revenue $10,559 $77,500 $68,870 $65,047
Expense ($35,911) ($204,859) ($176,274) ($202,408)
Net ($25,352) ($127,359) ($107,405) ($137,362)

10-50- Parks and Planning 
Revenue $13,019 $27,398 $74,551 $40,276
Expense ($218,263) ($1,466,837) ($1,284,337) ($1,190,200)
Net ($205,244) ($1,439,440) ($1,209,786) ($1,149,924)

Total Corporate
Revenue $142,655 $3,526,964 $3,771,162 $3,576,705
Expense ($483,336) ($3,325,939) ($2,683,907) ($2,814,601)
Net ($340,682) $201,025 $1,087,256 $762,104

IMRF Fund
15-00- Revenue $828 $88,894 $86,119 $81,822

Expense ($14,779) ($112,478) ($96,991) ($116,100)
Net ($13,950) ($23,583) ($10,873) ($34,278)

Liability Fund
16-00- Revenue $2,045 $167,589 $162,317 $153,245

Expense ($22,082) ($93,447) ($63,771) ($51,685)
Net ($20,037) $74,142 $98,546 $101,560

Audit Fund
17-00- Revenue $152 $16,312 $15,802 $11,537

Expense ($2,000) ($33,400) ($21,310) ($21,100)
Net ($1,848) ($17,088) ($5,508) ($9,563)

Recreation Fund
20-00- Administration

Revenues $25,036 $2,681,922 $2,584,859 $2,456,031
Expense ($838,604) ($3,028,866) ($2,943,603) ($2,359,557)
Net ($813,568) ($346,945) ($358,744) $96,474

June 2024 Summarized Revenue Expense Report

Operating Funds

Page 1



June-24 Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

June 2024 Summarized Revenue Expense Report

20-05- Communications
Revenue $4,750 $43,050 $47,128 $7,538
Expense ($40,072) ($289,192) ($226,363) ($202,114)
Net ($35,322) ($246,142) ($179,235) ($194,576)

20-51- Customer Service
Revenues $0 $0 $0 $0
Expense ($33,180) ($223,153) ($182,951) ($120,537)
Net ($33,180) ($223,153) ($182,951) ($120,537)

20-25- Fitness
Revenue $16,756 $145,346 $156,229 $138,227
Expense ($27,177) ($82,416) ($90,625) ($77,198)
Net ($10,422) $62,930 $65,603 $61,030

20-26- Youth Athletics
Revenue $141,498 $895,179 $962,805 $893,723
Expense ($41,072) ($199,067) ($191,925) ($167,272)
Net $100,426 $696,112 $770,880 $726,452

20-27- Adult Athletics
Revenue $22,412 $116,972 $111,342 $125,221
Expense ($9,259) ($27,399) ($21,517) ($23,708)
Net $13,153 $89,573 $89,825 $101,513

20-28- CRC
Revenue $122,211 $634,685 $683,889 $101,063
Expense ($37,986) ($365,875) ($231,646) ($42,948)
Net $84,225 $268,810 $452,243 $58,115

20-61- Community Programs
Revenue $233,194 $1,694,565 $1,697,964 $1,588,875
Expense ($128,621) ($488,796) ($445,180) ($374,700)
Net $104,573 $1,205,769 $1,252,785 $1,214,176

20-62- Fine Arts
Revenue $87,504 $673,816 $562,964 $604,357
Expense ($31,576) ($100,857) ($99,883) ($88,570)
Net $55,928 $572,959 $463,081 $515,787
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June-24 Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

June 2024 Summarized Revenue Expense Report

20-63- Early Childhood
Revenue $1,925 $188,822 $172,431 $196,379
Expense ($7,620) ($120,770) ($110,492) ($83,578)
Net ($5,695) $68,052 $61,939 $112,800

Total Recreation
Revenue $655,286 $7,074,356 $6,979,610 $6,111,413
Expense ($1,195,168) ($4,926,391) ($4,544,185) ($3,540,181)
Net ($539,882) $2,147,965 $2,435,425 $2,571,232

Museum Fund
21-00- Revenue $348 $37,755 $36,203 $34,397

Expense ($595) ($87,600) ($1,754) ($8,146)
Net ($247) ($49,845) $34,450 $26,251

Special Recreation Fund
22-00- Revenue $2,249 $243,841 $233,818 $222,151

Expense ($114,750) ($437,347) ($335,446) ($338,560)
Net ($112,501) ($193,506) ($101,627) ($116,409)

Special Facilities Fund
25-00- Administration

Revenue $0 $0 $6,194 $2,231
Expense ($55,807) ($331,146) ($310,021) ($269,539)
Net ($55,807) ($331,146) ($303,827) ($267,309)

25-19- Pools
Revenue $290,253 $952,591 $1,060,406 $921,719
Expense ($160,037) ($271,614) ($260,132) ($209,010)
Net $130,216 $680,976 $800,274 $712,709

25-20- Rink
Revenue $89,305 $871,976 $930,235 $903,330
Expense ($28,500) ($273,904) ($192,137) ($207,365)
Net $60,805 $598,072 $738,098 $695,965

Page 3



June-24 Budget YTD Actual YTD Prior YTD

June 2024 Summarized Revenue Expense Report

25-24- Gymnastics
Revenue $48,086 $681,441 $611,334 $643,180
Expense ($46,215) ($384,198) ($337,480) ($319,334)
Net $1,872 $297,243 $273,853 $323,846

25-50- Maintenance
Revenue $340 $1,925 $1,780 $1,773
Expense ($126,845) ($630,465) ($463,122) ($436,241)
Net ($126,505) ($628,540) ($461,342) ($434,468)

Total Special Facilities
Revenue $427,984 $2,507,932 $2,609,949 $2,472,234
Expense ($417,403) ($1,891,327) ($1,562,892) ($1,441,490)
Net $10,581 $616,605 $1,047,057 $1,030,744

Capital Projects Fund
70-xx- Revenue $341,114 $2,046,684 $2,051,684 $2,653,034

Expense ($80,238) ($1,621,270) ($504,908) ($4,463,181)
Net $260,876 $425,414 $1,546,776 ($1,810,147)

Historic Properties Fund
85-00- Revenue $69,560 $290,765 $290,399 $224,940

Expense ($39,999) ($243,558) ($221,954) ($222,941)
Net $29,561 $47,207 $68,445 $1,999

Health Insurance Fund
50-00- Revenue $113,778 $685,670 $682,580 $568,739

Expense ($102,047) ($558,544) ($535,013) ($450,980)
Net $11,731 $127,125 $147,568 $117,759

Non-Operating Funds
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Memo 
To:  Board of Park Commissioners 
 

From:  Mitch Bowlin, Finance Director 
 
Cc:  Jan Arnold, Executive Director 
 

Date: July 18, 2024 
 

Re: 2024 Quarter 2 Performance Measures Report 
 

Statement 
 

A well-defined system of performance measures can be a powerful means for setting organizational priorities and can 
assist with tracking progress towards improving them. Beyond monitoring completion of goals, these measures can 
also allow an organization to see the impact of any special initiatives and their return on investment for the organization 
and the community. 
 

Discussion 
 

For the tenth year, the Park District has been measuring a set of organizational performance measures. Results are 
reviewed frequently by staff, including at quarterly performance measurement meetings. Discussion will include fund 
balance, employee classification count and Other Post Employment Benefit (OPEB) balances, and volunteer hours.  
 

Recommendation 
 

Mitch Bowlin, Finance Director, will present an update regarding the status of performance measures.  

 
Attachment: MPower 2nd Quarter Review 
 

 

 



MPOWER 2024 Q2 update



Determine
effectiveness

Communicate
priorities

transparency and
accountability

Direction to
allocate resources

demonstrate
progress

Compare present to past
and future performance

Why measure our performance?



decision-making
Staff meets quarterly to review positive
and negative data trends

Identify reasons for trends

Celebrate the wins and
identify potential actions to improve

The Board receives an
update quarterly

Board updates



The Park District has completed 17% of its strategic goals, and 16% of its budget goals.  All other
goals for the year are in process - nothing has been cancelled or deferred.

Overall Goal performance YTD

2024 Strategic Plan Goals
Completed (16.67%) In Progress (83.33%)

2024 Budget Goals
Completed (16.44%) In Progress (83.56%)



 
What are we measuring?

The fund balances percentage in each fund at the close of the fiscal year
  

What is the data telling us?
All of the funds are above their minimum fund balance target
Many of the funds are above their recommended maximum

 
What is causing the data trend?

Staff have kept more money in operating funds than years past due to delays in
property tax payments from Cook County
Some of the funds are restricted, and once money is levied there it cannot be
transferred out for other purposes

 
What actions can we take going forward?

Levying less into restricted funds
Increasing transfers from Corporate to Capital

Financial Strength



What are we measuring?
The total number of active employees and the value of their accrued benefit time

  
What is the data telling us?

Compared to prior audit balances, our accrued OPEB will increase with the increased number of part time employees and the
new benefits they earn

 
What is causing the data trend?

Increasing our number of facilities and programs
The new PTO policy

  
What actions can we take going forward?

Staff will adjust budgeting practices to make sure that future budgets reflect the whole cost of a part time employee (including
PTO benefits)

financial strength



Financial Strength

What are we measuring?
The total number of volunteer hours recorded for the year
The value of those hours assuming each hour work would have been paid at minimum wage
 

What is the data telling us?
The District achieved it's volunteer hour goal last year for the first time since the COVID-19 pandemic
The FLW race is one of the biggest source of volunteer hours, followed by the Conservatory and Youth Sports

 
What actions can we take going forward?

Continue to advertise volunteer opportunities and track the hours used
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Memo 

To: David Wick, Chair, Administration and Finance Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Jan Arnold, Executive Director 

Date: July 11, 2024 

Re: Illinois Department of Natural Resources OSLAD Grant Resolution  
of Authorization for Longfellow Park Improvement Project 

Statement 

To complete the OSLAD grant application to request funding for Longfellow Park Improvement Project, a Resolution 
of Authorization must be adopted by the Park Board. 

Discussion 

Planning Resources Inc. (PRI) created the Longfellow Park Master Plan through a series of focus groups and 
community meetings. Phase I improvements were completed in 2009. They also handed the update meetings and 
improvements in 2014. 

The Park District once again engaged PRI to assist in facilitating the Longfellow Park master plan review that 
was held on October 4, 2023. The proposed improvements include redevelopment of the tennis courts as well as 
updating the splash pad amenities. 

Staff will plan to submit an OSLAD grant application for 50% of the cut of the project up to $600,000, as soon 
as IDNR releases the application in early September. Awards will not likely be made until early 2025. 

Conclusion 

The Administration and Finance Committee recommends that the Park Board adopt the Resolution of 
Authorization for the State of Illinois Department of Natural Resources OSLAD grant application for Longfellow 
Park Improvement Project and authorize Executive Director Arnold to sign the agreement. 

 

Attachment: Resolution of Authorization for Longfellow Park Improvement Project 



STATE OF ILLINOIS / IDNR      DOC-3 RESOLUTION OF AUTHORIZATION 
OSLAD/LWCF PROJECT APPLICATION  
 

1. Project Sponsor: Park District of Oak Park 
2. Project Title: Longfellow Park Improvement Project 

 
The Park District of Oak Park (local project sponsor) hereby certifies and acknowledges that it has100% of the funds necessary 
(includes cash and value of donated land) to complete the pending OSLAD/LWCF project within the timeframes specified 
herein for project execution, and that failure to adhere to the specified project timeframe or failure to proceed with the project 
because of insufficient funds or change in local recreation priorities is sufficient cause for project grant termination which will 
also result in the ineligibility of the local project sponsor for subsequent Illinois DNR outdoor recreation grant assistance 
consideration in the next two (2) consecutive grant cycles following project termination. 
 

Acquisition Projects 
 
It is understood that the project sponsor has up to twelve (12) months following project approval to acquire the subject 
property (petition to condemn must be filed for acquisitions involving eminent domain) and three (3) months following 
acquisition closing to submit a final reimbursement billing request to the IDNR (excluding eminent domain cases).  
 
Development Projects 
 
It is understood that the local project sponsor has six (6) months following project approval to initiate project 
development and a total of 24 months to complete said development with a Final Billing request submitted to IDNR 
within three (3) months following completion.  

 
The Park District of Oak Park (local project sponsor) further acknowledges and certifies that it will comply with all terms, 
conditions and regulations of 1) the Open Space Lands Acquisition and Development (OSLAD) program (17 IL Adm. Code 
3025) or federal Land & Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) program (17 IL Adm. Code 3030), as applicable, 2) the federal 
Uniform Relocation Assistance & Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) and/or the Illinois Displaced 
Persons Relocation Act (310 ILCS 40 et. seq.), as applicable, 3) the Illinois Human Rights Act (775 ILCS 5/1-101 et.seq.), 4) 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, (P.L. 83- 52), 5) the Age Discrimination Act of 1975 (P.L. 94-135), 6) the Civil Rights 
Restoration Act of 1988, (P.L. 100-259) and 7) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (PL 101-336); and will maintain 
the project area in an attractive and safe conditions, keep the facilities open to the general public during reasonable hours 
consistent with the type of facility, and obtain from the Illinois DNR written approval for any change or conversion of approved 
outdoor recreation use of the project site prior to initiating such change or conversion; and for property acquired with 
OSLAD/LWCF assistance, agree to place a covenant restriction on the project property deed at the time of recording that 
stipulates the property must be used, in perpetuity, for public outdoor recreation purposes in accordance with the 
OSLAD/LWCF programs and cannot be sold or exchanged, in whole or part, to another party without approval from the Illinois 
DNR. 
 
BE IT FURTHER PROVIDED that the Park District of Oak Park (local project sponsor) certifies to the best of its knowledge 
that the information provided within the attached application is true and correct.  
 
This Resolution of Authorization has been duly discussed and adopted by the Park District of Oak Park (local project sponsor) 
at a legal meeting held on the 25th day of July, 2024. 
 
          
               

(Authorized Signature)  
 
 
      
(Title) 

 
ATTESTED BY:       
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Field Center Design Competition Update 
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Memo 

To: David Wick, Chair, Administration and Finance Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Jan Arnold, Executive Director 

Date: July 18, 2024 

Re: Field Center Design Competition Update 
 

Statement 

The Park District of Oak Park held a design competition for the renovation and or replacement of Field Center, in 
homage to the 1926 design competition that was put on for the initial creation of the Center. The Field Center was slated 
for decommissioning in the PDOP's last 10-year master plan, after nearly 100 years of use, but greatly expanded demand 
for childcare has created the need for its expansion. The design competition gave local architects the chance to submit 
anonymous plans, and will reward a truly thoughtful and innovative design that meets the ever-evolving needs of our 
community. 

Discussion 

The design competition has two phases: the first will be for conceptual design after which three teams will be 
selected and paid a stipend to develop their design even further before the winner is selected. The jury selected 
Kenneth Dahlin (Genesis Architecture), Patrick Brown (ORG Inc.), and Gregory L. Klosowski & Parham 
Nourikoupaei (Pappageorge Haymes Partners) as the top three finalists to move on to Phase 2 of the competition. 
Each finalist presented their design plan to a new jury which included three members of the Park District 
Leadership, a Board Commissioner, and three members of the previous jury. A finalist has been identified and is 
in the vetting process to ensure we can meet the project budget and programming goals. 

Conclusion 

Staff will be making a recommendation regarding the next steps during the July Regular Board meeting. 
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947 South Ridgeland Roof Contract Approval 
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Memo 

To: Jake Worley-Hood, Chair, Parks & Planning Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Chris Lindgren, Superintendent of Parks & Planning 

Date: July10, 2024 

Re: 947 Ridgeland Roofing – Construction Contract Award 

Statement 

The Park District purchased the property at 947 S. Ridgeland in 2014 to provide space needed for the landscaping and athletic 
field team.  Upon bringing this work in house, losing a shared storage space with the Village of Oak Park this was a need for 
operations.  The site contains a building and outdoor storage space.  

Discussion 

Staff identified the roof in poor condition and in need of replacement.  Some minor repairs have been done over the 
years, but the multiple leaks and damage to the roof and substructure have gotten to the point of a needed full 
replacement with some repairs to the roof structure.  This property is also planned to have solar panels installed later 
this year to help offset some of the power needed on site.   
 
The project went out to bid on June 12th, 2024, and held a pre-bid meeting on June 14th, 2024, with multiple firms in 
attendance. The bid opening was held on June 28th, 2024 at 10:00am with two bids received. The lowest responsive 
and responsible bid was F & G Roofing, Justice, IL. The bid total came in at $97,600. Staff are recommending carrying 
a $30,000 contingency for the project for the unforeseen roof structure repairs. The 2024-2028 Capital Improvement 
Plan (CIP) has $190,000 for the project including funding for solar and minor tuckpointing. This project falls within 
the funds in the CIP.  Staff reviewed all bids and reached out to references for Crossroads Construction with positive 
feedback.  

Recommendation 

Staff recommends a contract approval with F & G Roofing Company, LLC. from Justice, IL not to exceed $127,600 
for the 947 Ridgeland Roofing Project.  
 
Attachment: 947 Roofing Project Bid Tabulation Sheet 



Park District of Oak Park

947 Roof
Bid Opening-June 28,2024 10:00am

Company Name

b^<

^T-

Bid Bond

Y/N
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i_

Base Bid Amount

^0^, ^/
~7 7~

^r^o
^

Comments

^̂ PARK DISTRICT of OAK PARK
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Vehicle Purchase Approval 
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Memo 

To: Jake Worley-Hood, Chair, Parks and Planning Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Chris Lindgren, Superintendent of Parks & Planning 

CC: Jan Arnold, Executive Director 

Date: July 10, 2024 

Re: Vehicle Purchase Approval 

Statement 

The District is in need of replacing a 2011 Dodge Grand Caravan with a Hybrid Minivan. 

Discussion 

During the course of the Capital Improvement Plan development staff reviewed the vehicle inventory and 
suggested replacement dates to determine needs for current and future budgets. For multiple years now staff have 
delayed vehicle purchases both to reduce expenses during the pandemic and also with the intention of not making 
vehicle purchases until electric or hybrid vehicles were available.  

The District currently has 12 vehicles that are past their recommended replacement dates. Many of those vehicles 
are still serviceable, and staff intend to use those until electric vehicles are available. Some of the fleets, however, 
are reaching the limit of their useful life as this vehicle is one of them. Staff recommend replacing the District’s 
2011 Grand Caravan but cannot recommend it for disposal until a suitable replacement has been found. Staff 
estimate the current replacement cost of the van to be $60,000. These funds are allocated in the approved 2024 
Capital Fund and will align with the budgeted amount. 

Conclusion 

The Administration and Finance Committee recommends that the Board grant Executive Director Arnold 
authorization to purchase a hybrid minivan in an amount not to exceed $60,000 during fiscal year 2024. 
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Memo 

To: Jake Worley-Hood, Chair, Parks and Planning Committee 
Board of Park Commissioners 

From: Mitch Bowlin, Director of Finance 

CC: Jan Arnold, Executive Director 

Date: July 12, 2024 

Re: Capital Improvement Plan for 2025-2029 

Statement 

Best practices recommend reviewing the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) on an annual basis.  The District reviews its 
CIP as the beginning of its annual budget process. 

Discussion 

In construction of the CIP, staff considered factors including: location and time since the last capital improvement 
for that asset, pending phases of each master plan, property tax collections, earned revenue levels, the need to 
build a Community Recreation Center, and aging pools at both Rehm Park and Ridgeland Common. 

Funding for the CIP comes from property taxes (50% of the property tax increase is set aside for capital from the 
2005 referendum transferred to the CIP), transfers from the operating funds, as well as grants and donations 
secured from various sources. The Park District strives to provide quality parks and facilities focusing on 
preventative maintenance where appropriate and new construction when necessary.  

The 2025-2029 CIP plan includes the following large projects: 

• Funds for master plan updates at Andersen Park, Longfellow Park, Fox Park, and Field Park and Center. 
• Funds for the diving well, bathhouse, splash pad, and parking lot at Rehm Pool 
• Funds for concrete repairs and mechanical systems replacements at Ridgeland Common 
• Geothermal energy systems at Cheney Mansion, the Conservatory, and Dole Center 
• Turf replacements at Brooks, Julian, and Irving fields. 

Conclusion 

The Parks and Planning Committee recommends the Board approve the 2025-2029 Capital Improvement Plan. 

Attachment: CIP 2025-2029 
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History of the Park District of Oak Park 

 
The Park District of Oak Park has had a long and proud history of acquiring and developing green space and offering recreation 
opportunities for the residents of Oak Park. Established in 1912, the five elected commissioners who made up the first Park Board 
purchased the land now known as Scoville Park for $135,637. This park, designed by Jens Jensen, an internationally renowned 
landscape architect, remains the “Village Green” today having been placed on the National Register of Historic Places by the 
United States Department of the Interior on November 21, 2002. It is the site of the World War I monument unveiled on November 
11, 1925, in the presence of General C.G. Dawes, Vice-President of the United States. 

 
Most of the land now owned by the Park District of Oak Park was purchased during the first two decades of the Park District’s 
existence. The main use of this property was for passive recreational activities. A conservatory was erected in 1929, supplying flowers 
for the community flower beds as well as hosting seasonal flower shows, which are still held today. The Oak Park Conservatory was 
placed on the National Register of Historic Places by the United States Department of the Interior on March 8, 2005. 

 
In 1918, a “Small Parks Commission” was appointed by the Village Board to ensure that Oak Park children had a place to “enjoy and 
practice organized outdoor sports.” They became the Oak Park Playground Board in 1920, and began to levy a tax in 1921, to “equip, 
construct, and maintain playgrounds.” This Board went on to purchase land for playgrounds and eventually built neighborhood centers, 
named after prominent children’s authors, where organized recreation programs were provided. At the National Recreation Congress 
in October 1926, Oak Park won national recognition for programs such as the “Boys’ Playground Band”, a “Shelter House Design 
Contest” won by Oak Parker John S. Van Bergen, “Murals Contest”, “Junior Art Museum”, “Library on Wheels”, as well as 
playground landscaping and beautification. Mr. Van Bergen designed many of the neighborhood recreation centers built by the 
Playground Commission. 

 
In 1939, the Park District bought the property now known as Mills Park from the Herbert Mills Family. Historic Pleasant Home, 
designated as a historic landmark in 1972, is located on this property. In 1947, the Henry W. Austin Family donated Austin Gardens 
to the Park District. Sometimes referred to as “the secret garden”, this beautiful park has been home to Festival Theatre since 1975, the 
Midwest's oldest professional theatre devoted to outdoor performances of the classics. Cheney House (now known as Cheney 
Mansion) was presented as a gift to the Park District in 1975, although it remained the private residence of Elizabeth Cheney until her 
death in 1985. Cheney Mansion was designed by Charles E. White, Jr. in 1913, and boasts many handsome reception rooms, six 
bedrooms, seven bathrooms, and separate servants’ quarters. The two acres of beautifully-landscaped grounds also include a coach 
house and greenhouse.  



---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Park District of Oak Park Mission:  In	partnership	with	the	community,	we	enrich	lives	by	providing	meaningful	experiences	through	programs,	parks,	and	facilities.	
 

For many years the Park District and Village Playground Commission operated side-by-side in serving the recreation needs of Oak 
Park residents when, in 1980, a new intergovernmental agreement merged the Recreation Department with the Park District. In 1990, the 
Park District became the sole provider of government-sponsored parks and recreation in Oak Park. At that time, the Park District 
assumed the operation and maintenance of the Village-owned recreation centers. 
 
The voters of Oak Park successfully passed a referendum in April 2005, providing much needed funding to “Renew Our Parks,” and 
provide clear stewardship of the parks and recreation service for the residents of the Village.  In 2006, the Village transferred the titles of 
five of the seven recreation centers to the Park District and a 99-year use lease for the two remaining centers has been established due to 
underground water reservoirs located on these properties.  Master plans have been completed for all of the parks, and major renovation 
projects have been completed or are in progress.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Park District of Oak Park Mission:  In	partnership	with	the	community,	we	enrich	lives	by	providing	meaningful	experiences	through	programs,	parks,	and	facilities.	
 

The 2025-2029 Capital Improvement Program 
 
The 2025-2029 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is the thirteenth update of the original 2005-2010 CIP.  The CIP is a five-year projection 
of planned improvements to the District’s parks and facilities. The CIP provides a blueprint for spending priorities over a five-year 
period. The CIP is updated annually to ensure funding is available for needed capital improvements throughout the District during the 
next five years.  No actual expenditures are made until they are included in the annual budget, which is reviewed and approved by the 
Board of Commissioners.  Therefore, based on updated needs and priorities, the CIP is being updated on an annual basis.   
 
The public has had ongoing opportunities for input on capital improvements through the site master plan processes.  The public is also 
invited to provide comment at the beginning of every Board meeting and at the annual Public Hearing held before the budget is approved, 
or by contacting staff and Board members throughout the year.  This CIP is made available to the public on the Park District web site, 
www.pdop.org, along with other planning, budgeting, and capital improvement information. 
 
Purpose of the Capital Improvement Plan 
 
Continued investment in our parks and facilities is critical to the District’s mission, which states, “In partnership with the community, we 
enrich lives by providing meaningful experiences through programs, parks, and facilities.”  Developing a long-range vision for park and 
recreation programs and services in our community has allowed the Park District of Oak Park to continue to provide the many individual, 
community, economic, and environmental benefits that enhance the quality of life and make our community a great place to work and 
play. 
 
Capital items included in the CIP are projects that have a monetary value of at least $5,000 with a useful life of at least three years.  
Examples of capital projects include construction, remodeling, purchase of parks, park fixtures, buildings, and vehicles, as well as related 
planning and engineering costs. 
 
Appropriations for capital improvement items lapse at the end of the fiscal year but are re-budgeted and re-appropriated as needed until 
the project is completed or changed.  The operating and maintenance costs for capital assets, once complete, are funded through the 
operating budget. 
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Selection and Allocation of Capital Projects 

Capital projects are developed through an extensive site planning process with input from many stakeholders including the community, 
user groups, other government entities and partners, staff, and the Board of Commissioners.  A balanced approach to improvements in the 
District is used that takes into consideration a) the previous schedule of when the master plan was completed, b) the last time 
improvements were completed at a facility, c) location of the park in the community, attempting to ensure residents feel something is 
happening in their neighborhood geographically (south, central and north), d) grant opportunities, e) funding available compared to scope 
and size of project, f) staff resources, g) highest demand-greatest need determined the order of the projects, and h) scores that parks 
receive as part of the Park Report completed by staff on an annual basis.   

Equipment and smaller scale capital projects may be submitted by Park District staff for review and consideration by the Executive 
Director and Board of Commissioners.  Staff and Board meetings are held to discuss all projects, with the projects prioritized based on 
the District’s mission, vision and values, department goals, and available funding.  When requests exceed available funding in a given 
year, adjustments are made to scope, scheduling, or additional funding is sought.  The effect of capital improvements on operating 
expenses is always an important consideration. 
 
Capital Improvement Funding Sources 
 
The District has been improving its parks and facilities through various revenue sources; some of which include property taxes, grants, 
debt, and proceeds from fees and charges.  Sources of revenue are identified property tax, grants, debt, or operating fund transfers from 
the Corporate, Recreation and/or Special Facilities Funds.   
 

2023 Actual 2024 Estimate 2025 Projected 2026 Projected 2027 Projected 2028 Projected 2029 Projected
Intergovernmental $7,342,194 $0 $861,463 $337,500 $0 $0 $0
Miscellaneous Revenue $19,957 $5,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Donations $522,064 $165,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
Property Tax Contribution $1,532,084 $1,593,368 $1,671,443 $1,738,301 $1,790,450 $1,844,163 $1,899,488
Operating Funds' Transfers $2,000,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000
Total Revenue $11,416,299 $4,263,368 $5,047,906 $5,090,801 $4,805,450 $4,859,163 $4,914,488  

 
Property Tax 
The 2005 referendum increase of 25 cents per $100 in equalized assessed valuation in property taxes was split between operational needs 
and capital projects.  Annually, the amount of property tax transferred to the capital projects fund is adjusted according to the increase in 
property tax revenue.  For fiscal year 2025 the tax increase is 4.9%, so the property tax transfer for capital projects will also increase 
4.9% to $1,671,443.  The 2025-2029 CIP assumes a 4% increase in 2026, and a 3% increase each year in 2027 - 2029. 
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Grants 
The District has been fortunate to have received over $12.5 million in grants from several sources over the last 16 years.  The District has 
received one (1) grant for $2.1m from PARC, eleven (11) grants totaling over $4m from the Open Space Land Acquisition and 
Development (OSLAD) grant from the Illinois Department of Natural Resources have been awarded to the District, three (3) grants from 
the Illinois Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity for $4.875m, and three (3) grants from Illinois Clean Energy 
Foundation for $2.5 million at Austin Gardens, Carroll, and the CRC.  The OSLAD grant is available for the purpose of acquiring, 
developing, and/or rehabilitating lands for public outdoor recreation purposes and requires a matching contribution from the Park 
District.  The District has identified Longfellow Park as an OSLAD project for 2026.  The District does not recognize revenue from 
grants until the award has been finalized and earned. 
 
Debt Issues 
The Board authorized issuing $30 million in alternative revenue source general obligation bonds for major capital improvements in the 
District.  The source of the alternative revenue to pay the debt service on these bonds will be the portion of the 2005 tax levy referendum 
proceeds dedicated for capital projects.   
 
The District issued the bonds over three years in increments of $10 million each.  The bonds were for improvements at the Ridgeland 
Common Recreation Complex, Gymnastics and Recreation Center, and John Hedges Administrative Center.  The first of the three 
planned $10 million bond issues was sold on October 20, 2011, through a competitive sale monitored by the District’s financial advisor, 
Speer Financial.  The second $10 million bond issue was sold on March 15, 2012, through a competitive sale.  The third $10 million 
bond issue was sold on February 21, 2013, through a competitive sale.  In 2019 and 2020, all three bond series were successfully 
refunded for a total savings of approximately $3 million.  In 2021, the Park District also issued a $6 million debt certificate to maintain 
the CIP schedule in the wake of the revenue impacts from COVID-19. 
 
Operating Budget Transfer 
Operating revenues generated mainly by non-tax sources are transferred to the capital improvement fund to accelerate the pace of capital 
improvements.  These transfers are based on the District’s fund balance policy which in part, states there to be a minimum fund balance 
for operational funds with amounts over the minimum transferred to the CIP for capital improvements.   
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Capital Improvement Expenditures by Type 
 
Expenditures or projects are identified by location and type.  Types of expenditures are specific to improvements such as, vehicle and 
technology improvements, studies and surveys, and/or master plan improvements.  Some allocations represent best estimates of what a 
specific item, such as a replacement fire alarm system, will cost.  Such cost estimates are made based on estimates provided from the site 
master plans and are updated based on current construction costs adjusted for inflation.   
 

2023 Actual 2024 Estimate 2025 Projected 2026 Projected 2027 Projected 2028 Projected 2029 Projected
ADA/Surveys $81,900 $375,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $105,000 $300,000
Non-site specific $64,804 $190,000 $350,000 $650,000 $100,000 $200,000 $50,000
Community Recreation Center $6,282,256 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000
Vehicle/Tech/Equipment $194,101 $100,000 $287,000 $330,000 $150,000 $365,000 $295,000
Park/Master Improvements $2,332,483 $2,405,000 $8,776,000 $4,407,450 $3,325,000 $4,300,000 $4,380,000
Total Expenses $8,955,543 $3,130,000 $9,548,000 $5,522,450 $3,710,000 $5,030,000 $5,085,000  
 
Surveys/Studies 
From time-to-time the District undertakes large scale planning projects including the Comprehensive Master Plan and studies related to 
facility acquisition or development.  Each park also has an individual master plan that is reviewed every 10 years. 
 
Vehicle, Equipment, and Technology Replacement 
This category includes replacement of District vans and trucks as well as the Zamboni, water trailer, wood chipper, tractor, and other 
mobile equipment.  Also, this category includes technology improvements ranging from server replacements, networking equipment, and 
fiber line projects.  See the appendix for a schedule of vehicle replacement. 
 
Master Plan Improvements 
Once site master plans have been approved, improvements based on these are labeled as master plan improvements.  Generally, master 
plan improvements are not undertaken totally in one year based on the dollar cost.  However, with successful grant applications, several 
parks have had substantial improvements towards completion of site master plans.    
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Capital Improvement Fund Balance 
 
The District’s Fund Balance Policy requires the Capital Projects Fund to not have a negative fund balance.  The following chart shows 
the actual, estimated, and projected fund balance for the Capital Projects Fund for this CIP.   
 

2023 Actual 2024 Estimate 2025 Projected 2026 Projected 2027 Projected 2028 Projected 2029 Projected
Total Revenue $11,416,299 $4,263,368 $5,047,906 $5,090,801 $4,805,450 $4,859,163 $4,914,488

Total Expenses $8,955,543 $3,130,000 $9,548,000 $5,522,450 $3,710,000 $5,030,000 $5,085,000

Net $2,460,756 $1,133,368 ($4,500,094) ($431,649) $1,095,450 ($170,837) ($170,512)

Fund Balance $4,367,016 $5,500,384 $1,000,290 $568,641 $1,664,091 $1,493,254 $1,322,742  
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Planned Capital Improvement Expenditures by Location  

2024-2029 Capital Improvement Plan by Park

2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Andersen Park & Center $25,000 $1,000,000

Austin Gardens $20,000 $25,000
Barrie Park & Center $40,000 $40,000

Carroll Park & Center $50,000
Elizabeth F. Cheney Mansion $300,000 $300,000 $325,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000

Dole Center $350,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $900,000
Euclid Square Park $150,000 $400,000
Field Park & Center $200,000 $2,800,000 $1,000,000

Fox Park & Center $550,000
Gymnastic and Recreation Center $95,000 $65,000 $100,000 $125,000 $70,000

John L. Hedges Admin Center $400,000 $150,000
Lindberg Park $125,000 $75,000 $200,000

Longfellow Park & Center $250,000 $2,287,450 $35,000
Maple Park $150,000

Mills Park $50,000
Oak Park Conservatory $305,000 $86,000 $50,000 $50,000 $750,000 $25,000

Pleasant Home $60,000 $400,000
Rehm Park $100,000
Rehm Pool $750,000 $3,000,000 $150,000 $1,150,000 $2,750,000 $2,800,000

Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex $125,000 $480,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $50,000
Scoville Park $60,000 $15,000

Stevenson Park & Center $30,000 $750,000
Taylor Park $115,000

Wenonah Park
Randolph Park $15,000

Non-Site Specific* $190,000 $350,000 $650,000 $100,000 $200,000 $50,000
Community Recreation Center $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000
Vehicles/Technology/Repairs $100,000 $287,000 $330,000 $150,000 $365,000 $295,000

ADA/Surveys $375,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $105,000 $300,000

Project Costs $3,130,000 $9,548,000 $5,522,450 $3,710,000 $5,030,000 $5,085,000  
*Non-site specific includes the Park District’s portion of School District 97 turf field replacements 
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Schedule of Site Master Plans and Improvements 
The Park District sets high standards when designing and constructing park renovation projects to ensure that all parks receive needed 
improvements and are safe for the public to use.  To maintain the highest standard, the Park District promotes and seeks competitive 
Requests for Proposals from qualified professional consultants and competitive bids from qualified contractors.  
 
Site Master Plans have been prepared for 18 District parks.  Implementation of plans began in 2006, with Andersen Park and continues 
throughout this Capital Improvement Plan.  Through public awareness, focus group meetings, community meetings, and online 
questionnaires, the planning process allows everyone in the community an opportunity to suggest what improvements are to be made to 
park sites and facilities.  The public is also invited to provide comment at the beginning of every Board meeting and by contacting staff 
and Board members.   
 
Park master plans are reviewed with the community and updated every 10 years. 
 
The following explains the core guidelines when planning for a major capital park improvement project: 

 A Request for Proposals is released to professional consultants for professional park planning services.  Consultants typically 
include Landscape Architects, Architects, and/or Civil Engineers.   

 Once a professional consultant is selected, Park District staff will meet with the consultant to introduce and discuss general 
site conditions and concerns and provide pertinent information from previous studies.  

 Between two and six focus group meetings are held.  Those typically invited to these meetings, depending on the park 
location, include Park District staff and representatives from the Park District Citizen Committee, the Village or Oak Park 
(administration, engineering, planning, fire, and police), Oak Park School Districts, Park District sports affiliates, business 
associations, universal access commission, WSSRA, FOPCON, and more. 

 Three to four community meetings, in conjunction with online questionnaires, are held.  During these meetings, conceptual or 
schematic designs are discussed and refined into a final site master plan.  These meetings allow the public to have active 
involvement in the planning process.  Park District staff meets with the consultant before and after each community meeting 
to ensure all suggestions or recommendations are discussed and the consultant’s work is progressing to an acceptable level.      

 The Park Board reviews a final site master plan for approval and adoption.   
 The Park District then submits a Request for Bids to hire a qualified contractor to construct the proposed improvements.  Due 

to the cost of certain improvements, some park projects need to be phased over time.   
 The Park Board reviews the bids from a qualified contractor and approves the hiring/contracting of the contractor.   
 Construction begins and is monitored by the Park District Superintendent of Parks and Planning.   
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Park District of Oak Park 
Proposed Timing for Master Plan Reviews 

 
Plan Created   Plan Reviewed  Tentative Next Review 

Field (2006)    2014    2024 
Carroll (2005)    2014    2024 
Austin Gardens (2005)  2015    2024 

 
Andersen (2005)   2015    2025 
Barrie (2015)    2015    2025 
Cheney (2009)    2016    2025 
Maple (2007)    2013    2025 

 
Conservatory (2008)   2016    2026 
Rehm Park (2008)   2016    2026 
Euclid (2009)    2016    2026 

 
Mills (2008)    2017    2027 
Taylor (2009)    2017    2027 
Scoville (2010)   2018    2027 

 
Lindberg (2010)   2018    2028 
Wenonah (2009)   2018    2028 
Randolph (2009)   2018    2028 

 
Stevenson (2011)   2021    2029 

 
Fox (2006)    2023    2030 
Longfellow (2006)   2023    2030 

 
Rehm Pool (2023)   2023    2033 
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Andersen Park and Center 1.3 acres at Hayes & Division 
 
History 
Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Hans Christian Andersen and includes a 
center originally designed by John S. Van Bergen.  The center has been significantly modified over the 
years.  The play equipment was previously renovated in 1985.  
 
Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Andersen Park was completed in January 2006, and updated in 2014.  Initial 
improvements were completed in September 2006.  These improvements included: new playground 
equipment, splash pad, roll hill, walkways, drinking fountain, bicycle rack, security lighting, replacement 
fencing, woven willow dome, interpretive signage, landscaping, and decorative paved seating areas.  In 
2006, Andersen Center improvements were also made including roof repair and lock and door replacement.  An upgrade of the local fire 
alarm system was completed in 2008, which replaced the circa 1965 system.  The new system allows for constant fire/smoke detection 
and direct communication alerts to emergency agencies.  Replacement park benches were installed in 2008.  Center improvements in 
2010, made the restrooms accessible when no staff is present, and addressed small-scale maintenance needs (e.g., painting, tuck pointing, 
tile replacement).  In 2011, a new exterior accessible restroom was constructed for the Center.  There were aesthetic and deferred 
maintenance improvements completed at Andersen Center in 2018, including a new roof and interior upgrades.   
 
Current Features 
This small neighborhood park currently features a multi-purpose field, two age-appropriate playground areas, a splash pad, roll hill, 
walkways, and seating areas including chess tables, drinking fountain, bicycle rack, and restrooms in Andersen Center.  
 
Future Improvements 
Final master plan improvements are scheduled for 2025, on the south end of the park.  These improvements include seating areas, play 
spaces, and fencing.  The entrances and walkways will improve the aesthetics of the park.  Multi-purpose field improvements would 
include field grading, improved spectator seating, signage, and bike racks.  In 2018, the large elm on the south side of the park had to be 
removed which opened up the space and will allow for improvements to the west and south side of the facility.  The 2015 master plan 
update provided for an alternative if the tree was lost.  Additionally, improvements include additional shade, outdoor fitness equipment, 
and playground replacement. 
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Andersen Park and Center – Continued 1.3 acres at Hayes & Division 
 
Benefits  
Capital improvements to Andersen Park will enhance the field environment, improve safety, and improve the aesthetic value of the park 
and facility.  The walkways will also create greater accessibility to the park.  
 

 
Projected

Andersen Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               

Building Improvement -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements 25,000        1,000,000   -            -            -             -               

25,000        1,000,000   -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Austin Gardens 3.64 acres at Ontario & Forest 
 
History 
Henry W. Austin, Jr. donated the land for Austin Gardens to the Park District in 1947, on the 
condition that it remains a public park bearing the Austin family name.  The District officially 
received ownership of the property upon the death of Mrs. Austin in 1954.  The park includes a 
wildflower woodland habitat first planted in 1970, by members of the League of Women Voters, as 
well as pathways and hundreds of trees.  Since 1975, Austin Gardens has been used as a 
performance space by the Oak Park Festival Theatre.  A Trust for Austin Gardens is held by the Oak 
Park-River Forest Community Foundation and has a value of close to $500,000.  Proceeds of the 
trust can be used for extraordinary maintenance and recreation activities. 
 
Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Austin Gardens was completed in 2005, and updated in 2016.  Construction of improvements began in October 
2007, and included: path improvements, new benches, landscaping, trash receptacles, fencing, electrical upgrades, lighting, and an 
irrigation system for the wildflower area.  A multi-purpose Environmental Education Center, discovery garden, and other improvements 
such as walkways, landscaping, and signage were completed in 2016.   
 
Current Features 
The park includes a wildflower woodland habitat first planted in 1970, by members of the League of Women Voters, as well as 
walkways, a drinking fountain, hundreds of trees and an area for a Festival Theatre stage.  The Environmental Education Center provides 
educational opportunity for residents and will be used for day camp programs.  The discovery garden is a natural habit that utilizes 
rainwater to help irrigate the park.  The signage creates additional educational components and the mile markers will be used by walkers 
for fitness tracking. 
 
Future Improvements 
Staining for the siding is planned for 2026 and 2029. 
 

Projected
Austin Gardens 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement -             -             20,000      -            -             25,000          

Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               
-             -             20,000      -            -             25,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Barrie Park and Center 4.22 acres at Lombard & Garfield 
 
History 
The 0.9 acre site at the southwest corner of Lombard and Garfield was acquired in 1932, and 
named for the children’s author James Barrie.  It includes a center originally designed by Arthur 
B. Maiworm.  The adjacent 3.3 acre park was acquired in 1965, and had been the site of a 
manufactured gas plant from 1893-1931.  Soil contamination was discovered in 1999, and 
remediation was undertaken through a coordinated effort by the Park District, Village of Oak 
Park, ComEd, and NiCor.  Cleanup and restoration took place from 2001-2005.  Barrie Center is 
located on top of a Village underground potable water tank.  A master plan was created for 
Barrie Park in 2015, which includes future upgrades to the playground, sled hill, and the addition 
of a natural play area.   
 
Past Improvements 
Improvements to Barrie Park, done through the remediation project and completed in 2005, included: new ball fields and a multi-use 
sport field with irrigation, a sled hill, walkways, playground equipment, and patio.  Near the center, improvements included a new tot lot, 
sport courts, and an accessible ramp.  Other improvements in both locations included benches, drinking fountains, bicycle racks, 
landscaping and lighting.  In 2006, improvements to Barrie Center included roof repair, lock and door replacement, and creation of 
storage spaces to secure equipment.  In 2007, these center improvements were completed.  In March 2008, improvements included 
making the restrooms ADA accessible and creating both interior and exterior access, upgrading restroom fixtures, upgrading ventilation 
systems, creating a customer service kiosk, replacing railings, improving common areas, and reorganizing office workspace.  An upgrade 
of the local fire alarm system was completed in 2008, which replaced the system installed in 1965.  The new system allows for constant 
fire/smoke detection and direct communication alerts to emergency agencies.  Improvements were made again in 2023 to the 
playgrounds, ball fields, sports courts, and a new picnic area and pickleball courts were added in 2023 and 2024. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include restrooms at Barrie Center, a multi-purpose field, a soccer field, one baseball field, a sport courts facility (for 
basketball, volleyball, tennis and inline hockey),  three age-appropriate playground areas (2 at Barrie Park and 1 at Barrie Center), a sled 
hill with a storage area for utilities and maintenance equipment built into the base, and drinking fountains.  Barrie Park athletic fields are 
irrigated. 
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Barrie Park and Center – Continued 4.22 acres at Lombard & Garfield 
 
Future Improvements 
For 2025 the District is planning to add shade structures to the sports fields. 
 
Benefits  
These improvements will help to improve the park and facility amenities and use of the park. 
 

Projected
Barrie Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement 10,000        -             -            -            -             -               

Park Improvements 30,000        40,000       -            -            -             -               
40,000        40,000       -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Carroll Park and Center 2.48 acres at Kenilworth & Fillmore 
 
History 
Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Lewis Carroll and includes a center originally 
designed by John S. Van Bergen.  The center has been significantly modified over the years.  The northern 
part of Kenilworth Street was vacated by the Village in 1960, to expand the park and connect it to the 
Lincoln School grounds, creating roughly five acres of total open space.   
 
Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Carroll Park was completed in December 2005, and updated in 2014, with the 
cooperation of Elementary School District 97; initial improvements were completed in September 2007.  
These improvements included: new playground equipment, a drinking fountain, walkways, landscaping, and 
additional security lighting.  In coordination with the Village of Oak Park, the Kenilworth cul-de-sac was rotated 90 degrees to the 
southwest to gain more play space.  In 2007, Carroll Center improvements were also made including roof repair and lock and door 
replacement.  An upgrade of the local fire alarm system was completed in 2008, which allows for constant fire/smoke detection and 
direct communication alerts to emergency agencies.  Two properties adjacent to Carroll Center were purchased on Kenilworth Avenue 
and turned into added green space for this park in 2008 and 2009.  Center improvements in 2010, made the restrooms accessible when no 
staff is present and addressed small-scale maintenance needs (e.g., painting, tuck pointing, tile replacement).  In 2014, Master plan 
improvements to ball field and spectator areas including west side walkways were completed to create a continuous walking path.  
Additionally, an education classroom area was installed east of the Recreation Center.  The ball field improvements included new 
backstops, diamond and multi-purpose field grading, player and spectator areas improvements that include covered player benches, 
spectator seating, signage and bike racks.  In 2019, the Park District began construction of an addition to the Carroll Center.  The addition 
is to add space for preschool and afterschool as well as provide the largest individual room in the District’s portfolio.  The addition was 
constructed with capital funds from the District as well as a grant of $577,800 from the Illinois Clean Energy Community Foundation to 
construct the building as passive design.  The facility will now generate more energy than it uses.  It has six geothermal wells, solar 
panels, triple-pane windows, a rain garden and extensive insulation to create our most energy efficient building.  Additionally, the 
playground was renovated to include swings, play structure and forever lawn surfacing.  In 2019 the District purchased the property 
adjacent to Carroll Park with OSLAD funds and created open green space to expand the park. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include a baseball field, a multi-purpose field, playground for 2-5 year olds, drinking fountain, baggo stations, benches, 
and restrooms in Carroll Center.   
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Carroll Park and Center – Continued 2.48 acres at Kenilworth & Fillmore 
 
 
Future Improvements 
For 2025 the District is planning to replace some siding panels that have been damaged. 
 

 
Projected

Carroll Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               

Building Improvement -             50,000       -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               

-             50,000       -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Community Recreation Center 
 
History 
Land for the CRC was acquired in 2019, by donation from the 
Parks Foundation, the property at 229 Madison Street will allow 
the District to fulfill a recommendation for an indoor recreation 
center as outlined in the 2015-2024 Comprehensive Master Plan.  
Construction began in March of 2022 and was completed in May 
2023.  The facility was constructed without the need for 
referendum or tax increase, being funded primarily by donations 
through the Parks Foundation as well as grants through the state of 
Illinois and Illinois Clean Energy Foundation. 
 
Current Features 
The CRC currently features an indoor walking track, gymnasium 
space, a play zone, community rooms, e-sports room, and a fitness 
center.  The facility was constructed as a net zero energy use building, generating all of its required electricity with onsite rooftop solar 
panels.  
 
Future Improvements 
Phase two of the CRC plan is not currently scheduled.  The funds in the CIP from 2024-2029 are for the fitness equipment capital lease. 
 
 
 

 
Projected

Community Recreation Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Building Improvements 60,000        60,000       60,000      60,000      60,000        60,000          

60,000        60,000       60,000      60,000      60,000        60,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Cheney Mansion 2.20 acres at Euclid & Ontario 
 
History 
Cheney Mansion was designed in 1913, by Charles E. White, Jr. for the Sharpe family.  It has six 
bedrooms, seven bathrooms, many reception rooms, a ballroom, coach house, and greenhouse on 
two acres of landscaped grounds.  It was purchased in 1922, by Andrew and Mary Dole and 
inherited by their niece, Elizabeth Cheney, who deeded it to the Park District in 1975.  The Park 
District took ownership of the property in 1985.  It was designated an Oak Park Landmark by the 
Village of Oak Park in 2004.  Cheney Mansion is currently used for Park District programs such as 
cooking classes, special events, and as a rental facility for the public.  The mission of Cheney 
Mansion is “to provide a unique venue for recreation programs, special activities, and community 
events for the enjoyment of Oak Park residents and is a distinctive locale for private meetings and 
celebrations.” 
 
Past Improvements 
The boiler and external walkway pavers were replaced in 2006.  Major renovations were made in 2007, in preparation for the 2007 Oak 
Park River Forest Infant Welfare Society’s Designer Showcase House.  Improvements included: roof and gutter replacement, tuck 
pointing of chimney and exterior elevations, repair of the exterior stucco, and exterior painting.  Interior renovations included: a 
remodeled kitchen, replacement kitchen hood vent, fire alarm upgrade, and interior finishes to all rooms.  A new wooden fence was 
erected on the east end of the property and the wrought iron fence surrounding the Mansion was repaired and restored.  Improvements 
were made to the coach house to make it a better rental property and lead paint was removed from the fire escape staircase.  In fall 2009, 
a site plan was developed for the grounds surrounding Cheney Mansion which focused on improving accessibility to the first floor.  This 
plan was updated in 2016.  A feasibility study, to fully assess the condition of the Cheney Greenhouse, was completed in 2010.  Master 
plan improvements began in the late fall of 2011, and concluded in spring 2012.  Improvements included main entry identifying signage, 
main entry sidewalk improvements, an accessible walkway with improved landscaping from the main entry to the house solarium, a new 
south garden access walkway leading to the back patio area, and a new walkway to the north garden area.  In 2013, through a generous 
donation, the waterfall garden on the south of the property was restored.  In 2014, the greenhouse was restored and made into a functional 
space to be used as part of rentals on the property.  In 2020, the entrance off the alley was widened to better accommodate catering 
vehicles.  
 
Current Features 
Current features include a historic home, coach house, and decorative gardens around each.  The home and grounds are used for Park 
District programs and private rentals.  
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Cheney Mansion – Continued 2.20 acres at Euclid & Ontario 
 
Future Improvements 
Major improvements planned for 2024 are tuck pointing and electrical work at the home, and in 2025 the District is planning for a 
geothermal energy system at Cheney Mansion, with construction completing in 2026.  2027-2029 has funds reserved for maintenance 
items needed at Cheney Mansion. 
 

 
Projected

Cheney Mansion 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               

Building Improvement 300,000      300,000      325,000     25,000      25,000        25,000          
Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               

300,000      300,000      325,000     25,000      25,000        25,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Dole Center Building at Augusta & Cuyler 
 
History  
Dole Learning Center was built in 1926, and donated to the Village of Oak Park in 1939, by Andrew and 
Mary Dole, who also owned Cheney Mansion.  The Village used it as a library branch for several decades 
and added recreational programming in the late 1970s.  Dole Center underwent a major renovation in 
2002, which made the building ADA accessible.  In addition to the Village, the Oak Park Library, and the 
Park District occupied parts of Dole Center through an intergovernmental agreement and all three entities 
contributed to a sinking fund for the utility costs, janitorial services, and maintenance of the building.  The 
Park District purchased Dole Center from the Village of Oak Park in 2019. 
 
Past Improvements 
In 2006, a partition was built on the third floor to create a sound barrier between two dance studios.  In 2017, security cameras were 
upgraded to increase the safety of this facility. 
 
Current Features 
This property has offices, restrooms, and a drinking fountains.  There are also classroom spaces for seniors and fitness programming. 
 
Future Improvements 
The District has planned for a geothermal system and roof replacement in 2029.  Years 2025-2028 are capital maintenance items. 
 
Estimated Operating Costs 
Geothermal is planned to reduce the electric and natural gas used when maintaining temperatures in the facility. 
 
Benefits 
The geothermal system will reduce the District’s consumption of electricity and natural gas. 
 

Projected
Dole Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Building Improvements 350,000      50,000       50,000      50,000      50,000        900,000        
350,000      50,000       50,000      50,000      50,000        900,000        

Capital Improvement Plan
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Euclid Square Park  

2.81 acres at Fillmore & Euclid 
History 
Acquired in 1929, the park was originally called New South Park, or Park #9, but was subsequently named after the adjacent street.   
 
Past Improvements  
The tennis courts were replaced in 1979, and resealed in 2008.  The playground equipment was replaced 
in 1998.   A site master plan was created in 2009, and updated in 2017.  The site master plan process for 
Euclid Square began in 2009, resulting in recommended improvements separated into three phases.    
Completed in spring 2011, master plan improvements focused on complete renovation of the ballfield and 
the southwest corner of the park.  New walkways on the southern half of the park, landscaping, a bicycle 
rack, drinking fountain, and benches are also part of this project.  The Park District received a $100,000 
Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity grant for the ballfield improvements.  In 2017, 
improvements included a continuous walking path, new playground with rubberized surface, new tennis 
courts and fencing, rain garden and small sled hill.  $400,000 of the project was funded through the 
OSLAD grant program.   
 
Current Features 
Current features include an age-appropriate playground area, a baseball field, a multi-purpose field, four 
tennis/pickleball courts, soccer field, and drinking fountain.   
 
Future Improvements 
Tennis court surface replacement is scheduled for 2028.  The District plans to install an exterior restroom at Euclid in 2028 as called for 
in the 2017 master plan update. 
 

Projected
Euclid Square Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements 150,000     400,000      

-             -             -            150,000     400,000      -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Field Park and Center 3.39 acres at Division & Woodbine 
 
History  
Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Eugene Field and includes a center originally 
designed by John S. Van Bergen.  The center has been significantly modified over the years.  Woodbine 
Avenue between Berkshire and Division was vacated by the Village in 1960, to expand the park and 
connect it to the Mann School grounds, creating roughly five acres of total open space.   
 
Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Field Park was completed in May 2006, with the cooperation of School District 97.  
Master plan improvements began in August 2007, and were completed in April 2008.  A $399,000 Illinois 
Department of Natural Resources Open Space Lands Acquisition and Development Grant partially funded 
these improvements, which included: new playground equipment, a bocce court, splash pad, shelter, new walkways, renovated and 
expanded baseball and soccer fields, a new vehicular drop off near the Center, installation of an irrigation trunk, new benches, drinking 
fountains, bicycle racks and landscaping, including the addition of many new trees.  In 2007, Field Center improvements including roof 
repair and lock and door replacement.  An upgrade of the local fire alarm system was completed in 2008, which allows for constant 
fire/smoke detection and direct communication alerts to emergency agencies.  Center improvements in 2010, made the restrooms 
accessible when no staff is present and addressed small-scale maintenance needs (e.g., painting, tuck pointing, tile replacement).  In 
2011, a new exterior accessible restroom was constructed for the Center.  Irrigation was added in 2013, to the sports fields.  In 2014, the 
District reviewed the master plan for Field Park and Center with the community.  An underground cistern was added in 2017, to capture 
the water from the splash pad and reuse through the irrigation system on the fields.  In 2018, the playground surface was replaced as well 
as a natural planting area was installed. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include two age-appropriate playground areas, a splash pad, a bocce court, shelter, seating area with benches and chess 
tables, walkways, two baseball fields, a multi-purpose field, drinking fountain, native planting area, and restrooms in Field Center.  
 
Future Improvements 
The District is in the process of an architecture design contest to replace Field Center.  That constructions is planned for 2025, and the 
playground is scheduled for 2026. 

Projected
Field Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement 200,000      2,800,000   -            -            -             -               

Park Improvements -             -             1,000,000  -            -             -               
200,000      2,800,000   1,000,000  -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Fox Park and Center 1.54 acres at Oak Park & Jackson 
 

History  
Acquired in 1922, the park is named after William H. Fox, who served on the Park Board of Commissioners from 
1919-1925.  It includes a recreation center built in 1966.   
 

Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Fox Park was completed in January 2007, and updated in 2014.  Center improvements 
completed in 2008, included: making the restrooms ADA accessible and creating both interior and exterior access, 
upgrading restroom fixtures, upgrading ventilation systems, replacing railings, remodeling the kitchen and activity 
space, adding storage space, creating a customer service kiosk, improving common areas, and reorganizing office 
workspace.  Master plan improvements to the north end of the park, completed in spring 2009, included new 
playground equipment, restored splash pad area with added accessibility, a ramp to gain access to the restrooms, a 
new north entranceway to the center, a walkway all the way around the center, and a renovated entryway plaza on 
the south side of the center with additional seating.  Other improvements included benches, drinking fountains, 
bicycle racks, landscaping, and lighting.  The “sunken area” was brought up to grade in order to accommodate these features and create 
accessibility.  In 2011, the windows for the center were replaced.  Ballfield improvements were made to the backstops, player and 
spectator areas, and seating during 2014.  Additionally, bench seating was added to the perimeter of the park, shaded seating at the sand 
play area, and irrigation was installed for the sports field.  In 2016, the retaining walls and entry steps were renovated to match existing 
with new walls, structure, railings and copings.   

 
Current Features 
Current features include two age-appropriate playground areas, a splash pad, baseball field, multi-purpose field, drinking fountains, 
seating with benches and chess tables.  
 
Future Improvements 
The playground and playground surface are scheduled for replacement in 2027. 

 
Projected

Fox Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               

Building Improvement -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements -             -             -            550,000     -             -               

-             -             -            550,000     -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Gymnastics and Recreation Center 0.6 acres (26,505 sq. ft.) at Lake & Humphrey 
 

 
History 
Acquired in 2011, for $980,000, the 25 Lake Street property was 
previously owned by Aldi, Inc., the grocery chain.  The Park District 
Board approved building a gymnastics facility, which resulted in the 
current gymnastics center moving out of its location at 218 Madison Street 
in 2013.   
 

Past Improvements 
In early 2012, the existing building operated by Aldi, Inc. was demolished.  
Construction for the new facility started in fall 2012, and was completed in 
2013.  The Parks Foundation purchased a sculpture in 2017, which was 
installed in 2017, named Blue Woman in the Twilight.  In 2024 the 
District replaced flooring at the GRC as well as upgraded the lights in the 
sign to LED bulbs. 
 

Current Features 
The Gymnastics and Recreation Center includes expanded gym floor space and equipment, a studio room, two multi-use rooms, staff 
offices, restrooms, spectator viewing areas, and parking with a drop-off zone.   
 
Future Improvements 
A building automation system, boiler, and office carpeting are planned for 2025.  Thin film solar and a rooftop HVAC replacement is 
scheduled for 2026.  A second roof top HVAC unit is scheduled for 2028, and parking lot repairs are scheduled for 2029. 
 
 

Projected
Gymnastics and Recreation Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Building Improvement 95,000        65,000       100,000     -            125,000      70,000          
95,000        65,000       100,000     -            125,000      70,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Hedges Administrative Center  0.34 acres (22,180 sq. ft.) at Madison & Harvey 
 

History 
Acquired in 1986, 218 Madison was built in the 1930s, and formerly housed an automobile dealership.  
In 2001, the building, which housed administrative offices, program registration, the buildings and 
grounds headquarters (including vehicle storage) and the District’s Gymnastics Center, was named 
after John L. Hedges, Park District Executive Director from 1980 to 2000.   
 

Past Improvements 
Renovations made from 2001 to 2006, reorganized office workspaces, converted storage space into 
offices, streamlined the customer service and registration area, converted lighting fixtures to energy-
saving models, and replaced roof trusses in the Gymnastics Center.  A Facility Improvement Study 
conducted in 2006, focused on improvements to the existing facilities on a short-term (1 to 3 years) 
basis with an emphasis on the Buildings and Grounds and Gymnastics Center.  The Study identified needed structural repairs such as 
replacement of roof trusses, reconstruction of the basement ceiling, masonry repair, ventilation system replacement, and roofing 
replacement.  The District was actively pursuing the relocation of one or all of the following: Administrative offices, the Gymnastics, 
and/or the Buildings & Grounds functions.  In 2011, the Park District purchased the 25 Lake Street property with the Board approving 
moving the gymnastics program to it.  An architectural firm was hired for validating the cost of moving gymnastics to 25 Lake Street, 
expanding Building and Grounds, and renovating Administration at 218 Madison.  In 2013, the gymnastics programs were relocated to 
the new Gymnastics and Recreation Center.  In 2015, the District completed a redevelopment of both the Buildings and Grounds space as 
well as the Administrative area.  These improvements provide buildings and grounds the work space needed and brought the entire 
building up current code.   
 

Current Features 
This facility is used for Park District Administrative offices and Buildings and Grounds. 
 
Future Improvements 
In 2025 the District plans to replace office carpeting and install additional solar panels.  In 2029 the District plans to install electric 
vehicle chargers. 
 
Estimated Operating Costs 
There will be additional electric usage due to the charging stations, however in anticipation of this the District is continuing to add solar 
power to the building. 
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Hedges Administrative Center - Continued 
 
Benefits 
The benefits to these charging stations will be a sustainable source of energy, decreased fuel costs, and a lower carbon footprint.  
 
 

Projected
Admin/Buildings & Grounds 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Building Improvement -             400,000      -            -            -             150,000        
-             400,000      -            -            -             150,000        

Capital Improvement Plan
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Lindberg Park 13.9 acres at Marion & Le Moyne 
 
History 
Acquired in 1925, this park was originally called “Green Fields” but was subsequently named after Gustav A. 
Lindberg, the first Superintendent of Parks at the Park District of Oak Park.  The land had previously been used 
as a refuse dump.  In 1972, the Oak Park River Forest Community Foundation established the Presidential Walk 
in Lindberg Park with the planting of 17 sugar maples, one for each of the 17 former Village of Oak Park 
Presidents.  This tradition continues with a new tree planted as each village president ends their term in office. 
One of the ballfields is named for Merritt Lovett, a former Park Board Commissioner.  
 
Past Improvements 
In the late 1990’s, the gardens were restored to their original layout as designed in the 1930’s by Mr. Lindberg. 
This project was a joint effort between the Garden Club of Oak Park and River Forest and the Park District of 
Oak Park with funding from the Illinois Department of Natural Resources.  The original design had included 
water gardens and roses transplanted from gardens dismantled after Chicago’s Century of Progress World’s Fair 
in 1934.  Other improvements completed in 2000, included: remodeling the comfort station and concession 
stand, resurfacing the tennis courts, installing irrigation under the fields, and replacing 120 trees.  The tennis 
courts were resealed in 2009.  A site master plan for Lindberg was completed in fall 2010, and updated in 2018.  Identifiable needs 
included adding paths on the north and east sides to complete a walkway around the park, replacing backstops and fencing, improving 
security lighting, renewing the comfort station, improving field drainage, and adding “health-walk” medallions around the park.  In 2014, 
with the help of a $400,000 OSLAD grant, the District was able to complete improvements to the sports fields, added a picnic shelter and 
new playground, and improved the tennis courts and walkways.  In 2015, landscaping work on the west side of the Trial Gardens took 
place to create a wonderful wildlife refuge.  In 2024 the District resurfaced the tennis courts. 
 
Current Features 
The park features a comfort station with restrooms, an age appropriate playground area, two baseball fields, two multi-purpose fields, 
three tennis courts, picnic pavilion, a native prairie plant garden, and a drinking fountain.  Lindberg Park athletic fields are irrigated.  
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Lindberg Park – Continued 13.9 acres at Marion & Le Moyne 
 
Future Improvements 
The District is planning to add a shade structure to the playground in 2025, and repair the walking paths in 2029. 
 
 

Projected
Lindberg Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvement 125,000      75,000       -            -            -             200,000        

125,000      75,000       -            -            -             200,000        

Capital Improvement Plan
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Longfellow Park and Center 2.62 acres at Ridgeland & Jackson 
 
History 
Acquired in 1920, the park was named after the American poet, Henry Wadsworth Longfellow.  The 
recreation center was built in 1966, in the same style as Fox Center.   
 
Past Improvements 
The site master plan for Longfellow Park was completed in February 2007.  Center improvements 
completed in 2008, included: making the restrooms ADA accessible and creating both interior and 
exterior access, installing an elevator, upgrading restroom fixtures and ventilation systems, creating a 
viewing area for the upper level program room, creating a customer service kiosk, improving common 
areas, and reorganizing office workspace.  In 2008, replacement of the Center’s air conditioning system 
was also completed.  In 2011, the windows were replaced in the Center.   
 
Park master plan improvements constructed in 2008, included new accessible and creative playground equipment, a new splash pad, a 
ramp to gain access to the restrooms, a new north entranceway to the center, a walkway around the center, and a renovated entryway 
plaza on the south side of the center with additional seating.  Other improvements included benches, drinking fountains, bicycle racks, 
landscaping, and lighting.  The “sunken area” north of the center was filled in and a new full-sized basketball court with spectator area 
was installed.  The play areas were relocated from the northwest corner of the park to a more central location allowing for parental 
monitoring of both the playground and the ball field.  Sand volleyball courts were relocated to Rehm Park.  At the southeast corner of the 
park, a brick ballfield plaza was created and a drinking fountain and bicycle rack were added.  A significant percentage of this project 
was funded through grant dollars.  Irrigation was installed on the sports fields in 2013.  In 2014, improvements were made to the ball 
field and spectator areas.  In 2016, the entry retaining walls and ADA ramps were re-built & a new roof was installed to allow for the 
addition of solar panels in 2017, and 2018.  In 2016, a cistern was installed to collect water from the splash pad and repurpose that water 
for the irrigation of the sports fields.   
 
Current Features 
Current features include two age-appropriate playground areas, a splash pad, one baseball field, one multi-purpose field, one basketball 
court, two tennis courts that also convert into a temporary outdoor ice rink in the winter, walkways, seating with benches and chess 
tables, bicycle racks, drinking fountains, and restrooms in Longfellow Center.  The Center is now accessible via a new elevator on the 
north side of the building.  An above ground cistern was installed to capture water from the splash pad and rain water and treat that for 
use for irrigation and 30 solar panels. 
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Longfellow Park and Center – Continued 2.62 acres at Ridgeland & Jackson 
 
Future Improvements 
In 2026 the Park District will remove the tennis courts and replace with dedicated pickleball courts.  The sandbox by the splashpad will 
be removed in order to expand the splash pad and reduce maintenance needs.  The District will also add a sensory garden at the entrance 
to the park, and replace both the playground and playground surfaces.  The basketball courts will be resurfaced in 2029.   
 
Estimated Operating Costs 
These updates will lower some of the costs associated with the upkeep of the courts and make them more playable.  The playground and 
splashpads are also due for renovation and that work will decrease maintenance needed in the park.    
 

Projected
Longfellow Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement -             -             -            -            -             -               

Park Improvements 250,000      2,287,450  35,000          
-             250,000      2,287,450  -            -             35,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Maple Park 6.98 acres at Harlem & Lexington 
History                    
Acquired in 1921, the linear park was formerly railroad property.   
It was originally called Park #6 or Perennial Gardens for the formal plantings installed there, 
but was later renamed for the adjacent Maple Street.  A comfort station was built in the center 
of the park around 1960.  Renovations in the early 1980s added new landscaping and curving 
walkways.  The playground equipment was replaced in 1998.   
 

Past Improvements 
The tennis courts were resurfaced in 2002.  Ballfield backstops were renovated and safety cages 
were added in 2005, when the infields were realigned.  Many trees have been replaced in Maple 
Park in recent years.  The master plan was completed in November 2007.  Initial master plan 
improvements, starting in the summer 2010, and finishing in spring 2011, included: removal of the three tennis courts and one old 
basketball court in the center of the park.  Two new lighted tennis courts were located on the south end of the park.  The vacated land in 
the center was landscaped as an open meadow, and a new continuous walkway was created along the east side of the park to fully 
connect the north and south ends.  An off leash dog area was installed.  The District completed improvements including: a new 
playground, climbing boulders, new picnic shelter, additional walkways to provide a continuous walking path,  as well as improvements 
to the two ball field to include new backstops, fencing, diamond and multi-purpose field grading, player and spectator areas with new 
player benches, signage, resurfaced tennis courts including pickle ball stripes, and bike racks in 2016.  Improvements to the comfort 
station originally slated for 2014, occurred in 2016.  In 2017, the park was renovated to include a picnic pavilion, updated ballfields with 
amenities, walking loop, and new playground with rubberized surface.  
 

Current Features 
Current features include a comfort station with restrooms, two age-appropriate playground areas, two baseball fields, two multi-purpose 
fields, two lighted tennis/pickle ball courts, picnic pavilion walkways, seating, drinking fountain, climbing boulders, and bicycle racks.   
 
Future Improvements 
Tennis court surface repairs are planned for 2026. 
 

Projected
Maple Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvement -             -             150,000     -            -             -               

-             -             150,000     -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Mills Park and Pleasant Home (“John Farson House”) 4.43 acres at Pleasant & Home 
 

History 
Acquired in 1939, the historic John Farson House, known as “Pleasant Home”, is a National Historic 
Landmark designed in 1897, by architect George W. Maher.  Outbuildings on the attendant grounds 
were subsequently razed and Mills Park has been maintained as open space for many years.  Pleasant 
Home was used for decades as a community center and is now also rented out to the public for events.  
The Pleasant Home Foundation offices are located in the home.  The organizations provide daily tours 
(free on Fridays) and educational programming for the community. 
 
Past Improvements 
Major projects from 1939 to 1990 included: rebuilding of two front porch plaster medallions, 
restoration of one of Maher’s urns, remodeling of the restrooms, replacement of some windows, 
removal and replacement of front walkway and steps, and on-going exterior painting and roof repair.  
A comprehensive existing conditions report on the home was conducted in 2002, and subsequent restoration and repair has included: 
rebuilding the entire roof structure and most gutter systems, restoration of the library and great hall fireplace, restoration of the front 
fence entry, addition of an accessible lift at the west elevation, repair of the living room fireplace, front door, sun porch door and 
threshold, and boiler room mold abatement.  In 2005, the restoration of the front entry fence was completed with the support of the 
Rotary Club of Oak Park and River Forest.  In spring 2009, masonry repair was completed on all four sides of the house and also the 
chimneys.  In late 2009, the interior walls of the first floor rooms were painted to their original colors.  The development of a site master 
plan for Mills Park began in late 2008, and was updated in 2017.  Identifiable needs included: renovation of fencing, ADA-accessible 
walkways through the park, natural discovery areas, and landscaping.  
 
Restoration of the ornamental steel fencing along the east and north sides of the park and the creation of two new entryways into the park 
were completed in 2011.  The Park District had applied for a $300,000 grant from the Illinois State Museum Department for the fence 
renovation; however the application was denied.  In 2011, the boiler system and fire alarm at Pleasant Home were replaced.  Master plan 
improvements in 2011/2012 included: new entryways into the park and various walkways through the park, allowing pedestrian access to 
the east, west, and north sides of the park.  The Park District applied for and was awarded a $400,000 State of Illinois OSLAD grant to 
help fund these improvements, which complete the site master plan.  Additionally in 2011, lead remediation was completed around the 
perimeter of the Pleasant Home.  There were also improvements to the lower level restrooms in the Pleasant Home.  In 2016, the 2nd and 
3rd floor were renovated with refurbished floors, plaster repairs, painting, and plumbing work.  In 2018, the roof was returned to a clay 
tile roof and the two front door stained glass panels were restored with help from the Pleasant Home Foundation.  In 2022, geothermal air 
conditioning was added to the home. 
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Mills Park and Pleasant Home - Continued 4.43 acres at Pleasant & Home 

Current Features 
The open grounds of the park surround the historic home.  Air conditioning powered by a high efficiency geothermal system was added 
to the home in 2022.  

Future Improvements 
Funds are scheduled in 2025 to repair the west side walking path of Mills Park.  Funds in 2026 and 2027 are to make ADA improvements 
to the restroom at Pleasant Home. 

Projected
Mills Park and Pleasant Home 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             - 
Building Improvement -             -             60,000      400,000     -             - 

Park Improvements - 50,000       -            -            - -
- 50,000       60,000      400,000     - -

Capital Improvement Plan
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Oak Park Conservatory 0.80 acres at Garfield & East 
 

History  
The Conservatory began as a community effort in 1914, to provide a place to house exotic plants that 
residents collected during their travels abroad.  The present Edwardian-style glass structure, built in 1929, 
houses a botanical collection of more than 3,000 plants, some of which date back to the Conservatory’s 
founding.  Over the years, the building fell into neglect. In 1970, a drive to preserve this unique resource 
began.  In 1986, the Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory (FOPCON) was incorporated to provide 
fundraising, educational programs, and other volunteer supports.  In June of 2000, the Conservatory Center 
addition was opened to provide expanded space and facilities for educational programming, operations and 
public events.  In 2004, the Oak Park Conservatory was designated an Oak Park Landmark, and was added 
to the National Register of Historic Places in 2005. 
 

Past Improvements 
In 2002, a major lead abatement project was completed in the Fern Room with the assistance of grants from the FOPCON and the Illinois 
Department of Natural Resources Museum Grant Program.  In 2006 and 2007, lead abatement was accomplished in the Desert Room and 
the East Growing House.  Additional upgrades were made to the East Growing House to improve growing conditions including: new 
mechanical vent controls, a modern heating system, a retractable shade device, environmental controls, and new rolling benches for more 
efficient use of growing space.  FOPCON provided $12,000 in grant funds to towards the cost of the shade device.  Glazing work in the 
historical entrance was also completed.  A back-up generator was installed in 2007.  Exterior doors were replaced in March 2008. 
Improvements, similar to those in the East Growing House, were completed for the West Growing House in 2009.  Improvements to the 
Tropical House, including lead abatement and other upgrades were completed in 2011.  A site master plan for the Conservatory site was 
completed in 2009 and updated in 2017.  Initial site master plan improvements were completed in 2011, with construction of a new 
outdoor garden, named in memory of Herbert M. Rubinstein, a long-time Conservatory supporter and volunteer.  Significant donations 
were received from the Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory, private donors, and the Rubinstein family to fund the garden project.  In 
2012, the boiler system at the Conservatory was completely replaced and the dryvit walls were repaired.  In 2013, the window in the 
tropical room were repaired to provide a proper seal.  Improvements to the Garfield entrance including a new nature playground area 
named Elsie Jacobson, a founder of the Friends.  This work was funded heavily by the Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory totaling 
$210,000.  Also in 2015, the north base walls of the Conservatory were redone as well as the main entrance to the Conservatory.  In 
2016, ventilation and heating system upgrades to the Fern and Desert Rooms were completed as well as environmental automation 
control upgrades for the all greenhouses.   In 2018-2019, the Conservatory had solar and water harvesting systems added with a $100,000 
grant from Green Mountain Sun Energy.  In 2024 the District made repairs to the northside vestibule, the discovery garden fence, and the 
vents in the desert room. 
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Oak Park Conservatory - Continued 0.80 acres at Garfield & East 
 
Current Features  
The facility has three display rooms for the public, two growing houses, one meeting room, administrative offices for the Conservatory 
and Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory staff, decorative outdoor garden, and a children’s discovery garden.   
 
Future Improvements 
pointing repairs are planned in 2025 with other capital maintenance items in 2026, 2027, and 2029.  The District is planning for a 
geothermal energy system in 2028. 
 
Estimated Operating Costs 
These projects should improve the energy efficiency of the building leading to reduced energy costs for the building, especially the 
geothermal system in 2028. 
 

Projected
Oak Park Conservatory 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement 305,000      86,000       50,000      50,000      750,000      25,000          

305,000      86,000       50,000      50,000      750,000      25,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Randolph Park 0.16 acres at Randolph & Grove 
 
History 
The parcel occupied by Randolph Park and the adjacent open parcel to the east at Randolph and 
Oak Park Avenue were acquired by Village of Oak Park in 1924.  Randolph Tot Lot was conveyed 
to the Park District in 2006, and the property to the east was transferred in 2009, doubling the size 
of the park.  This land and other similar strips along Randolph Street were set aside for rail stations 
along the “Dummy line railroad” into Chicago that was never developed.  It is a small 
neighborhood playground for children under eight years old with play equipment, a sand feature, 
berm, and water fountain. 
 
Past Improvements 
The playground equipment was last replaced in 1991.  A site master plan for Randolph Park, 
including the land east of the alley, was completed in 2009, and updated in 2018, with $400,000 allocated for master plan improvements 
in 2010.  These improvements included: replacement of the playground equipment, benches, and trash receptacles.  The adjacent District-
owned parcel to the east of the playground received improvements to create a passive area with benches, chess tables and landscaping.  
The alley also received upgrades to create a link between the two sides of the park.  A donation was received from the adjacent apartment 
owner to fund the ornamental fencing and gates near their property.  In 2020, the Park District installed its first outdoor fitness pieces.  
Also minor improvements were made to the west side by adding man-made mounds, friendship swing, and a cozy dome. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include one age-appropriate playground area, a passive area, seating with benches and chess tables, a drinking fountain, 
a bicycle rack, and outdoor fitness equipment.  
 
Future Improvements 
Repairs to the gate are planned for 2026. 
 

Projected
Randolph Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements -             -             15,000      -            -             -               

-             -             15,000      -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Rehm Park and Pool 6.51 acres at Garfield & East 
 

History  
Acquired in 1913, Rehm Park was originally called “South Park” but was subsequently renamed 
after Colonel Arthur D. Rehm, a member of the Park District’s first Board of Commissioners and 
its second Board President.  The original park was designed by Jens Jensen, although little of 
Jensen’s design remains.  The play train has been at Rehm playground since at least 1960.  An 
outdoor pool was constructed in 1966, and quickly became a regional destination.  While 
remediation was taking place at Barrie Park in 2001, Rehm hosted the “Temporary Barrie 
Center” double-wide trailer north of the diving well.   
 

Past Improvements 
Playground equipment was replaced in 2002, as part of the Barrie Park remediation agreement 
with ComEd.  In 1996, pool repairs included renovation of all decks and piping, creation of a zero-edge entry, addition of a wading pool 
and sand play, and improvements to concessions.  Additional pool repairs in 1999-2000, included replacement of the sand filter 
equipment and lockers.  Minor gutter repair was undertaken in 2006.  A site master plan for Rehm Park was completed in 2008.  The 
stairs to the platform diving boards were repaired in 2009.  In 2009, two competitive play sand volleyball courts were constructed, 
replacing two courts previously located in Longfellow Park.  In 2010, the pool filter system was replaced, new shade structures, and a 
burglar/fire alarm were installed.  Master plan improvements started in 2011, with a total of $250,000 allocated for improvements. 
Improvements included a revised play train foundation and track, a new train storage tunnel, playground surfacing, walkways, fencing 
and landscaping.  A pool master plan was being completed in 2014.  A complete park renovation was completed again in 2021 as an 
OSLAD project. 
 

Current Features 
Current features include a pool with three changing spaces, zero depth entry, two sand volleyball courts, two age-appropriate playground 
areas, a self-propelled play riding train, two tennis courts, a multi-purpose field, gaga pit, and parking lot.   
 
Future Improvements 
Major renovations are planned at Rehm Pool from 2024-2029.  The diving well is scheduled for replacement in beginning in fall 2024 
and completed by spring 2025.  The boiler is scheduled for replacement in 2026.  In 2027 the District will replace the pool gutters and 
complete design work for the main building construction.  Building construction will take place in 2028-2029, along with parking lot 
repairs and tennis court resurfacing in 2029. 
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Rehm Park and Pool – Continued 6.51 acres at Garfield & East 
 
 
Estimated Operating Costs 
The maintenance improvements are intended to help lower ongoing maintenance costs that are currently just fixing the issues in the short 
term.     
 
Benefits  
Capital improvements to Rehm Pool will improve the comfort and safety of patrons, improve the aesthetic value of the facility and 
reduce future maintenance costs by addressing long-standing problem areas. 
 

Projected
Rehm Park & Pool 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Pool Improvement 750,000      3,000,000   150,000     1,150,000  2,750,000   2,800,000      

Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               
750,000      3,000,000   150,000     1,150,000  2,750,000   2,800,000      

Capital Improvement Plan

 



---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Park District of Oak Park Mission:  In	partnership	with	the	community,	we	enrich	lives	by	providing	meaningful	experiences	through	programs,	parks,	and	facilities.	
 

 

Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex 6.06 acres at Ridgeland & Lake 
 

History  
Acquired in 1912, from Charles B. Scoville, the site was known as the “Old Cricket 
Grounds”.  In 1914, the site was doubled with the acquisition of a former public 
service company storage yard to the west between Elmwood and Scoville.  Ridgeland 
Common was named for the adjacent street and was designed by Jens Jensen, 
although little of Jensen’s design remains.  In 1923, toboggan slides and a skating 
pond were built.  In 1929, a memorial to the Spanish American War was erected at 
the behest of veterans and in 1936, comfort stations were built.  The pool, building, 
and outdoor ice rink were constructed in 1962, with the pool soon used as a cooling 
tower for the ice rink making these two features necessarily operate in opposite seasons.  A roof was built over the ice rink in 1965, and 
the District’s first lighted baseball fields were installed to the west of the rink which now has irrigation systems.  Two basketball courts, a 
handball court, and sled hill were also built along the railroad tracks at this time.  In 1982, the rink was fully enclosed and heated, the 
front entrance was moved to its current location, and the pool filters were replaced.  In 2007, the ice arena was renamed after Paul Hruby, 
long-time hockey coach and mentor to many Oak Park skaters.  In the 1980s, the east baseball field was named in recognition of Vince 
Dirks, long-term president of the Oak Park Youth Baseball Association at that time.  The multi-purpose room was named after Fred L. 
Comstock, a Park Commissioner in the 1930s.  Ridgeland Common is the Park District’s flagship facility. 
 
In 2007, an Existing Conditions Study was completed, including a comprehensive physical evaluation of the site and analysis of all 
mechanical, structural, architectural, and civil/yard piping systems.  The Study concluded that Ridgeland Common was physically and 
functionally obsolete, requiring extensive renovation within five years that would cost over $9 million, and no longer met the 
community’s modern space programming needs.  In late 2007, several of the ice rink’s 242 cooling pipes failed and were repaired at a 
cost of nearly $70,000, delaying the opening of the rink.   
 
Completed in 2008, a site master planning process for Ridgeland Common, established consensus on components that would be included 
in the redesigned Ridgeland Common Park, including a permanent dog park on the site and moving the building to the west side of the 
park to take advantage of the Village-owned parking garage located on OPRF High School property.  The process also left the District 
with many unanswered questions due to the projected cost of a renovation.  Out of the three site plans developed, the projected cost of the 
least expensive plan was $38 million, which was not obtainable without a voter-supported referendum.  This plan called for a new facility 
similar in function to the current 6.06 acre park site and facility while taking into consideration today’s design standards and meeting all 
regulatory compliance requirements such as ADA and codes.  It also corrected the currently undersized ice arena and the sled hill was to 
be removed.  
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Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex – Continued 6.06 acres at Ridgeland & Lake 

In November 2011, Nagle Hartray Architecture was hired to design the renovation for the facility.  Construction improvements started 
early 2013, and were completed by June 2014.  This process included the demolition of the facility, excluding the roof and associated 
support structure.  The facility opened in 2014, with a full sized ice rink, new administrative space, two multipurpose rooms, four locker 
rooms, and all new pool and rink mechanicals.   

Past Improvements 
In 1985, the original ice refrigeration system was replaced.  Major pool renovations were completed in 1996, including deck and pipe 
replacement, zero edge entry to the wading pool, and spray feature addition.  During construction, an evaporative condenser was used for 
one ice rink season and still remains on the upper deck.  In 2000, ADA accessible bathrooms were built, office spaces were reconfigured, 
and hockey locker rooms were added to reduce wear and tear on the other locker rooms.  The main pool pump was replaced in 2002, and 
the motor was rebuilt.  In 2006, a temporary dog park was created beside the train tracks adjacent to the sled hill and the parking lot and 
staging area west of the Hruby Ice Arena was resurfaced.  In 2007, improvements to the flooring, air conditioning, storage, and paint in 
the Comstock Room were completed and the indoor soccer artificial turf used on the rink in the summer was replaced.  In 2013, the old 
Ridgeland Common was demolished, except for the roof, which was salvaged as part of the new Ridgeland Common Recreation 
Complex.  In 2014, the RCRC was opened to the community including a full sized ice rink, new administrative space, two multipurpose 
rooms, four locker rooms, and all new pool mechanicals.  A 256 kW solar array was added to the facility in two phases from 2017 and 
2019 through the solar lease agreement with Realgy Energy.  
 
Current Features 
Current features include a pool and ice arena, two multipurpose rooms, administrative areas including registration, four locker rooms for 
hockey and swimming, one lighted multi-purpose field with two baseball fields, batting cages, dog park, and parking lot.   
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Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex – Continued 6.06 acres at Ridgeland & Lake 
 
Future Improvements 
Plans for 2024 include filter replacements at the pool, concrete repairs, expansion joint replacement, and accessible doors.  Mechanical 
system replacements, structural beam repairs, bleacher bracket replacement, and expanded access to the ice arena are planned for 2025. 
In 2026 – 2028 the District will be replacing flooring, boilers, and making repairs to the concrete at the pool.  2029 is reserved for 
addental capital maintenance items. 
 

Projected
Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement 125,000      480,000      200,000     200,000     200,000      50,000          

Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               
125,000      480,000      200,000     200,000     200,000      50,000          

Capital Improvement Plan
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Scoville Park 3.98 acres at Oak Park & Lake 
 

History  
Acquired in 1913, Scoville Park was named after Charles B. Scoville, the previous owner of the land and 
an advocate for the creation of the Park District.  It was the first park built after the creation of the Park 
District in 1912.  It serves as a village green with the installation of a “Liberty” flag pole in 1915, a World 
War I monument dedicated by the Vice President of the United States in 1925, and bronze marker noting 
the location of the home of Joseph Kettlestrings, the first white settler in Oak Park.  Scoville Park was 
originally designed by Jens Jensen and is one of the parks that retain the most of Jensen’s design.  The 
southeast corner features a replica of a fountain originally designed by sculptor Richard Bock and architect 
Frank Lloyd Wright.  The play equipment was last replaced in 1991.  In partnership with the Village of 
Oak Park and the Library, Grove Avenue was vacated in 2001 and a new plaza was constructed adjacent to 
the park.  Scoville Park was added to the National Register of Historic Places in 2002.  
  

Past Improvements 
A bust of Percy Julian, a world-renowned chemist, humanitarian, and Oak Park resident, was installed in 2003, to celebrate his life and 
contributions.  The tennis courts was resurfaced in 2005 and resealed in 2008.  New benches were installed in 2007.  The World War I 
memorial was fully restored in 2009/2010, at a cost of $320,000.  The comfort station doors were replaced in 2010.  A site master plan 
for Scoville Park was developed in 2010 and updated in 2018.  Identifiable needs included renovating the southeastern entry plaza and 
area near the library entrance, improving the walkways and planters, creating a formal plaza area around the WWI memorial, evaluating 
possibilities for the performing stage, and replacing the playground equipment.  Master plan improvements began in 2012, with the 
assistance of a Park and Recreation Activity Grant in the amount of $1.6 million.  These improvements completed the site master plan 
developed in 2010, which included updated entryways, tennis courts, plantings, and a permanent bandstand.   In 2019, additional 
perennial plantings were added to the Lake Street planting bed as well as two game tables between the library and Scoville Park. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include a comfort station with restrooms, an age-appropriate playground area, three tennis courts, drinking fountain and 
an open space used for summer concerts and events. 
 

Future Improvements 
Tennis court improvements are scheduled for 2024, and repairs to the comfort station roof are scheduled for 2025. 

Projected
Scoville Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements 60,000        15,000       -            -            -             -               

60,000        15,000       -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Stevenson Park and Center 3.30 Lake & Humphrey 
History  
Stevenson Park was acquired by the Village of Oak Park in 1916, and named after author Robert Louis 
Stevenson.  The Park District entered into a 99-year lease agreement with the Village in 2006, rather 
than purchasing the property outright, because the park contains two underground water reservoirs.  The 
center was built in 1965.  The second water reservoir was installed in the eastern part of the park in 
2002. Other park features include a baseball diamond, multi-purpose field, and a skateboard activity 
area. 
  

Past Improvements 
The play centers were relocated and renovated, and fencing, lighting, and landscaping were renovated in 
2003.  A skate park and three half basketball courts were built on top of the new reservoir in 2004.  
Improvements to the ballfield made in 2007, included improved drainage and new walkways leading to the field for improved ADA 
accessibility.  Stevenson Center was renovated in 2007, to replace electrical and plumbing systems, replace restroom fixtures, replace 
lower level windows, provide functional and secure staff office areas, and improve the overall condition of this recreation center.  A teen 
center opened in the lower level of the center in early 2008, and later closed in 2014, and was replaced by a preschool play area.  The 
District pursued but did not receive Community Development Block Grant funding in 2008.  The skate park received new ramp 
equipment in 2009.  In 2011, security cameras were installed and the windows were replaced in the Center.  In 2014, the Village had to 
complete improvements to the underground water reservoir.  An intergovernmental agreement was struck to replace the field turf at that 
time as well as providing for the District’s installation of irrigation and expanding the fence on the north side of the field.  In 2017, the 
roof was replaced as well as the boiler.  In 2019, the Park District applied for an OSLAD grant to replace the playground, add a kickwall, 
table tennis and game tables as well as improving the entrance to the Park and creating a walking loop.  This work was completed and the 
park reopened in spring of 2020. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include a baseball field, one multi-purpose field, two age-appropriate playground areas, a skate park, three half 
basketball courts, and a facility with restrooms, an indoor playground, and a multi-purpose room for various Park District programs.   
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Stevenson Park and Center - Continued 
Future Improvements 
Shade for the sports courts is scheduled for 2024, and an elevator is planned for 2027. 
 

Projected
Stevenson Park & Center 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Building Improvement -             -             -            750,000     -             -               

Park Improvements 30,000        -             -            -            -             -               
30,000        -             -            750,000     -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Taylor Park 11.75 acres at Ridgeland & Division 
 
History  
Acquired in 1914, Taylor Park was originally called “North Park” but was subsequently named 
after the first President of the Park Board of Commissioners, Henry A. Taylor.  Taylor Park was 
designed by Jens Jensen and still retains some of Jensen’s original design.  The park sits on the 
edge of a moraine from the remains of what was once glacial Lake Chicago.  
 
Past Improvements 
Taylor Park was identified as a potential site for a dog park during the 2006, Dog Park Site Master 
Plan process.  The comfort station windows were replaced in 2007.  The site master plan process was completed in 2008, and updated in 
2017.  Master plan improvements, completed in 2011, included: replacement/expansion of the existing playground with ADA accessible 
equipment, tennis courts replacement, installation of an open air shelter and new walkways in the interior of the park, and the 
establishment of a wetland-bioswale area to resolve drainage problems within the park site.  New park landscaping was also added.  In 
2010, the District successfully received a State of Illinois Open Space Lands Acquisition and Development Grant from the Illinois 
Department of Natural Resources in the amount of $400,000 to help fund these improvements.  In 2014, the District installed irrigation 
for the playing surfaces.  A new drainage system was installed with a donation from AYSO in 2017.  The District also extended the Fen 
area to help with drainage and added native plantings to the area.   
 
Current Features 
The park currently features a comfort station with restrooms, six lighted tennis courts, a multi-purpose field, a soccer field, one age-
appropriate playground area, a sled hill, and one group picnic area.  Taylor Park is irrigated.   
 
Future Improvements 
Work is planned for 2025 to relocate the electrical controls to a safer area. 
 

Projected
Taylor Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements -             115,000      -            -            -             -               

-             115,000      -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Wenonah Park 0.12 acres at Harrison & Wenonah 
 
History  
This playground was acquired in 1962 and is named for the adjacent street.   
 
Past Improvements 
The playground equipment was last replaced in 1991.  A site master plan was created in 2009, 
and reviewed in 2018.  Construction of the improvements started in fall 2009, and was 
completed in spring 2010.  Recent improvements included replacement of the playground 
equipment, installation of resilient rubber surfacing, new benches, walkway, drinking fountain, 
trash receptacle, ornamental fencing, and landscaping.  In 2020, the Park District removed the 
sand box and installed swings as well as created man-made mounds for the children to enjoy. 
 
Current Features 
Current features include an age-appropriate playground area, seating with benches and a chess table, and a drinking fountain for people 
and dogs. 
 
Future Improvements 
No future improvements are planned. 
 

Projected
Wenonah Park 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Master Plan Review -             -             -            -            -             -               
Park Improvements -             -             -            -            -             -               

-             -             -            -            -             -               

Capital Improvement Plan
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Non-Site Specific Improvements   
 
The Park District plans for a number of non-site specific capital expenditures.  These non-site or expenditures that occur in several parks or at several 
facilities include urban forestry management, technology improvements, and vehicle replacement.  Urban forestry, per the District’s Environmental 
Policy, states that one of the Park District’s primary goals is to manage our trees by maintaining, preserving, conserving, and improving the existing 
tree population in our parks.  The District recognizes the immense value of its trees, which provide residents and visitors to our village with beauty, 
shade, cooling and enhanced air quality, as well as reduction of storm water run-off, and atmospheric carbon dioxide.  
 
District vehicles are replaced according to the schedule included in Appendix E.  The schedule reflects the useful life of each vehicle and a 
replacement plan designed to minimize excessive maintenance costs by replacing vehicles in a timely manner.  Technology and any capital equipment 
replacements are included in this line item.   
 
The studies/plans/ADA line item includes a needs assessment for a future gymnasium facility and completion of the updates to park master plans.  
The District’s policy is to review all master plans every 10 years and many of the District’s master plans are reaching that age.  The line also includes 
any smaller ADA improvements to locations that are not seeing master plan improvements.  The District’s next Comprehensive Strategic Master Plan 
(CSMP) will run from 2025-2029 so the District is budgeting for a community survey again in 2028 with a new CSMP developed in 2029. 
 
The non-site specific is for projects that do not fall into an existing category in the CIP.  In 2025 and 2026, the increases in this area are for the 
District’s portion of turf replacements at Irving, Brooks, and Julian schools.   The 2028 increase is for major repairs at the District’s storage facility at 
947 Ridgeland. 
 
 

Projected
Non-Site Specific 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029
Vehicle & Equip Replacement 100,000      287,000      330,000     150,000     365,000      295,000        

Non-Site Specific 190,000      350,000      650,000     100,000     200,000      50,000          
Studies/Plans/ADA 375,000      75,000       75,000      75,000      105,000      300,000        

665,000      712,000      1,055,000  325,000     670,000      645,000        

Capital Improvement Plan

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Park District of Oak Park Mission:  In	partnership	with	the	community,	we	enrich	lives	by	providing	meaningful	experiences	through	programs,	parks,	and	facilities.	
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Executive Summary
In 2014, the Park District of Oak Park undertook a process to update its Comprehensive 
Master Plan to create a series of recommendations that will guide decision making and 
investments over the next 10 years.  The last Comprehensive Master Plan, completed in 2004, 
provided direction that led to the much needed funding referendum, the improvement and 
modernization of most of the District’s parks, the building of the Gymnastic & Recreation 
Center, and the renovation of Ridgeland Common.

Like the previous plan, this Comprehensive Master Plan will support the Mission, Vision 
and Values of the Park District  and should serve as a living document that provides the 
foundation for future plans and addresses the changing needs of the Community. 

Park District of Oak Park Mission Statement

In partnership with the community, we enrich lives by providing meaningful experiences through 
programs, parks, and facilities.

PDOP Vision Statement

We strive to exceed the needs of our diverse community with a collaborative and innovative 
approach

PDOP Values

Values identify the main tools that will be used to accomplish the mission and vision:

• Partnerships: We will work collaboratively with others in our community

• Responsible Leadership: We will create a high performing, engaged, and accountable 
organization

• Integrity: In all that we do, we will adhere to moral, honest, and ethical principles and work 
toward accessibility and inclusion

• Innovation: We will continuously try new methods and ideas, adapt services according to 
trends, and continuously improve processes in order to exceed the needs of our customers

• Sustainability: the District will endure through renewal, maintenance, stewardship and 
stability in all aspects of operation
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The planning process, led by a team of consultants, 
started in early 2014 and began with focused 
community outreach and engagement, project 
promotion, and dialogue facilitation.  At the same 
time, the team conducted a comprehensive inventory 
of parks, facilities, and programs owned or managed 
by the Park District, noting needs and opportunities for 
further study.  The team’s analysis was supplemented 
by the completion of a statistically valid community 
needs assessment survey.  Based on the input from 
community dialogue, the survey results and the 
analysis conducted, the team developed and tested a 
range of master plan recommendations.

The refined list of recommendations and steps 
needed to implement them make up the core of the 
Comprehensive Master Plan.  The recommendations 
have been organized into seven categories:

• Parks & Open Space

• Recreation Facilities & Buildings

• Programming

• Marketing

• Organization & Planning

• Administration, Maintenance & Operations

• Funding

Additionally, the recommendations have categorized 
based on timing as either:

• Short-term (1 to 3 Years)

• Mid-term (4 to 7 Years)

• On-going

Short-term goals will be among the first items that the 
Park District will focus on, following the adoption of 
this plan.  Short-term goals include:

• Enhance District Signage to consistently 
communicate park rules and the District brand

• Conduct a Feasibility Study for an Indoor 
Recreation Facility to evaluate if a new 
facility can be realistically accomplished and 
supported by the community

• Improve Adult Fitness Programming to 
increase participation, especially among adults, 
who are a growing sector of the population

• Improve Environmental Education 
Programming to capitalize on existing and 
future District facilities and amenities and to 
respond to a common community value

• Implement Recommendations from the 
Branding Study to further awareness of the 
Park District and better communicate its brand

• Collect, Analyze & Use Maintenance Data to 
identify opportunities to efficiently maintain 
and improve the quality of the District’s parks 
and facilities

• Identify Opportunities to Engage Parks 
Foundation to build capacity for accomplishing 
initiatives that help the District enrich livability 
within the community

The Park District of Oak Park is well-positioned to 
continue to fulfill its mission of enriching the lives of 
the residents of the community.  However, responding 
to the changing needs and desires of the community 
requires PDOP to change as well.  By following and 
revisiting the recommendations detailed in this plan 
over the next 10 year, the Park District will be able to 
evolve with the community, providing the high level 
of service that Village residents have come to expect.

Planning Process
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Previous Plans and Reports

The Park District of Oak Park has worked diligently 
over the years to self-evaluate and plan for the future.  
The Comprehensive Plan process is not intended to 
re-create any previous efforts, but instead to build 
upon them and supplement the analysis and outputs 
of these efforts with current data and information.  
The following is a summary of the plans, studies 
and reports that were reviewed as part of the 
Comprehensive Planning Process.

2004 Comprehensive Master Plan

The previous Comprehensive Master Plan for the Park 
District established a baseline understanding of the 
District at the time and a series of recommendations 
for moving forward.  The process included stakeholder 
and focus group interviews as well as an Attitude 
and Interest Survey.  Key elements that came from 
this Plan included a referendum that established 
the Park District with a secure line of financing that 
provided funding for much-needed capital work.  
This led directly into the process of developing and 
implementing Master Plans for all of the parks to 
address deficiencies within the parks.

2005-2011 Park Master Plans

A series of plans and exhibits detailing the master plans 
for all parks within the District (with the exception of 
Barrie Park) which were completed in 2005.  Many 
of the plans identify phasing of improvements, and 
all of the parks have had at least the initial phase 
implemented.

2010 Community Attitude & Interest Survey

An update to the Community Attitude & Interest 
Survey conducted as part of the 2004 Comprehensive 
Plan.  The survey helped to evaluate progress from the 
2004 Plan and to specifically identify the community’s 
preference for repair and upgrading the existing 
Ridgeland Common building.

2010 Population Report

A report that analyzes age and gender distribution 
per Census tract in the Village based on the 2010 
Census results.  Generally, the demographic analysis 
compared to the 2000 Census shows a stable, but 
aging, population with a reduction in population in 
the 20 to 24 year old age range.  It also highlights 
specific shifts per Census tract.

2012 Conservatory Report

A summary report for the Conservatory for 2012.  The 
report provides an overview of expenses, revenues, 
visitor statistics, facility improvements and plans for 
the future.  The Conservatory draws more than half of 
its visitors from outside of Oak Park.

2011/2012 Gymnastics Facility & Operations 
Report

A report providing background on the operations 
of the gymnastic program, including programs, 
registration, risk management, training and revenue 
and expenses.  This report was developed prior to 
the transition to the Gymnastics & Recreation Center 
and discusses opportunities to capitalize on the new 
facility.

2012 Annual Programming & Participation Report

A report identifying the strengths, weaknesses 
and trends within Park District programs to help 
understand needed improvements and assist with 
program decision making.  The report shows that 
revenues have grown in many of the categories.  
Specific programming categories, such as ice and 
fitness/martial arts, were impacted by changes to 
the facility or departure of a specialized instructor.  
Otherwise, the report indicates that significant 
management and monitoring of the programs has 
resulted in overall improvements.
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2012-13 Rink Report

A report for the final season of the Ridgeland Common 
indoor ice rink prior to its closing for renovation.  The 
report identifies decreased registration, participation 
and rentals, potentially due to the pending closing.  
However, revenue was still shown to exceed expenses.

2013 Budget

A report on the financial condition of the Park District 
and budget items for 2013.  Major investments 
planned included the completion of the Gymnastics 
and Recreation Center, the start of construction of 
the new Ridgeland Common, continued technology 
improvements, completion of the Scoville Park 
renovations and increased investment in outdoor 
athletic fields through the hiring of a sports field 
manager and purchasing of new field maintenance 
equipment.

2013 Comprehensive Outdoor Athletic Field 
Development & Operation Plan

A report on the District’s athletic fields and 
operations.  Includes an assessment of all Park District 
and local school district athletic fields, including 
capacity and demand analysis.  The report includes 
recommendations for improvements, changes in 
maintenance operations and useage guidelines, such 
as rotation of the fields and maximum use of each 
field.

2013 Pool Report

A report on the 2013 pool season.  Due to the 
temporary closing of Ridgeland Common for 
renovation, and an abundance of cool and rainy days, 
registration and attendance were down from previous 
years.  Additionally, expenses exceeded revenues for 
the season.  The report lays out plans for changes to 
better meet budget goals and a transition plan for the 
2014 season as Ridgeland Common reopens.

2013 Teen Center Report

A report identifying the number of visits tracked 
during drop-in hours at the Teen Center at Stevenson 
Park, leading to the recommendation that the Teen 
Center be closed for drop-in hours at the end of 2013.

2013 Facility Availability Study

A series of charts that detail the availability, expressed 
as a percentage, of all individual rooms and facilities 
within the Park District, as tracked for the 2013 
calendar year.  These charts show that many of the 
facilities have significant availability depending on the 
time of day and day of the week.

2013-15 Strategic Plan

A report that establishes the mission, vision and values 
of the Park District as well as strategic initiatives, goals 
and objectives for the three year period of 2013 to 
2015.  These strategic initiatives, goals and objectives 
are used for benchmarking and justifying budget 
decisions moving forward.

2014 Brand Strategy Report

A report on the brand strategy process and 
recommendations.  This process studied the alignment 
of the visual identity of the Park District with the 
message it communicates and its mission.  The 
study identified recommendations for the District’s 
brand and identity, marketing mix and messaging.  
Specifically, it provided recommendations for new 
marketing messages for the overall Park District, as 
well as targeted messages for Ridgeland Common, 
Cheney Mansion and the Conservatory.
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2014 Budget

A report on the financial condition of the Park District 
and budget items for 2014.  Major investments 
planned included the completion of the Ridgeland 
Common, continued technology improvements, a 
comprehensive update to the District’s park rules 
signs, increased allocation of resources to help 
maintain playing fields, standardization of district 
camps to a one-week format and full-year operation 
of the Gymnastics and Recreation Center.

2015-19 Capital Improvement Plan

A document identifying the five-year projection 
of planned capital improvements to Park District, 
including the planned budget and benefits related to 
planned expenditures.

Village & Other Plans
2012 Madison Street Corridor Plan

The Madison Street Plan developed a vision for 
this key east-west Village corridor.  In specific, it 
identifies a Node at Oak Park Avenue and calls out 
that the Village-owned site at the northeast corner 
of Madison Street and Oak Park Avenue should 
be redeveloped as some kind of destination use, 
citing an athletic facility as one of the possible 
options.

I-290 Eisenhower Expressway Study

In addition to the District’s reports and studies, 
the on-going planning and design process 
for improvements to the I-290 Eisenhower 
Expressway was also reviewed.  As there are four 
District parks or facilities - Barrie Park, Rehm Park, 
The Conservatory and Wenonah Park - adjacent 
to the Eisenhower, there are significant potential 
impacts from modifications to the road.  However, 
the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) 
has clearly defined that all improvements will be 
contained within the existing “trench” and no 
land acquisition will be necessary.

2014 Envision Oak Park - A Comprehensive 
Plan for the Oak Park Community 

In 2014, the Village released its updated 
Comprehensive Plan to guide the Village over the 
next 15-20 years.  The Plan divides its goals and 
objectives into 11 categories.  There are several 
that specify the Park District as a key partner, 
including:

• Arts & Culture

• Parks, Open Space, & Environmental 
Features

• Environmental Sustainability

The Park District currently supports and seeks to 
advance many of the goals and specific objectives 
within these categories.  However, as a Village 
document, it is intended that the Village take 
an active leadership role in moving these goals 
forward on a community-wide basis and in 
partnering with other agencies.  
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John L. Hedges 
Administrative Center
218 Madison Street

Summary
The John L. Hedges Administrative Center and maintenance facility 
has served the District well, but has potentially reached the end 
of its useful life. It was originally built as a car dealership in the 
1920’s. It has functional limitations with physical and structural 
challenges including ADA accessibility limitations, mechanical 
and electrical inadequacies, shortage of storage, and no on-site 
parking. The gymnastics program was recently moved to a new site 
and the former gym area is now used for storage.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. Storage space is at a premium. Wherever space allows, storage for essential 

items has been created. Overall, there is not enough space.
2. Space is cut up and doesn’t flow well.
3. ADA audit has been completed; items are being addressed.
4. Existing elevator is small.
5. Admin office space is not adequate and spread throughout the building.
6. The size of the maintenance garage is not adequate for all needs. Most ev-

erything for the maintenance department is stored here including seed 
which has caused a rodent problem.

AESTHETICS
1. Fair to poor – exterior and interior design elements which were added 

during recent renovations are not consistent with the character of the 
original building and detract from the overall appearance.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Finishes are outdated.
2. Drywall surfaces don’t tolerate abuse well.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The building has been renovated multiple times and is in reasonably good 

condition with the exception of the roof structure over the gym and mainte-
nance garage. Since roof insulation was added during a past renovation, 
snow doesn’t melt as rapidly, builds up, and overstresses the roof trusses. 
As a corrective measure, reinforcement has been added to the trusses.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. No fire sprinkler system.
2. The open, non-compliant stair does not provide a protected means of 

egress.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. It was reported that the HVAC system is worn out and has exceeded its ex-

pected useful life; it’s inefficient and loud. System zoning has also been an 
issue – there are inconsistent temperatures throughout the building.

2. Electrical capacity is limited; lighting in gym and garage are operated by the 
electrical panel circuit breakers.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Andersen Park
824 North Hayes Avenue
1.3 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Hans Christian 
Andersen and includes a center originally designed by John S. Van Bergen. The 
center has been significantly modified over the years.  The play equipment was 
previously renovated in 1985.

The park is in good condition with some small issues.  There is repair needed 
for storm damage of the fence along the alley on the eastern property line. The 
walk on the west side of the building suffers from ice issues created by snow 
melt from the roof re-freezing at night.  Permeable paving should be considered 
as solution. The splash pad was noted as having unexpectedly high water usage.  
The field is fenced along three sides and there is some use as a de facto dog run.  
A secondary entrance point in the northeast corner could deter this use as well 
as make the park more accessible.  Constructing a paved connection, from the 
seating area to the playground would improve the area where the lawn is worn 
from heavy use.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad Yes

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bike Lane

Number of Bike Racks 1

Distance to Train Station 1.2 mi (Austin-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Austin & Division (70, 91)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.2 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Chess Tables

Park Structures
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Andersen Center
824 North Hayes Avenue

Summary

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE

D
The Andersen Park Center is located at the northeast corner of the 
District and is similar to the centers at Field and Carroll Parks.  It 
was originally built in the 1920’s and renovated in 1965 at which 
time a brick veneer was added to the exterior wall face. 

If any of the centers are removed from the District’s inventory, this 
center should receive strong consideration.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center operates primarily as a preschool building.

AESTHETICS
1. The exterior is acceptable.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. (The tour did not involve entering the building.)

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STUCTURE
1. The roof is in good condition.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The stair is not compliant with current standards.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.

SITE
1. The concrete walk/stoop behind the building has settled. 
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Austin Gardens
167 Forest Avenue
3.64 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Henry W. Austin, Jr. donated the land in 1947 on the condition that it remains 
a public park bearing the Austin family name. Thewildflower woodland habitat 
was planted in 1970 by  the League of Women Voters. Since 1975, Austin 
Gardens has been used as a performance space by the Oak Park Festival Theatre. 
A Trust for Austin Gardens is held by the Oak Park-River Forest Community 
Foundation.

The overall condition of the park is high. Intense use that the lawn receives 
from when the theatre operates makes it hard to maintain grass in certain 
areas.  Some settling has occurred in the paver sections of the walkway, which is 
scheduled to be addressed as part of the master plan implementation in 2015.  
Additional maintenance attention should be given to turf management within 
this park in the future.
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Multi-Use Field

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink Yes

Playground

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  n/a

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   Environmental learning center and associated improvements

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 2

Distance to Train Station 0.4 mi (Harlem-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Forest/Ontario (305)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other Nature Area, Public Art, Seasonal Performance Space

Park Structures
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Elizabeth F. Cheney 
Mansion
220 North Euclid Avenue

Summary
Reminiscent of a gracious English country home, Cheney Mansion 
was designed in 1913 by Charles E. White, Jr., a student of Frank 
Lloyd Wright. This 12,000-square-foot mansion boasts many 
handsome reception rooms, six bedrooms, seven bathrooms, and 
separate servants’ quarters. The two acres of beautifully land-
scaped grounds also include a coach house and greenhouse. These 
showcase gardens include a kitchen and cutting garden with an 
espalier fence, a woodland walk, and the great lawn for picnics.
Located in the Ridgeland Historic District of Oak Park, the Mansion 
is used for special occasions and events such as weddings/recep-
tions, private parties, corporate meetings and events, concerts 
and recitals, and memorial services.  (Information provided by the 
PDOP website.)

FUNCTIONALITY
1. Given the historical nature and adaptation of the mansion to a public 

building, there are multiple deficiencies with which to deal when hosting 
an event.

2. The mansion is used for public functions three to four per week, and mostly 
in the summer.

3. There is no elevator access to the third floor, the location of the ball room. 
Therefore, accommodations must be made in other areas of the mansion.

4. The ball room has a relatively low ceiling.
5. Kitchen was redone in 2007.
6. It was noted that continuous refinement to the operation is necessary.
7. The greenhouse has been repurposed and an accessible toilet room was 

added.

AESTHETICS
1. The mansion is wonderfully preserved and provides a valuable contribution 

to the community.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good condition.
2. Lead paint abatement is needed, especially in the basement.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The roof was recently redone.
2. Masonry is in excellent condition.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. Due to the mansion’s age and historical nature, there are likely several areas 

of concern.  A detailed assessment was not conducted. 

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are old and require constant attention. The HVAC system needs to 

be replaced.
2. The existing heating system is hot water.
3. There is only central A/C on the third floor/ball room.

SITE
1. The site is a true asset to the community.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Barrie Park
127 Garfield Street
4.22 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

A portion of this site was acquired in 1932 and named for the children’s author 
James Barrie. The adjacent 3.3 acre park was acquired in 1965 and had been 
the site of a manufactured gas plant from 1893-1931. Soil contamination was 
discovered in 1999, and remediation was undertaken through a coordinated 
effort by the Park District, Village of Oak Park, ComEd, and NiCor.

The playground in the southeast corner has received heavy use and may need 
some modifications in the future to help reduce maintenance needs.  The sand 
play area, including a water spigot, creates challenges.  Maintaining turf grass 
on the sled hill throughout the year has been challenging due to inappropriate 
use of the hill during warmer months.  The fields are in good condition.  The 
sports court, including basketball and volleyball should be evaluated as part of 
a Master Plan process to determine how to attract increased use.  The location, 
the layout of courts or the surface treatment may detract from the use.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court Yes

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill Yes

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; 1/2 Basketball Court (2); 1-2 Tennis Court; Play Equipment for 
0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   Master Plan development

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 5

Distance to Train Station 0.1 mi (Austin-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Austin/Harvard/Arthington (91, 315)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.2 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Indoor Playground

Park Structures
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Barrie Center
1011 South Lombard 
Avenue

Summary
The Barrie Park Center serves the District’s southeast quadrant for 
preschool and summer camp.  It was expanded in 1965 at which 
time a brick veneer was added to the exterior wall face. Overall, the 
building is in good condition and one of the better facilities in the 
district dedicated to preschool and summer camp activities.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center works well as a preschool center.
2. Storage space is at a premium.  Basement is used and outdoor storage has 

been created behind the building which is not very secure.

AESTHETICS
1. Suits the neighborhood well.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Generally, interior finishes are in good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. All components appear to be in relatively good condition.
2. Brick veneer has developed a stress crack.  Otherwise, the building is in 

good condition.
3. Windows were recently replaced.
4. Basement stays fairly dry.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The basement stair is non-compliant.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.  Air condi-

tioning (cooling) was added in +/- 2003; the hot water boiler for heating 
the building is new.  

SITE
1. An underground water reservoir is adjacent to the building with sports 

courts above.
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Carroll Park
1125 South Kenilworth Avenue
2.68 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Lewis Carroll and 
includes a center originally designed by John S. Van Bergen. The northern part 
of Kenilworth Street was vacated by the Village in 1960 to expand the park and 
connect it to the Lincoln School grounds, creating roughly five acres of total 
open space.

This park has one diamond field that is scheduled for renovation in 2014. 
Both playgrounds on site receive heavy use.  Some longer-term maintenance 
issues are related to poor and compacted soil conditions where Kenilworth 
Avenue used to cross the site, which leads to drainage issues and challenges 
maintaining turf grass.  Underdrainage for the fields will help counteract these 
conditions.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Individual Equipment; Play 
Equipment for 5-12 yrs located on adjacent school site

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   Ball field and associated improvements

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 2

Distance to Train Station 0.6 mi (Oak Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Oak Park/Harvard (311)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.1 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other

Park Structures
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Carroll Center
1125 South Kenilworth Avenue

Summary
The Carroll Park Center serves the District’s southwest quadrant for 
preschool and summer camp. It’s similar to the centers at Field and 
Andersen Parks.  It was originally built in the 1920’s and expanded 
in 1965 at which time a brick veneer was added to the exterior 
wall face. Overall, the building is in fair condition, but since it is 
dedicated to preschool, its usefulness is extremely limited.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center works well as a preschool building
2. ADA audit was completed.

AESTHETICS
1. The exterior is acceptable and suits the site well.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Fair, but showing age.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STUCTURE
1. All components appear to be in good condition.
2. The roof is in good condition.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The stair to the basement does not comply with current standards and is in 

poor condition.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. There is a high water table and sump pump runs constantly and needs to be 

replaced approximately every three years
2. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.

SITE
1. The site is located adjacent to a school and playground.

OVERALL
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Euclid Square
705 West Fillmore Avenue
2.81 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1929, the park was originally called New South Park, or Park #9, but 
was subsequently named after the adjacent street.

The northern portion, including the playground and tennis courts, is in need of 
upgrades.  The playground equipment is dated and the edge treatment around 
the playground detracts from its overall character.  The tennis court surfacing 
is showing wear and the fence enclosing the tennis court is in poor condition.  
Additionally, there is a significant lack of bike racks and challenges to circulation 
around the tennis courts, specifically on the east side along Wesley Avenue.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; Tennis Court (4); Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Individual 
Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   Improvements to playground, sport courts, walking path and other elements

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route N/A

Number of Bike Racks 1

Distance to Train Station 0.3 mi (Oak Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Roosevelt/Euclid (305)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other

Park Structures
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Oak Park 
Conservatory
615 Garfield Street

Summary
Owned and operated by the Park District of Oak Park, the Conser-
vatory is one of the top three historical sites in Oak Park drawing 
up to 30,000 visitors annually. Staff and volunteers grow 20,000 
bedding plants from seeds and cuttings annually that are planted 
at 90 public parks and sites throughout the village.

The Conservatory has an active support group, the Friends of the 
Oak Park Conservatory whose mission is to promote interest in the 
Oak Park Conservatory, offer educational and recreational opportu-
nities and support projects that benefit the Oak Park Conservatory. 

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The entry and adjacent spaces flow well.
2. The meeting room and outside patio / garden area at the west end provide 

ample and accessible space.
3. Being an older structure, the greenhouse has some challenges, especially 

with regard to ADA accessibility.
4. Aside from the greenhouse structure, the building is relatively new and 

modern, and functions well for its intended use.

AESTHETICS
1. The structure in total is in keeping with the surrounding character of the 

community and makes a strong architectural contribution.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Generally, in good to very good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The older part of the greenhouse structure needs work.  There are struggles 

with keeping the interior warm in very cold conditions.  The glass and 
framing provides very little thermal resistance.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. None reported.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. The systems appear to be in good condition.  As noted, however, the hot 

water heating system struggles to keep the interior of the greenhouse 
warm during cold months.

SITE
1. The site is tight and struggles to support the needs of the conservatory. 

OVERALL
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Field Park
935 Woodbine Avenue
3.39 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1916, the park is named after children’s author Eugene Field and 
includes a center originally designed by John S. Van Bergen. The center has been 
significantly modified over the years. Woodbine Avenue between Berkshire and 
Division was vacated by the Village in 1960 to expand the park and connect it to 
the Mann School grounds, creating roughly five acres of total open space.

The two diamond fields have recently been renovated.  However, there were 
drainage issues noticed that caused a significant amount of infield mix to wash-
out into the adjacent dug-outs and seating areas.  The path in the southwest 
corner of the park by the natural landscape area is impacted by drainage issues 
as well where standing water and muddy puddles were noted on more than 
one visit.  The path system on the south side of the park has several pinch points 
that make snow clearing challenging.  The paved area around the building may 
be well served by permeable pavers to help with issues created by the lack of 
gutters on the building.  At the time of the visit, the bocce court was unplayable 
and in need of maintenance if it receives enough use to be preserved.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad Yes

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field (2); Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs; 
Individual Play Equipment; Bocce Court

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 3

Distance to Train Station 1.4 mi (Harlem-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Oak Park/Division (311)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion Yes

Other Native Plant Garden, Chess Tables; Picnic Area

Park Structures
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Field Center
935 Woodbine Avenue

Summary
The Field Park Center is located at the centrally in the park and 
is similar to the centers at Anderson and Carroll Parks.  It was 
originally built in the 1920’s and renovated in 1965 at which time 
a brick veneer was added to the exterior wall face. It was reported 
that the overall condition of the building is poor; “it looks better 
than it really is”.

If any of the centers are removed from the District’s inventory, 
serious thought should be given to eliminating this facility.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center operates primarily as a preschool building.
2. ADA audit was completed.

AESTHETICS
1. The exterior is acceptable.
2. The interior is worn.
3. The exposed sheet metal duct for A/C doesn’t suit the interior.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Fair.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STUCTURE
1. A portion of the preschool floor is a concrete slab on grade and is deterio-

rating.
2. High water on site causes continuous water seepage problems in the 

basement.
3. The roof is in good condition.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The stair is not compliant with current standards.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.

SITE
1. The site is located adjacent to a school and playground.

OVERALL
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Fox Park
624 South Oak Park Avenue
1.54 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1922, the park is named after William H. Fox, who served on the 
Park Board of Commissioners from 1919-1925. It includes a recreation center 
built in 1966.

Renovations to the playground and splash pad made in 2009 were a large 
improvement over previous conditions.  There are some maintenance issues 
related to the sand play area, the drinking fountain and landscape areas around 
the playground.  The largest maintenance challenge is related to the south side 
of the building.  There is severe deterioration of the entry ramp on the south 
side of the building, along with the retaining wall visible from the basement 
windows.  These issues may be related to the quality of the construction, and 
have been exacerbated by stormwater run-off from the roof and freeze-thaw 
cycles.  The Park District should budget for extensive repairs to address this issue 
in the near future.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad Yes

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs; 
Individual Play Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   Ball field and associated improvements

2015   

2016   

2017   Safety improvements to stairway and foundation

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Shared Lane

Number of Bike Racks 3

Distance to Train Station 0.5 mi (Oak Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (311)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Chess Tables

Park Structures
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Fox Center
624 South Oak Park Avenue

Summary
The Fox Park Center is a small neighborhood facility used for 
general programming, rentals and summer camps. It, along with 
the Longfellow Center (same design), was built in 1965.  Overall, 
the building is in good condition.  However, major work will be 
required to replace a deteriorating retaining wall adjacent to the 
entrance.  In addition to two general purpose rooms, there are 2 
supervisor offices and exterior access to rest rooms.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center works well.
2. ADA audit was completed; items are being addressed.

AESTHETICS
1. Good.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good, however, VCT floor tile in the general purpose rooms does not last 

very long.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The building is structurally sound and in good condition.
2. The first floor structure is poured concrete.
3. Roofing is 8 years old and in good condition.
4. Windows have been replaced with thermally insulated units and are in 

excellent condition.
5. Basement stays fairly dry; however, the roof drains into the area well next 

to the building.  Accordingly, it is mandatory to keep the area drains clean.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The open, non-compliant stair does not provide a protected means of 

egress.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.
2. Hot water heat functions well.

SITE
1. Concrete retaining wall adjacent to the entry ramp is deteriorating severely.

OVERALL
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Lindberg Park
On Greenfield Between 
Marion & Woodbine
13.9 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1925, this park was named after Gustav A. Lindberg, the first 
Superintendent of Parks at the Park District of Oak Park.  In 1972 the Oak Park 
River Forest Community Foundation established the Presidential Walk with the 
planting of 17 sugar maples, one for each of the 17 former Village of Oak Park 
Presidents. This tradition continues with a new tree planted as each village 
president ends their term in office.

Lindberg Park is the largest open space in the District, it is home to the two larg-
est baseball fields.  It also features tennis courts and a wildflower garden.  The 
park is in generally good condition, and the areas in most need of improvement 
are scheduled for improvements.  These include the baseball fields and the 
tennis courts.  The condition of the fields themselves is very good likely due to 
irrigation, however, the dugouts and bleachers are very dated.  The tennis courts 
and associated fences are aged and worn and need replacement or significant 
repair.  There is limited support for bicyclists at this park and additional racks 
should be installed throughout.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  90’ Baseball Field (2); Tennis Court (3); Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   Improvements to sports fields, tennis, playground, picnic shelter and paths

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 4

Distance to Train Station 1.7 mi (Harlem-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Harlem & Greenfield (90, 305, 307, 318)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.1 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Nature Area

Park Structures
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Lindberg Park             
Comfort Station
LeMoyne Parkway at Forest Avenue

Summary
The Lindberg Park Building is an attractive and functional facility 
built in 1990.  It includes multiple toilet rooms, storage, mechan-
ical, and concession service space.  Its character and appearance 
provides an aesthetic contribution to the community.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. There are multiple unisex toilet rooms and a concession service room.
2. A storage room for youth baseball is also included.
3. The mechanical room houses the park’s irrigation system.
4. The low roof attracts climbers.

AESTHETICS
1. Rich in character.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. No issues reported.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. None reported.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are in reasonably good condition. 

SITE
1. No issues reported.

OVERALL
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Longfellow Park
610 South Ridgeland Avenue
2.62 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1920, the park was named after the American poet, Henry Wad-
sworth Longfellow. The recreation center was built in 1966 in the same style as 
Fox Center.

Renovations to the playground and splash pad made in 2009 were a large 
improvement over previous conditions.  However, there are some maintenance 
issues related to the proximity of the sand play area and the splash pad.  The 
sidewalk on the east side of the building has settled significantly creating 
tripping hazards, though it appears repairs are in the works.  The largest mainte-
nance challenge is related to the south side of the building. There is severe 
deterioration of the entry ramp on the south side of the building, along with the 
retaining wall visible from the basement windows.  These issues may be related 
to the quality of the construction, and have been exacerbated by stormwater 
run-off from the roof and freeze-thaw cycles.  The Park District should budget 
for extensive repairs to address this issue in the near future.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court Yes

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink Yes

Playground Yes

Splash Pad Yes

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; Full Basketball Court; Timer-Controlled Lighted Tennis Courts; 
Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs; Individual Play Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   Ball field and associated improvements

2015   

2016   Safety improvements to stairway and foundation

2017   

2018   Tennis courts and associated improvements

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Bike Lane

Number of Bike Racks 4

Distance to Train Station 0.8 mi (Oak Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (315)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other

Park Structures
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Longfellow Center
610 South Ridgeland Avenue

Summary
The Longfellow Park Center is a small neighborhood facility used 
for general programming, rentals and summer camps. It, along 
with the Fox Center (same design), was built in 1965.  Overall, 
the building is in good condition.  However, major work will be 
required to replace a deteriorating retaining wall adjacent to the 
entrance.  In addition to two general purpose rooms, there are 2 
supervisor offices and exterior access to rest rooms.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The center works well.
2. ADA audit was completed; items are being addressed.
3. Elevator was added 5 years ago.

AESTHETICS
1. Good.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good, however, VCT floor tile in the general purpose rooms does not last 

very long.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The building is structurally sound and in good condition.
2. The first floor structure is poured concrete.
3. Roofing is 8 years old and in good condition.
4. Windows have been replaced with thermally insulated units and are in 

excellent condition.
5. Basement stays fairly dry; however, the roof drains into the area well next 

to the building.  Accordingly, it is mandatory to keep the area drains clean.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The open, non-compliant stair does not provide a protected means of 

egress.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in good condition and easy to manage.
2. Hot water heat functions well.

SITE
1. Concrete retaining wall adjacent to the entry ramp is deteriorating severely.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Maple Park
1105 South Maple Avenue at 
Harlem Avenue
6.98 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1921, the linear park was formerly railroad property. It was 
originally called Park #6 or Perennial Gardens for the formal plantings installed 
there, but was later renamed for the adjacent Maple Street. A comfort station 
was built in the center of the park around 1960. Renovations in the early 1980s 
added new landscaping and curving walkways. The playground equipment was 
replaced in 1998.

Several renovations were completed in 2011, including relocated and improved 
tennis courts at the south end, an off-leash dog park at the north end, and a 
continuous path system.  The condition of the remaining amenities are keeping 
the overall park score low, but are planned to be addressed in the coming years.  
The frontage along Harlem Avenue creates a challenging condition.  One long 
range consideration for the park would be to create a more protected condition 
for the sidewalk along Harlem and potentially bring it inbound of any perimeter 
fence.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park Yes

Sled Hill

Notes:  Mult-ipurpose Field (2); 60’ Baseball Field (2); Tennis Court w/ Button-
Controlled Lighted Court and Hit Boards (2);  Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play 
Equipment for 5+ yrs

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   Comfort station improvements

2016   Improvements to playground, ball fields and new picnic shelter

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route N/A

Number of Bike Racks 2

Distance to Train Station 0.6 mi (Harlem-Forest Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (307)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other

Park Structures
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Maple Park 
Comfort Station
1105 South Maple Avenue

Summary
The Maple Park Building, built in the 1960’s, provides support 
for the park.  It houses two toilet rooms, and two storage rooms. 
Although its age is about 50 years, its character and appearance 
still suit the park.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. There are two toilet rooms.
2. Due to the low roof, it attracts climbers.

AESTHETICS
1. Acceptable.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Average.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. The roof is about 8 years old.
2. The roof structure is precast concrete.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. None reported.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are in reasonably good condition. 

SITE
1. No issues reported.

OVERALL
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Mills Park
217 South Home Avenue
4.43 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1939, the historic John Farson House, known as “Pleasant Home”, is 
a National Historic Landmark designed in 1897 by architect George W. Maher. 
Outbuildings on the attendant grounds were subsequently razed and Mills Park 
has been maintained as open space for many years.

Mills Park is located in the western central part of the Village, just south of the 
downtown and within the Pleasant District.  It is also the location of the historic 
Pleasant Home.  The park is in very good shape, having undergone Master Plan 
improvements in 2011/2012.  There are some areas of the limestone path that 
have washed out and should be addressed.  Additionally, the removed wrought 
iron fence is being stockpiled along the southern boundary of the site.  This 
should be addressed either through reuse, recycling, disposal or off-site storage.
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Multi-Use Field

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  n/a

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bicycle Boulevard

Number of Bike Racks 4

Distance to Train Station 0.2 mi (Harlem-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Harlem/Pleasant/Franklin (305, 307, 318)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.2 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other Nature Area

Park Structures
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Pleasant Home
217 South Home Avenue

Summary
Designed in 1897 by noted Prairie Style architect George W. Maher 
for investment banker and philanthropist John W. Farson, Pleasant 
Home is one of the earliest and most distinguished examples of the 
Prairie School of Architecture.  

After John Farson’s death in 1910, the estate was purchased by Her-
bert Mills, owner of Mills Novelty Company, which manufactured 
coin operated gambling and music machinery in Chicago.  The Mills 
family sold the home and its five-acre grounds to the Park District 
of Oak Park in 1939, to create Mills Park. It is now a National 
Historic Landmark.

The park and its mansion have had various community uses.  In 
1970, The Historical Society of Oak Park and River Forest moved 
into a bedroom on the second floor and today the organization 
leases all of the second and third floors from the Park District of 
Oak Park. However, the Historical Society will be moving to a new 
location.

The overall rating  score for this building is impacted most by the 
roof repairs scheduled for 2017.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. Given the historical nature and adaptation of the mansion to a public 

building, there are limitations with which to deal when hosting an event.
2. There is no elevator access in the structure.  However, there is a chair lift 

from grade to the main level.
3. The mansion is used for rentals, public functions, summer social events, and 

art programs.
4. Once the Historical Society moves out, space will be repurposed; potentially 

into exhibit space.

AESTHETICS
1. The mansion is wonderfully preserved and provides a valuable contribution 

to the community.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Very good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. It was reported that the roof tile roof needs to be replaced.
2. The summer dining porch was recently renovated; windows were added. 
3. Masonry is in excellent condition.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. Due to the mansions age and historic nature, there are likely several areas 

of concern.  A detailed assessment was not conducted. 

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. The existing heating system is hot water.
2. There is no central A/C system; only window units.

SITE
1. The site is a true asset to the community.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Randolph Park
300 South Grove Avenue
0.32 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

The parcels were acquired by Village of Oak Park in 1924. Randolph Park was 
conveyed to the Park District by quit-claim deed in 2006 and the property to the 
east was transferred in 2009, doubling the size of the park. This land and other 
similar strips along Randolph Street were set aside for rail stations along the 
“Dummy line railroad” into Chicago that was never developed.

It is divided into two separate sections by a public alley, with the west half be-
ing used for playground equipment and the east half as a passive seating area.  
The park is in generally good condition, but due to the small enclosed area it 
receives intense use and has some maintenance issues. The landscape, including 
bermed lawn areas, receive heavy foot traffic and are hard to maintain.  The 
District should consider other treatments, including synthetic turf, as solutions if 
the issues cannot be overcome with maintenance.  The bench in the northwest 
corner seemed disconnected and encouraged traffic on some of the heavily 
worn lawn and landscape areas.  This bench should be considered for relocation 
in the future.
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Multi-Use Field

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  Chess Tables (2); Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Individual Play Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route N/A

Number of Bike Racks 1

Distance to Train Station 0.4 mi (Oak Park-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (311)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other Chess Tables

Park Structures
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Rehm Park
515 Garfield Street at 
East Avenue
6.51 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1913, Rehm Park was named after Colonel Arthur D. Rehm, a 
member of the Park District’s first Board of Commissioners and its second Board 
President. The original park was designed by Jens Jensen, although little of 
Jensen’s design remains. An outdoor pool was constructed in 1966 and quickly 
became a regional destination.

Several characteristics make for heavy use of this park, including the proximity 
to the pool, the unique character of the playground, the self-propelled play 
trains, and the sand volleyball courts.  The tennis courts are scheduled for 
improvements in 2018, which will help improve the athletic space score, as will 
continued turf grass maintenance.  Opportunities should be explored to better 
integrate the open lawn at the southwest corner of the site into the rest of the 
park or address other District-wide needs.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court Yes

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool Yes

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  Tennis Court (3); Volleyball Court (2);

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   General improvements and repairs

2016   New pool play feature

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking Yes

Number of VehicleParking Spaces 46

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Shared Lane

Number of Bike Racks 15

Distance to Train Station 0.1 mi (Oak Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Ridgeland/Garfield (315)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.1 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other Chess Table; Trains (Hand-Powered)

Park Structures
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Ridgeland Common
415 Lake Street at 
Ridgeland Avenue
6.06 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Ridgeland Common was named for the adjacent street and was designed by 
Jens Jensen, although little of Jensen’s design remains. The pool, building, 
and outdoor ice rink were constructed in 1962. Ridgeland Common is the Park 
District’s flagship facility.

Ridgeland Common is centrally located in the District.  Having recently reopened 
after significant renovations, including the installation of synthetic turf fields, 
the park is in excellent condition.  The score is brought down due to issues with 
the perimeter sidewalk within the public rights-of-way on the Lake Street and 
Scoville Avenue sides of the park.  It appears that the Village is planning repairs, 
though the parkways should be reviewed in the future as there may be drainage 
issues that will not be resolved though repair to the sidewalk.

A
OVERALL 

PARK GRADE

At
hl

et
ic 

Fi
el

ds
 / 

Co
ur

ts

Pl
ay

gr
ou

nd
s 

Pa
th

s a
nd

 
W

al
kw

ay
s

Pa
ss

ive
 G

re
en

 
Sp

ac
es

Se
at

in
g 

Ar
ea

s

Ba
th

ro
om

s

Dr
in

ki
ng

 
Fo

un
ta

in
s

TO
TA

L S
CO

RE

98 N/A 86 N/A N/A N/A 96 93EV
A

LU
AT

IO
N

 
SC

O
RE

 C
A

RD

Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool Yes

Skate Park

Dog Park Yes

Sled Hill Yes

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field (2)

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking Yes

Number of VehicleParking Spaces 27

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bike Lane

Number of Bike Racks 36

Distance to Train Station 0.2 mi (Ridgeland-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (86, 309, 313, 315)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Program Registration

Park Structures



119

Taylor Park
400 West Division Street at 
Ridgeland Avenue
11.75 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1914, Taylor Park was originally called “North Park” but was sub-
sequently named after the first President of the Park Board of Commissioners, 
Henry A. Taylor. Taylor Park was designed by Jens Jensen and still retains some 
of Jensen’s original design. The park sits on the edge of a moraine from the 
remains of what was once glacial Lake Chicago.

Updates to the tennis courts and playground have raised the overall quality of 
this park.  Areas in most need of improvement, such as the seating area with 
outdoor grills along the park’s northern edge, are identified as future phases 
of improvements in the park’s master plan.  The athletic field suffers from 
some drainage issues, due to the high water table in this part of the Village.  
Underdrainage may be the only permanent solution and should be considered 
in the future.  The rain garden feature in the southeast corner has started to 
establish and will require specialized maintenance to be successful.  Overflow 
for this feature should be revisited, as stormwater quantity appears to exceed 
the design expectations for some storm events.  The overflow channel may need 
to be modified and lined with rock to accommodate storm conditions.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink Yes

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill Yes

Notes:  Tennis Court with Manual Button-Controlled Lighted Court and Hit Boards (6); 
Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play Equipment for 5+ yrs; Chess Tables (4)

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Bike Lane

Number of Bike Racks 4

Distance to Train Station 1.1 mi (Ridgeland-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (86)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion Yes

Other Chess Tables; Nature Area; Picnic Area

Park Structures
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Scoville Park
800 West Lake Street at 
Oak Park Avenue
3.98 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Acquired in 1913, Scoville Park was named after Charles B. Scoville, the previous 
owner of the land and an advocate for the creation of the Park District. Scoville 
Park was originally designed by Jens Jensen and retains the much of Jensen’s 
design. Grove Avenue was vacated in 2001 and a new plaza was constructed 
adjacent to the park. Scoville Park was added to the National Register of Historic 
Places in 2002.

The recent renovations and restoration of the World War I Memorial have 
elevated the quality of the park.  One of the few issues facing the park relates 
to drainage in the large open field.  The creation of a new path at the bottom 
of the hill has impacted drainage patterns and created an area that is often 
wet.  This could be resolved through the addition of an underdrain or other 
small adjustments.  The addition of a permanent stage has opened some less 
desirable views out to Lake Street and created a steeper hill at the front of the 
stage where it is hard to maintain grass.  Along Grove at the northwest corner of 
the park, the light poles and parking meters are staggered in a way that clutters 
the sidewalk and makes snow removal challenging.  The Park District should 
coordinate with the Village to resolve this issue by relocating the meters.
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Multi-Use Field

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court Yes

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  Tennis Court with Manual Button-Controlled Lighed Court and Hit Boards (3); 
Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Shared Lane

Number of Bike Racks 12

Distance to Train Station 0.2 mi (Oak Park-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (309, 311, 313)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms Yes

Pavilion

Other Nature Area

Park Structures
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Scoville & Taylor Park 
Comfort Stations
800 West Lake Street & 
400 West Division Street

Summary
The Scoville Park and Taylor Park Restroom facilities are generous 
amenities for the public and there is a high level of expectation 
to make them available for use. Their character and appearance 
provide a positive aesthetic contribution to the community.  Photos 
of the Scoville Park facility are included.

FUNCTIONALITY
1. There are dedicated toilet rooms for men and women, and a third unisex 

toilet room meeting ADA requirements.  Each building also includes a small 
storage room.

2. Due to the low roofs, they attract climbers.

AESTHETICS
1. Rich in character.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. No issues reported.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. None reported

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are in reasonably good condition. 
2. The water and electrical systems are new. 

SITE
1. No issues reported.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Stevenson Park
49 West Lake Street
3.3 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

Stevenson Park was acquired by the Village of Oak Park in 1916 and named 
after author Robert Louis Stevenson. The Park District entered into a 99-year 
lease agreement with the Village in 2006, rather\ than purchasing the property 
outright, because the park contains two underground water reservoirs.

The park provides the only skateboard park for the District and one of three 
basketball facilities. The majority of the park is located above underground 
reservoirs that create a large grade change from the adjacent sidewalk.  This has 
led to some run-off issues along the sidewalk.  The athletic fields benefit from 
having lighting, which is a key reason why the field is slated to be converted 
to synthetic.  Planned improvements to the fields and playground will help 
improve the overall quality and appearance of the park.  Maintenance oppor-
tunities include addressing settling of the concrete path at the entrance to the 
courts, surface treatments for the skate park and courts and treating the access 
drive with a different material that will not suffer from wash-out.  Potential en-
hancements include additional bike parking, improved ADA access into the park, 
public bathrooms and modifications to the skate park to allow for BMX bikes.
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Multi-Use Field Yes

Baseball / Softball Field Yes

Basketball Court Yes

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park Yes

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  60’ Baseball Field; 1/2 Basketball Court (3); Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Play 
Equipment for 5+ yrs; Individual Play Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   Synthetic turf ball field, lighting and path improvements

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route Planned Shared Lane

Number of Bike Racks 3

Distance to Train Station 0.2 mi (Austin-Green)

Bus Stop at Site Flag Stop (309, 313)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.0 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center Yes

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other

Park Structures
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Stevenson Center
49 West Lake Street

Summary
The Stevenson Park Center, built in 1965, is a small neighborhood 
facility used for general programming, rentals and summer camps. 
Overall, the building appears to be in good condition, but outdated 
aesthetically.  In addition to two general purpose rooms, there are 
2 supervisor offices.

Significant improvements needed, including the additional of an 
elevator, addressing ADA issues and providing public restrooms ac-
cessible from the exterior of the building.  However, given the age 
and condition of the building and its proximity to newer District 
facilities, these types of long-term investments do not appear to 
make financial sense.  Future planning should consider the removal 
of this building. 

FUNCTIONALITY
1. The Center does not comply with ADA accessibility standards. With no 

elevator access, the second floor is not accessible.
2. This Center is not used as much as other centers, mainly due to parking 

issues and its location near Ridgeland Common.
3. The lower level provides good space for the Teen Center.

AESTHETICS
1. Generally, the building’s design is out dated.

CONDITION OF INTERIOR FINISHES
1. Good condition.

BUILDING ENVELOPE & STRUCTURE
1. It was reported that the flat roof leaks.
2. Windows have been replaced with thermally insulated units and are in 

excellent condition.
3. The masonry appears to be in good condition, but its appearance is dated.

LIFE SAFETY ISSUES - BUILDING
1. The open, non-compliant stair does not provide a protected means of 

egress.

UTILITIES, MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
1. Systems are generally in reasonably good condition, but maintaining 

consistent temperature throughout the building is difficult.  

SITE
1. An underground water reservoir is adjacent to the building.
2. Its location in the District is not as desirable as other locations due to its 

proximity to the train tracks and Lake Street.

OVERALL
FACILITY GRADE
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Wenonah Park
844 Wenonah Avenue
0.12 acres

Park History

Park Amenities

Evaluation Notes

Planned Improvements

This playground was acquired in 1962 and is named for the adjacent street.

The park benefits from being close to the pedestrian bridge that crosses the 
Eisenhower, approximately in line with Home Avenue.  The park is in generally 
good condition, but similar to the Randolph Park, the small enclosed area and 
intense use and has created some maintenance issues.  The landscaped and 
lawn areas within the fenced portion of the site receive heavy foot traffic and 
are hard to maintain.  The District should consider other treatments, including 
synthetic turf, as solutions if the issues cannot be overcome with maintenance.  
Additionally, the sand play area at this site creates maintenance issues as the 
sand tends to migrate within the park.
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Multi-Use Field

Baseball / Softball Field

Basketball Court

Tennis Court

Sand Volleyball Court

Outdoor Ice Rink

Playground Yes

Splash Pad

Outdoor Pool

Skate Park

Dog Park

Sled Hill

Notes:  Chess Tables (2);  Play Equipment for 0-5 yrs; Individual Equipment

Active Recreation Amenities

2014   

2015   

2016   

2017   

2018   

On-Site Automobile Parking No

Number of VehicleParking Spaces N/A

Access to Dedicated Bike Route N/A

Number of Bike Racks 1

Distance to Train Station 0.7 mi (Harlem-Forest Park-Blue)

Bus Stop at Site Harlem/Jackson (307)

Distance to Bus Stop 0.3 mi

Transportation Amenities

Community Center

Public Restrooms

Pavilion

Other Chess Tables

Park Structures



Park District of Oak Park December 12, 2014
$ less than $100,000

$$ $100,000 to $1,000,000

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY MATRIX - DRAFT FOR BOARD REVIEW ONLY $$$ greater than $1,000,000

Recommendation Page Timeframe
Responsible Parties and Partners                                           

(Project Lead in BOLD) Funding Sources
Cost 
Level Actions/Key Tasks

Target 
Completion

Comprehensive Master Plan
LEGEND

ALIGN PARK MASTER PLANS WITH DISTRICT LEVEL OF SERVICE Executive Director Capital Projects Fund Evaluate opportunities for additions/changes during Master Plan updates
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent Corporate Fund Incorporate changes into CIP
Recreation Superintendent Grants Implement changes
Finance Director
Marketing and Communication Director

INCORPORATE BATTING CAGES INTO FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS Executive Director Capital Projects Fund Identify and evaluate potential batting cage locations
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent Corporate Fund Test locations with community during associated Master Plan updates
Recreation Superintendent Grants Incorporate planned additional batting cages into CIP
Finance Director Implement additional batting cages
Marketing and Communication Director

CONDUCT FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR INDOOR RECREATION FACILITY Executive Director Capital Projects Fund Identify if indoor pool or other elements should be incorporated into feasibility study
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent Identify budget for study and budget funds
Finance Director Prepare RFP for feasibility study
Recreation Superintendent Select consultant and conduct feasibility study
Marketing and Communication Director Identify potential program opportunities facility would allow
Project Manager Communicate the decision to the public

ASSESS OPPORTUNITIES FOR INDOOR POOL Executive Director Capital Projects Fund Continue to track D200 progress and keep communication open
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent Revenue Facilities Fund Identify other public & private agencies in community for potential partnerships
Revenue Facilities Superintendent Include indoor pool in recreation feasibility study if D200 opportunities do not exist
Recreation Superintendent Make decision based on results and budget in CIP if appropriate
Finance Director

CONTINUE TO MANAGE PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES Executive Director Recreation Administration Fund Identify additional opportunities for use of spaces/facilities
Recreation Superintendent Update and refine agreements with existing partners as needed

Identify funding partnerships with user groups
CONTINUE TO MANAGE HISTORIC RESOURCES OWNED BY THE DISTRICT On-Going Executive Director    Capital Projects Fund Continue to build and refine partnerships with foundations and friends groups

   Buildings and Grounds Superintendent Museum Fund Continue to budget for on-going maintenance and improvements
   Conservatory Manager Corporate Fund Explore and pursue additional funding and grant opportunities

Cheney Mansion Supervisor Cheney Mansion Fund Fund and conduct training services to build partner capacity and skills
Pleasant Home Foundation
Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory

PROGRAMMING
INCREASE PARTICIPATION LEVELS WITHIN THE DISTRICT Executive Director Corporate Fund Evaluate programs lifecycles and participation levels on annual basis

Recreation Superintendent Revenue Facilities Fund Modify program offerings to increase participation levels 
On-Going Revenue Facilities Superintendent Recreation Fund Advertise and promotes new program offerings

Conservatory Manager Conduct in-person and online survey on an annual basis to evaluate progress
Marketing and Communications Director Use 5 years Needs Assessment update as statistically valid survey to track progress

IMPROVE ADULT FITNESS PROGRAMMING Executive Director Recreation Fund Identify potential changes to delivery of service
Recreation Superintendent Communications & Marketing Fund Test and implement changes
Revenue Facilities Superintendent Recreation Administration Fund Retire or reposition programs near the end of their lifecycle
Finance Director  Conduct additional targeted surveys to identify program specific community needs/priorities
Communication and Marketing Director Introduce new or repositioned programs to address identified needs/priorities

Conduct and track program lifecycles on an annual basis
Marketing efforts to target user groups

IMPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION PROGRAMMING Executive Director Corporate Fund Identify potential environmental programs that can be paired with specific District facilities
Conservatory Manager Recreation Fund Conduct additional targeted surveys to identify program specific community desires
Recreation Superintendent Grants Introduce new programs to address identified needs/priorities
Friends of the Oak Park Conservatory  Conduct and track program lifecycles on an annual basis

 Use GAC to assist in ideas and marketing  options to get the word out on our new programs. 
Partner with D97 and D200 and local colleges for program offerings

$

139 On-Going $

142

143

140
Short-Term (1-3 

Years) $ - $$$

141
Mid-Term             
(4-7 Years) $ - $$$

138 On-Going $$ 

142 On-Going

2016

2019

On-going

On-going

On-going

On-going

On-going

144
Short-Term        

(1 to 3 Years) $

144
Short-Term        

(1 to 3 Years) $ 2015

2016

$$

$



Park District of Oak Park December 12, 2014
$ less than $100,000

$$ $100,000 to $1,000,000

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY MATRIX - DRAFT FOR BOARD REVIEW ONLY $$$ greater than $1,000,000

Recommendation Page Timeframe
Responsible Parties and Partners                                           

(Project Lead in BOLD) Funding Sources
Cost 
Level Actions/Key Tasks

Target 
Completion

Comprehensive Master Plan
LEGEND

CREATE & SUPPORT CONTINUED CULTURAL OPPORTUNITIES Executive Director Corporate Fund Participate in current Oak Park Cultural Plan development process
Recreation Superintendent Recreation Administration Fund Coordinate with other local agencies
Arts Advisory Committee Evaluate opportunities to continue/expand concerts and theater in parks
Oak Park Area Arts Council Integrate Art into Parks (see previous recommendation)

MARKETING
Executive Director Corporate Fund Refresh Logo

Marketing and Communications Director Develop Brand Standards Guide

Finance Director Develop similar looks for revenue centers

Develop a photography calendar

Adjust and tune the focus of marketing materials and messaging

Ensure messenging reflects unique attributes of PDOP: Convenience, Variety, Affordability, Quality

Conduct a branding study/survey in 5 to 10 years

ORGANIZATION & PLANNING
CONTINUE TO UPDATE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN (CIP) ANNUALLY Executive Director Monitor outcomes of Master Plan updates

Finance Monitor feedback from maintenance analysis, park ambassador outreach and other sources
Evaluate priorities, issues and opportunities and modify CIP accordingly

COMMUNICATE COLLABORATION & ACTIVE PARTNERSHIP EFFORTS Executive Director Corporate Fund Update list of collaboration efforts on an annual basis

Marketing and Communications Director Identify opportunities (annual report, website, program brochure) to communicate efforts
Recreation Superintendent Implement communications on a regular basis

Use VOP's FYI to highlight 
UDPATE NEEDS ASSESSMENT IN FIVE YEARS Executive Director Corporate Fund Identify additional information goals of updated assessment

Marketing and Communications Director Capital Projects Fund Select consultant to write and administer survey
Review, evaluate and communicate results
Make changes/improvements as appropriate

ADMINISTRATION, MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS
ADVANCE PARK AMBASSADOR PROGRAM Executive Director Corporate Fund Identify opportunities to collect additional data at parks without centers

Revenue Facilities Superintendent  Work with park ambassadors to collect additional information
Recreation Superintendent Develop process for regularly evaluating and sharing input

Provide additional training on software to increase functionality
Incorporate a continuous improvement model 

EVALUATE NEW OPPORTUNITIES TO FURTHER SUSTAINABILITY WITHIN DISTRICT Executive Director Buildings & Grounds Fund Develop policy for evaluating cost recovery on sustainable upgrades to capital projects
Buildings & Grounds Facilities Fund Identify potential target projects or sustainable goals

Integrate sustainable practices where approrpriate opportunities arise
Monitor and track impacts - communicate and market successes

CONDUCT FURTHER ANALYSIS & USE OF MAINTENANCE FEEDBACK Executive Director Corporate Fund Continue to track work orders
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent Revenue Facilities Fund Continue to evaluate open spaces on a regular basis
Finance Director Develop tool for evaluating facilities on a regular basis
Revenue Facilities Superintendent Implement process for analysis of information collected and development of recommendations

FUNDING
MANAGE REVENUE GROWTH Executive Director Recreation Administration Fund Conduct and track program lifecycles on an annual basis

Finance Director Revenue Facilities Fund Continue to track and analyze use of facilities
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent  Establish cost recovery goals for programs or program areas
Revenue Facilities Superintendent Develop full cost accounting for each program or class
Recreation Superintendent Implement changes based on lifecycle, use, and cost recovery analysis

Meet tax/earned revenue ratio goal of 50/50
IDENTIFY OPPORTUNITIES TO ENGAGE PARKS FOUNDATION Executive Director Donations Participate in the development of the Foundation's Master Plan

Parks Foundation of Oak Park Identify key opportunities for Foundation to support District goals
Finance Director Establish key giving areas for Foundation to approve 
Buildings & Grounds Superintendent

 IMPLEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS FROM BRANDING STUDY

146

151
Short-Term        

(1 to 3 Years) $

$$Short-Term        
(1 to 3 Years)

150
Short-Term        

(1 to 3 Years) $

151
Mid-Term             
(4-7 Years) $

148
Mid-Term             
(4-7 Years) $

149 On-Going $

148 On-Going $

149 On-Going $
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147 On-Going $

On-going
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Research Methods

 These findings are based on responses from n=558 residents within the Park District of Oak Park (PDOP), exceeding the 
target sample of n=500 respondents.

 Data collection took place between September 23rd and November 13th, 2023.   

 Invitation postcards for the online survey or printed mail questionnaires (with prepaid return envelope) were sent to a 
random sample of PDOP residents.  Both mailings offered three options (with instructions) for their response.  Follow-up 
email remainders (supplied by the District) were also sent to non-respondents.  Across the three response options:

 n=436 completed the survey online

 n=122 completed a printed survey (sent and returned by USPS)

 n=0 opted for a phone survey/interview.  

 The random sample of n=558 residents was weighted to match US Census data for Oak Park by region, age, gender, 
race and ethnicity, homeowner vs. renter status, and percentage of households with children. Assuming no sample bias, 
the margin of error is +/- 4.1% (at the 95% confidence level)*.  

 Throughout the report, statistically meaningful differences (at the 95% confidence level) are identified. If responses from 
a demographic group are not reported, this means that the response from that segment was generally in line with the 
overall result.  

 When available, results from the 2019 PDOP community survey are included for trending comparisons.

 * In addition to sampling error, question wording, respondent error, and practical difficulties in conducting surveys may introduce error or bias in any opinion poll.  

Introduction
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Gender* 
Male 44%

Female 53%

Prefer to self-describe 3%

Age*

Under 35 21%

35-44 21%

45-54 20%

55-64 16%

65+ 22%

Mean (average):  50.6 years old

Race* (multiple responses)
White/Caucasian 67%

Asian 7%
Black/African American 22%

Hispanic/Latino/Spanish 8%
Other 2%

Length of Residence in Park 
District of Oak Park

Less than 5 years 35%
5-14 years 20%

15-24 years 18%
25+ years 27%

Mean (average):  16.6 years

Children in Household*

Yes 29%

No 71%

Home Ownership*

Homeowner 60%

Renter 40%

Introduction

Respondent Sample Demographics (self-reported)

*Weighted to 2020 Census data.
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North
(19%)

Introduction

Regional Distribution of Respondents*

*Weighted to 2020 Census data

N-Central
(20%)

Central
(27%)

S-Central
(17%)

South
(17%)
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X. Final CommentsExecutive Summary
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 The District’s average esteem rating (measuring overall opinion on a 0-10 scale) is 
8.0, virtually identical to its 8.2 average score in 2019 (no statistically meaningful 
difference). 

 Overall, 91% have a favorable opinion of the District (scores or 6 or higher), 
including 39% who hold the PDOP in highest regard (scores of 9 and 10). 

 There is a slight downward shift from these “highest regard” scores (51% in 
2019), to more “very” and “somewhat” favorable ratings (scores of 6-8) in 2023.  

 However, the percent who have negative opinions have likewise dropped (from 
4% in 2019 to 2% currently).  In fact, the PDOP’s ratio of favorable-to-
unfavorable ratings is greater than 45:1 (very positive).  

 The strong scores are consistent across all regions and subgroups, with Oak Park 
residents of 25+ years giving the lowest scores (7.7 average – still very favorable).  

 The PDOP’s ratings are significantly higher than 2022 benchmarks statewide  
(6.8 average) and from nearby suburban park agencies (5.9)*.

 On average, respondents estimate that 9.5% of their property taxes go to the   
PDOP, more than double the District’s actual 4.6% share.  

 When informed that the District receives this 4.6% of one’s property taxes and 
asked to rate its value given the programs, parks, facilities and services  
provided, residents give a very strong 8.0 average value rating (on a 0-10 scale).  

 This is the same average score reported in the 2019 survey, and far exceeds 
benchmark ratings statewide (5.9) and from neighboring suburbs* (5.1).

 Even those giving lower than average scores (men, residents in the South 
region) still give strong value ratings (averaging 7.3 or higher).

The PDOP maintains 
very favorable esteem 
and value ratings from 
residents since 2019.  

<pg. 18>

<pg. 19>

* 2022 benchmark comparisons with neighboring agencies include Berwyn, Cicero, Elmwood Park, Forest Park, Maywood, 
Melrose Park, North Riverside, River Forest, River Grove, and Riverside.

<pp. 28-
30 >

Executive Summary
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 When asked (in an open-ended format) to identify the District’s strengths or what 
they like most about the PDOP, the top response include:

 The programs, activities, and/or events that the District offers (cited by nearly 
half – 48%).  Most often these responses include

- The range of activities offered across all age groups (tied as the #1 
strength at 24% of respondents)

- The quality of these programs in general, especially sports and fitness
- Strong youth programming/options, as well as summer camps in particular
- Good variety of community events. 

 Just over one in three (35%) also cite the District parks and playgrounds as a 
top strength, especially:

- The high level of maintenance and upkeep of the parks (also #1 at 24%)
- The overall quality of parks and open space
- The number and variety of local parks
- Quality playgrounds and play equipment.  

 PDOP facilities and buildings rank a distant third (cited by 18% of respondents), 
most often:

- The outdoor pools
- The new Community Rec Center (CRC)
- Good facilities in general.

 Nearly as many (14%) include the District administration, management, and/or 
staff as a top strength, usually the level of communication and outreach (6%).

 About one in ten most value the location and proximity/accessibility of PDOP 
locations (11%), and half as many cite the affordable costs/fees (5%).  

Respondents cite the 
quality/variety of 

programs, and the 
number/condition of 

local parks and 
playgrounds as top 
PDOP strengths.

<pp. 20-  
23>

Executive Summary
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 Over a third (36%) were unable to offer any suggestions or weaknesses for the 
PDOP, including 15% who said there is nothing they dislike at all.  Among the 
remaining respondents:

 One in four offered suggestions for improved District administration/ 
management/staff (23%), usually concerning difficulties and stress when 
registering for programs (e.g., issues with the online platform/process, 
frustration when options fill up quickly).  A few others also mention:

- A need for more/better outreach and communication from the District 
(updates, initiatives, plans, etc.)

- Perceptions of unnecessary spending (e.g., fast/hasty replacements of new 
improvements at specific parks)

- Concerns about the quality or engagement with program instructors, 
coaches, District staff, etc.  

 Nearly as many (21%) offer suggestions for facilities, most often:

- More or improved sports facilities (sports fields, courts, etc.)
- Longer seasons or hours for specific facilities (usually the pools)
- A need/desire for an indoor pool to provide year-round swimming (3%).  

 Park suggestions come from 12% overall (mostly concerns about safety), 
followed by program complaints (11%, usually requests for more adult options, 
both for seniors and/or adults without children).  

 The top responses are rounded out by comments regarding PDOP’s costs and 
fees (again, usually for the pools or specific programs/events), mentioned by 
about one in ten.  

There is less consensus 
when respondents are 
asked about dislikes or 
needed improvements 

from the PDOP.

<pp. 24-  
27>

Executive Summary
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 A majority (52%+) rank each of these among the top three core values for the 
District:

 Community Engagement (57% top three), especially important to 
Hispanic/Latino residents and current/recent PDOP program participants. This 
was the #1 most important value to nearly a quarter of residents.

 Integrity (53%), especially important to middle-aged residents (45 to 54).

 Inclusivity (52%), especially for residents of color, relatively newer Oak Park 
residents, and non-participants in PDOP programs.

 The remaining three are still deemed important to about a third of residents:

 Responsible Leadership (38%) ranks higher among residents ages 45-54, along 
with African Americans and recent PDOP program participants.

 Sustainability (38%), especially among younger adults ages 35 to 44 (regardless 
of race/ethnicity).

 Innovation (30%) ranked lowest overall but tends to be included more often 
among Asian adults and those with children ages 5 and under.  

 The PDOP’s performance on each core value is rated very strong, especially on the 
“top tier” options in terms of importance (Community Engagement, Inclusivity, and 
Integrity).

Among the PDOP’s six 
core values, residents 
feel that Community 

Engagement, Inclusivity, 
and Integrity are most 

important.

<pp. 32- 
34>

<pp. 35-  
36>

Executive Summary
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 Overall, 98% report that someone in their household as been to a District location  
in the past 12 months (up from 92% in the 2019 survey).  

 Nearly two-thirds (65%) report visiting Scoville Park during that time, and about half 
have been to:

 About a third have been to:

 Most often, residents use these locations for personal health and fitness, and/or 
because of their convenience and proximity to where they life.  Others appreciate 
the availability of open space and natural settings, as well as safe places for children. 

 Satisfaction scores (on a 0-10 scale) remain very strong across District parks and 
facilities (despite being slightly lower vs. 2019 ratings).  The highest scores go to:

 The overall experience, cleanliness/upkeep, and safety at these locations (8.3 
average for each)

 Accessibility (8.2 average)
 Service provided by PDOP staff (7.9)

 No group is dissatisfied with any attribute; all average scores of 7.3 or higher.  The
 top complaints are scattered, most often focusing on a lack of parking across various 

facilities, limited bathroom access (often locked/unavailable), homeless people in 
specific parks, suggestions for friendlier service from staff, and general upkeep.

Virtually all residents 
report visiting a PDOP 
park or facility in the 

past year and are very 
satisfied with those 

experiences.  

<pp. 38-  
40, 42-

44>

<pg. 41>

Executive Summary

<pp. 45- 
48>

 Austin Gardens (47%)
 Oak Park Conservatory (47%)

 Rehm Park (44%)
 Taylor Park (40%)

 Barrie Center/Park (33%)
 Mills Park (32%)
 Ridgeland Common Rec Complex 

(31%) and/or pool (29%)

 Rehm Pool (31%)
 Lindberg Park (30%)
 Longfellow Center/Park (29%)
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 In other words, non-visitors continue to perceive the PDOP as more focused on 
children and young families.  

 This reflects some of the open-ended feedback cited earlier as well.

Consistent with the 
2019 survey, non-usage 

is usually due to not 
having young children.  

<pp. 53-
56>

<pg. 51>

Executive Summary

 This 32% includes self-reported members (13%) and recent non-member users  
(8%) who tend to live closest to the CRC (South and S-Central regions).  The 
remaining 11% have toured but not used the facility and tend between ages 55-64.

 Another 38% have seen the new facility but not yet been inside, and 19% have heard 
about the CRC but not driven past it.  The remaining 11% remain unaware  
(especially those under age 35, renters, Asian residents, and the North region). 

 Those familiar enough with the CRC to offer an opinion give high satisfaction scores 
(averaging 7.1 on a 0-10 scale), especially self-reported members (8.3) and non-
member users (7.7).  Those who have only seen or heard about the CRC tend to give 
more neutral ratings (no strong opinions yet).

 The few who are less satisfied mostly cite the lack of an indoor pool, small 
workout space at the CRC, and/or the fees.

 Still, at least 90% of those aware of the CRC agree that it:

 Is welcoming of everyone (97%)
 Makes Oak Park more attractive (95%) and helps property values (93%)
 Represents a good value (92%)
 Is inclusive and serves the diversity of Oak Park (92%) and meets the 

community’s needs (90%) – though residents in the South region and residents 
aged 45-54 are less likely to agree with these statements.  

 Nearly as many (87%) feel the CRC’s programs and activities are innovative (with 
slightly less agreement – 78% – among self-reported members).  Residents in the 
South and those aged 45-54 are less likely to feel that the CRC meets their 
recreation/fitness needs (roughly 60% agree, vs. 79% overall).

About a third (32%) 
have been inside the 
new CRC, and those 

familiar with the facility 
are very satisfied across 

the board.

<pg. 49>

<pg. 52>



13

<pp. 58-
59>

Executive Summary

 Survey respondents were informed that building an indoor pool (including open 
swim, 25-yard lap lanes, and a separate warm water therapy pool) would     
require passage of a referendum which would increase annual property taxes by 
$90 per year for a median-valued home of $400,000.  

 Based on this description, residents express support by just over a 2:1 margin 
(69% vs. 31% opposed).

 Overall, 35% are “strong” supporters, vs. 14% who are “strongly” opposed.

 Support is especially strong among younger adults (under 35), renters, 
women, newer Oak Park residents, and those in the Central region.

 Older residents (ages 65+), men, and households in the South region tend to 
be more divided with smaller margins of support (roughly 53% to 56% in 
favor vs. 44% to 47% opposed).

 Supporters give several reasons for their support, most often:

 A desire for year-round swimming (28%) or general need/interest (18%)
 The tax increase is reasonable (15%)
 Conditional support depending on facility hours, availability of adult/lap 

swimming, etc. (12%)
 Health and fitness benefits (11%)
 Overall asset and improvement for Oak Park (10%).

 Among opponents, their top reasons driving their opposition are:

 Perceived lack of need in general (30%)
 Opposition to further increasing taxes that are already deemed high (25%)
 Existing indoor pool options which are available (16%)
 The OPRF High School is pursuing an indoor pool at the same time (10%).

Respondents express a 
willingness to pay a 

property tax increase for 
an indoor pool facility. 

<pp. 60-
62>

<pp. 63-
65>



14

<pg. 71-  
74>

Executive Summary

 Overall, about one in five are either “very” (6%) or “somewhat” familiar (15%) 
with the District’s scholarship pool which provides financial assistance available to 
lower-income households.

 The good news is that those most likely to qualify (reporting household 
incomes under $50K) tend to be the most aware of this opportunity (23% 
“very” familiar, vs. 6% overall).  Still, just over half of these lower income 
residents (51%) have never heard of these scholarships.  

 Similarly, only 12% are “very” (2%) or “somewhat” familiar (10%) with the 
District’s CDM offering for lower income residents with children in Kindergarten 
through age 14.  Three in four overall (75%) have never heard of this program.

 Residents with children ages 12 to 14 tend to be more aware (12% “very” 
familiar, vs. 2% overall) – possibly because they have taken advantage of 
CDM in the past or currently.   However, 59% of these households remain not 
at all aware of this assistance.  

Awareness of the PDOPs 
scholarships and CDM 

discounts remains 
relatively low. 

Residents report recent 
participation in several 
PDOP programs and 

events, with very strong 
satisfaction overall.

<pg. 68>

 Reinforcing the District’s programming as a top strength, most respondents report 
household participation during the past year in a variety of programs and events.

 Top programs focus on youth activities (sports, summer camp, skating, 
gymnastics) and adult options (fitness/wellness, sports, performing arts).

 The top events include summer concerts, Movies in the Park, and Fall Fest.  

 Satisfaction is very strong for each (average 8.3 for both on a 0-10 scale).  The 
few dissatisfied scores are attributed mostly to program 
instructors/leaders/coaches, etc., and/or registration challenges.

 Ideas for programming opportunities tend to center around more for adults, 
especially fitness/yoga offerings, arts and crafts, and social events (e.g., get-
togethers, game nights, music/entertainment options). 

<pg. 75-  
76>

<pg. 67>
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<pp. 78-
81>

<pg. 85>

Executive Summary

 Three in five (60%) cite both the printed program guide and the Village FYI 
newsletter as primary sources for PDOP information.  

 Another 46% now mention the District’s e-newsletter as a top source – 
significantly higher than the 2019 response (21%).  The e-newsletter tends to 
be mentioned most often by younger adults (ages 35-44), households with 
children, and Asian and African American residents.  

 Nearly as many go to the PDOP website when seeking information (41%), and 
roughly a third cite flyers at District locations along with fence banners at these 
sites.

 The website is mentioned most often by adults under age 55, along with 
Hispanic/Latino adults.  Nearly half of website users visit the site at least 
once a month (48%), while the rest mostly access it once every six months 
(35%).

 Flyers and fence banners tend to be mentioned by the youngest adults 
(under 35), renters and newer Oak Park residents, and the South region. 

 
 While 60% report using the printed program guide, fewer than half as many 

(27%) refer to the digital version on the PDOP website.  Younger residents tend 
to prefer the digital version (under age 55), while those favoring the printed 
version tend to be slightly older (ages 45 to 64).  

 In a separate question, most (59%) prefer continuing to receive the printed 
mailed version of the program guide.  Both the youngest (under 35) and 
oldest (65+) residents prefer the printed guide, along with women and 
lower-income households.

 Conversely, 41% would rather receive an emailed link to updated digital 
guides with the option of picking up a hard copy at a PDOP location 
(especially men, those aged 35-64, and households earning $200K+).

As in 2019, residents 
mostly rely on the 

Village’s FYI Newsletter 
and the PDOP printed 
program guide when 
seeking Park District 

information. 

<pp. 78-
80>

<pg. 84>
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<pp. 87-
89>

Executive Summary

 This final survey feedback is very scattered, with most suggestions centered on:

 Management/Administrative requests (13%) – most often extending the 
hours or seasons at specifical locations (usually the pools), more parking, 
increased safety/staff presence, better communication, reduced spending, 
and/or easier program registration (2% to 3% each).

 Park and facility issues (12%) – usually suggestions for amenities (e.g., 
benches, fitness stations, improved play equipment), better landscaping, 
more natural areas and sustainable practices, and more dog parks or off-
leash areas.

 Programs and activities (7%), usually more options for adults along with a 
wider range of age groups (1% to 2% each).  

Only one in three 
respondents offer final 

comments or 
suggestions.
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X. Final CommentsI. Overall Opinions, Strengths/Improvements 
 Sought, and Perceived Value of PDOP
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 Resident ratings are generally consistent with the 2019 survey results, despite a shift from “extremely favorable” scores (9+ 
on a 0-10 scale) to “very favorable” and “somewhat favorable” ratings.  As a result, the overall average rating has dropped 
slightly (from 8.2 in 2019 to 8.0 currently).  

 That said, these ratings are still overwhelmingly positive, and are significantly higher than statewide and regional 
benchmarks (see next page).  

 In addition, these favorable scores are generally consistent across all subgroups and regions.  The biggest differences (not 
statistically significant) are:

 Slightly higher scores in the North region (8.3) and among Asian households (8.8, n=31 cases)
 Slightly lower ratings from Oak Park residents of 25+ years (7.7 – still very favorable).

4%

2%

6%

7%

13%

21%

26%

31%

51%

39%

2019

2023

Unfavorable (0-4) Neutral (5) Somewhat Favorable (6-7) Very Favorable (8) Extremely Favorable (9-10)

8.0

Avg. 0-10 
Rating

45.5 : 1

Ratio of 
Favorable : 
Unfavorable 

Scores
Overall Esteem for Park District of Oak Park (0-10 scale)

Q2. Please rate your overall opinion of the Park District of Oak Park on a scale from 0 (completely dislike) through 10 (hold it in the 
highest regard), with 5 a neutral score.  If you are unfamiliar with the District, please select “Unfamiliar”. 

Nine out of ten residents (91%) continue to have a favorable overall opinion about the Park 
District of Oak Park, based on esteem ratings using a 0-10 scale.  Only 2% rate the District 
unfavorably, and the remaining 7% are neutral (no strong opinion either way).  

Overall Esteem for Park District 
of Oak Park (PDOP)

22.5 : 18.2
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20%
12%2%

28%

20%

7%

28%

25%

21%

13%

17%

31%

11%
26%

39%

Local Surburban
Agency Benchmark*

  (2022)

Statewide Benchmark
(2022)

PDOP
 (2023)

Extremely favorable (9-10)

Very favorable (8)

Somewhat favorable (6-7)

Neutral (5)

Unfavorable (0-4)

91% 
Favorable

Avg. (mean) 
Rating: 8.0

Benchmark Comparisons:  Overall Esteem Ratings

5.96.8

52%

68%

Q2. Please rate your overall opinion of the Park District of Oak Park. (0=completely dislike, 5=neutral, 10=highest regard).
* 2022 benchmark comparisons with neighboring agencies include Berwyn, Cicero, Elmwood Park, Forest Park, Maywood, Melrose Park, North Riverside, 
River Forest, River Grove, and Riverside.

As reported, the PDOP’s esteem ratings outperform statewide and local agency benchmarks 
from 2022.  This general pattern is consistent with the 2019 survey findings (when the PDOP’s 
average esteem rating was also a full point higher than the statewide average). 

Overall Esteem for Park District 
of Oak Park (PDOP)



20

No answer/
don't know, 

11%

Positive 
comments, 

89%

Variety of programs/events for all ages

Well kept parks/trails/playgrounds

Good programs/events, general

Good fitness/sports programs

Good parks/open spaces, general

Good communication/outreach

Variety/options (unspecific)

Good youth programs

Variety/number of parks

Parks/Facilities are accessible

Summer camps/classes

Good pools, general

Like new CRC

Friendly, helpful staff/instructors

Parks/Facilities are nearby

Reasonable/affordable fees

Good community events

Good playgrounds

Good facilities/buildings, general

24%

24%

7%

7%

7%

6%

6%

5%

5%

5%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

3%

3%

3%

What do you like most/ 
strengths about the PDOP 

(top multiple open-ended responses, n=558)

PROGRAMS/ACTIVITIES/
EVENTS = 48% Total

PARKS = 35% Total

BUILDINGS/
FACILITIES = 18% Total

MANAGEMENT = 14% Total

LOCATION/ 
ACCESSIBILITY = 11% Total

GENERAL(Non-
specific) = 7% Total

COST/FEES = 5% Total

Q3. Please describe what you like most about the Park District of Oak Park, or what it does particularly well.
NOTE: values <3% are not shown.

PDOP Strengths

When asked in an open-ended format what they like most about the PDOP, most residents cite 
the programs and events (mentioned by 48%, usually the variety and quality of options, 
especially sports/fitness activities).  

Most Frequent Responses Over a third (35% total) cite something 
about the parks and open spaces, usually 
their level of maintenance/cleanliness, overall 
quality, and the number of local parks.

 A number of other strengths are cited (e.g., 
facilities, management and staff), only less 
often.
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Programs/Activities/Events (TOTAL NET = 48%)
“Multitude of programs for seniors, adults, children. Individual events and facilities are also great.”
“Variety of classes.  The crafting for adults.  Family cooking classes, teen cooking camps!”
“I think the Park District clearly puts a lot of effort into our various park programs. I love that we have such a diversity of programs offered, that there 
are special events, classes for both adults and children.”
“Wide variety of activities offered, well funded programs and knowledgeable staff.”
“We like the extensive offered programs and their overall quality. We especially like the gymnastics and ice skating ones that are really good. We like also 
the different events that are organized by the PDOP (like) Fall Fest, etc.”
“Amazing array of camps and services!”
“The offerings are excellent and plentiful for all ages of residents.”
“The park district continues to provide a variety of programming for different members of our community. They adjust programming to keep it relevant 
and are receptive to community feedback. I love the focus on building community in everything they do. We LOVE the park district.”
“Wonderful diversity of programs supporting residents of all ages for very affordable prices.”
“I appreciate the wide range of activities for multiple age groups.”
“Making very good use of our limited space and resources to offer high quality recreational programs.”
“The new role where someone is planning interesting things to do and activities for adults.”

Parks/Playgrounds/Trails (TOTAL NET=35%)
“Our village has diverse, numerous parks that are well-maintained and provide sufficient opportunities to sit and rest. Even those parks with few trees or 
grassy areas have a touch of nature, e.g., wildflowers that attract pollinators.”
“I visit Taylor Park frequently and it is so close to home and is kept up so well.  The grass is mowed, and I like the walking path.”
“Very well-maintained parks, beautiful landscaping and ground, clean parks. Lots of parks throughout town; can always walk to a park.”
“Number and quality of parks, so many within walking distance. Very well maintained.”
“Clean, safe, properly maintained, beautifully curated and decorated.”
“Allows green space in areas of Oak Park and does a fair job of maintaining that space.”
“Accessible, they have up kept the parks.  They are mostly clean; things seem to be repaired in a timely manner.”
“Beauty of the parks -- the field houses & playgrounds.”
“I like the parks - both play spaces and green spaces.”

PDOP Strengths

Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Likes/Strengths
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Buildings/Facilities (TOTAL NET=18%)
“The new CRC and the walking track.”
“Conservatory is wonderful and has a great Storytime.”
“I love the CRC and that they provided badminton time in their gyms. Pickleball and tennis are everywhere.”
“Both pool facilities  The maintenance of all the parks, and tennis courts  The collaboration with the high school for field space  The CRC.”
“It has something for everyone. The parking, pools, tennis courts, children's playgrounds, etc.”
“Pools and CRC are great.”
“Tennis courts, Cheney Mansion, parks, Oak Park Conservatory.”
“Clean facilities and well maintained.”
“Good quality facilities and special recognition of effort to maintain ice on outdoor rinks despite poor weather.”
“Clean facilities and well maintained.”
“I like that you can rent the centers for parties.”
“'Uncorked' garden parties at the Conservatory; opportunity to rent beautiful venues like Cheney Mansion (as needed).” 

PDOP Managements/Staff/Admin (TOTAL NET=14%)   
“Communication, good facilities, priced to allow access by all.”
“Communication and mail pieces are good.”
“The coaches are amazing.”
“Great variety of programs run by competent people. Never bored!”
“They work hard to provide resources to the residents, even with limited green space.”
“Park District of Oak Park does a good job communicating activities and events in a timely manner via electronic media (e-mail, social media, print etc.).”
“I have enjoyed the fantastic day trips to new places. The staff is always nice and helpful.”
“They listen to the community and bring new activities…providing plenty options for leisure and fun.”
“Activities for all ages -- family oriented -- most are reasonably priced -- organized catalogue.”
“Diversity and thoughtfulness of staff. Nature and arts programming.”
“Great caliber of instructors for fitness classes.”
“Staff at clubhouse and how engaged they are with kids.”

Location/Accessibility (TOTAL NET=11%)
“I like that there are parks scattered throughout the Village.”
“There are a few parks spread across the village that I have access to.  Each one has its own unique feature to it, adding to the variety of each park.”
“The many parks, large and small.”
“The variety of the parks.  It’s great and the fact there are so many. I've visited many on my bicycle.”
“Location. Most within walking distance of my residence.”
“I can walk to Scoville Park.”
“The parks are easily accessible and kept clean, open to all residents.  Even parents from beyond Oak Park's borders can bring their children to play.”

PDOP Strengths

Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Likes/Strengths (cont’d)
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Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Likes/Strengths (cont’d)

General non-specific comments (TOTAL NET=7%)   
“Overall, I think we have an excellent park district.”
“Well maintained and serviced.”
“Options and interests.”
“I like that the Oak Park Park District exists and strives to cater to the needs and interests of Oak Parkers.”
“Great variety for all ages.”
“PDOP offers a variety of services and offerings.”

Cost/Fees (TOTAL NET=5%)
“The diversity of programs, the affordability of programs.”
“Quality programs for residents of all ages at an affordable price.”
“I really like that residents can use the indoor track for free.”
“The amount of any given park available and free toddler programs.”
“Offers a lot of programs and childcare options at an affordable price.”

PDOP Strengths
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No answer/ 
don't know, 

21%

Positive 
comments, 

15%

Dislikes/ 
Suggested 

Improvements, 
64%

Q4. What do you dislike about the Park District of Oak Park, or what could it do better?
NOTE: values <3% are not shown.

Difficulty with program registration

Lower costs/program fees, general

More, better outreach, communication

More, better sport fields, courts

More/longer hours

Too much spending/waste
(costly/unecessary improvements)

More adult programs

Enforce rules more

Issues with instructors, program
leaders, staff

Park safety

Need an indoor pool

8%

7%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

3%

3%

3%

3%

MANAGEMENT = 23% 
Total

BUILDINGS/
FACILITIES = 21% Total

PARKS = 12% Total 

PROGRAMS/ACTIVITIES/
EVENTS = 11% Total

COST/FEES = 9% Total

What do you dislike/want 
improved by the PDOP 

(top multiple open-ended responses, n=558)

Most Frequent Responses

Respondents had a more difficult time identifying something they dislike or would like to see 
improved by the PDOP.  Over a third (36%) could not think of anything (including 15% who 
said there is nothing they dislike).  

 The specific dislikes were very scattered, with the program registration process/website cited most often by 8% overall 
(usually because programs fill too quickly, or the platform is cumbersome).  Almost as many (7%) feel that program and 
membership fees are too high.  The remaining responses are mentioned by fewer than 5% each.  

PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought

 The feedback on PDOP facilities is varied (e.g., 
general improvements, longer pool hours/season, 
larger fitness area at CRC, lack of an indoor pool).

 Most park-related comments concern safety, or 
more amenities (bathroom access, benches, 
lighting).  Many program suggestions focus on 
more adult options and scheduling outside of work 
hours (more evening, weekend programs). 
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PDOP Managements/Staff/Admin (TOTAL NET=23%) 
“Enrollment feels very competitive, we don't always get into the classes we put on our wish list.”
“The registration process for anything children-related is extremely frustrating and the spots are very limited.”
“Registration is very stressful. Doesn't seem like enough spots available for events and programs.”
“Mad scramble to get one of the few spots for certain sports.  Registering for classes are very difficult for older (me) individuals who are not familiar with 
online registration. Would rather call a telephone number & talk to a real person!”
“I really dislike the Amilia registration system as the replacement for the previous Mind Body system.  The Amilia system was very frustrating when it was 
first rolled out. It is still confusing to me when I register for a drop-in Nia class using my 10 pack of classes. The website is very hard to navigate.”
“Please improve the online signup system for summer camps. The system has crashed in the past due to interest/demand.”
“Sign up process and competitiveness of it.”
“Registration can be tough. System times out when trying to get summer camps and you get shut out of programs.”
“Prefer more advertising of events.”
“Lack of communication around programs and coordinators of programs.  Lack of response to email and voice mails.  Lack of communication with the 
public – e.g., their handling of the floors at Pleasant Home was atrocious.”
“Not enough communication with lap swimmers, the most dedicated and enthusiastic users of the pool. One result was a bad redesign of the Ridgeland 
women's locker room, replacing a simple central spot to sit while changing with an insufficient number of private changing cubbies.”   
“It could do a better job of outreach to ALL Oak Parkers.”
“I was disappointed about the way communication was shared signing up for gymnastics in the fall. We are new to Oak Park and enrolled for one week of 
summer gymnastics camp. When it came for fall registration, we did not know that that one week counted as having been enrolled in gymnastics 
'summer camp' and that we were eligible for early fall enrollment. There was no email explaining that the one week we had participated in counted. As a 
result, we enrolled with the rest of OP and of course didn't get into any of the fall programming. My kids were heartbroken. I was really disappointed that 
no email was shared explaining that we would have qualified to enroll early. 
“Sometimes it feels like maintenance and/or improvements aren't planned out well. They build then sometimes remove or replace it a few years later.”
“I think the Park District is too quick to replace park equipment rather than doing the more fiscally responsible thing of repairing and refurbishing.”
“In my opinion, many construction projects, improvements and maintenance efforts appear wasteful and much of it unnecessary.”
“Spends too much money, we keep building new buildings, updating parks with state of art equipment that is not needed.”
“Stop re-doing parks when play equipment is just fine! If stuff is good enough to donate, it's good enough to keep.”
“Ticket people who litter.”
“Please enforce people to pickup after their dog.”
“Sometimes dogs are not on a leash.”
“I wish the lifeguards at the community pools did a better job of enforcing pool rules, specifically enforcing proper use of lap lanes.”
“Class quality is very dependent on instructors and some of them aren't great. I would say my satisfaction with classes has been 50%. I just don't feel 
confident when signing up that I will be satisfied with any given class.”
“My nine-year-old took a week-long class during the summer and the program and counselors weren't that good.”
“Administrative staff falls down on the job sometimes.  Team sport prices too high.”
“Staffing - serious staffing issues.  I understand how difficult staffing is these days, but it has always been an issue with the park district.  Pay more! 
Devote more resources to your employees.”

PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought

Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought
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Buildings/Facilities (TOTAL NET=21%)
“Some of the tennis courts are in bad shape. The pickle ball courts could be repaved. More dedicated pickle ball courts.” 
“Lack of outdoor basketball courts.”
“They did not provide the proper court lines for badminton. We are making do with pickleball court lines. I encourage them to look at Wheeling Park 
District's CRC and how they allot time in their gyms for sports including badminton. They must make about $200 on a Monday night $5 drop-in badminton 
utilizing 6 courts. Utilizing a system like that would encourage more players to use the gyms and bring in revenue for the CRC.”
“Projects done without expert input, e.g., Barrie pickleball courts.”
“Should have more basketball hoops. Couldn't tennis courts do double duty?”
“I'm disappointed that the newly developed CRC did not take into consideration that there is not enough large classroom space for the fitness classes, 
such as Nia. What a disappointment that such a beautiful new facility can't be used and thus those classes will still be shunted to too-small spaces in older 
buildings.” 
“CRC is a very nice facility but…the space allocated to the workout area, where most users go, is unbelievably small!  Why have a huge skating rink and 
small rooms for other programs?”
“Lack of bathroom access at many of the parks.”
“Bathrooms are often locked in fall, winter, spring with no porta potty options. This is hard with young kids needing to use the bathroom.”
“The only issue I have with the park district is the pool schedule during the summers. It seems ridiculous for the pools to close as early as they do, and  
have limited schedules during certain times of the year. The memberships are not cheap and to limit how late they stay open really impacts how much we 
are able to utilize the pool pass outside of weekends. It would be great to be able to have the pools open until 8 or 9 PM so that families could take kids 
after work and dinner.”
“I'd like to see longer hours at the pools, and better functionality for booking fields and understanding when fields are open and when they're reserved or 
in use. Also, we have friends and family members with mobility challenges, I think many of the facilities need to be more accessible, specifically parking.”
“Oak Park needs an indoor pool that offer swim lessons and activities for youth and adults alike. The only other reasonable option is the YMCA. I 
however, have to drive all the way to Triton college for classes.”
“Needs an indoor pool for lap swimming.”
“In a community of this size with the taxes that are paid, that there is not a year-round aquatic facility for pool activities, programs, and free swim for 
residents is a disgrace.”
“Indoor pool please!  Also, we are not nearly where surrounding communities are on the number of available and dedicated pickleball courts.  No dog 
parks in northeast Oak Park.”

PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought

Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought



27

Parks/Playgrounds/Trails (TOTAL NET=12%)
“I live near Maple Park.  Need to secure it; there's no reason to have a west gate that's right off Harlem which is a busy street. That gate should be 
locked or removed.  We need to be safe: What if a child runs into Harlem Avenue, or (it’s an) easy exit if someone abducts a child.”
“The parks are not regularly monitored after dark. There are frequent gatherings of loud teenagers. We tried talking with them but it was unsuccessful.”
“Have some police presence at certain parks. The ones on Lake street closer to Austin.”
“Lighting could be better in smaller parks.”
“Homeless people who sleep there. They should have someplace else to go.”
“Could use bathrooms on the premises.  I miss the old sledding hill.  Would like more walking paths and intermittent exercise apparatus for seniors.”
“Bathrooms in the parks would be great, especially when the park hosts sports.”
“Litter seems to be an issue in some parks.  However, I understand there's limited resources for frequent trash sweeps.”
“I dislike the lack of upkeep at the south end of town.  I live a block from Barrie Park and the basketball and pickleball courts are in terrible shape.  The 
green and grassy area surrounding it is always overgrown, you can barely walk on the narrow sidewalk, and it's unsafe with traffic passing so close by.”

Programs/Activities/Events (TOTAL NET=11%)   
“If the adult programming could be made more available on evenings and weekends, that would make it more accessible to those of us who work 9 to 5.”
“More events for single adults.”
“Offer more evening adult classes for those who of us who are not yet retired.”
“It needs more 'maker' classes for active adults, like 3-D printing, laser cutting/etching, etc. It seems that (current) maker classes are oriented to kids.”
“I wish there were more sports camps during the summer and throughout the year. Chicago Edge runs very good ones, but those run by the park district 
tend to be very basic, and seem like they're run by random high schoolers, not people more engaged in the sport and education of kids.”
“Used to have overnight travel like to Starved Rock; need to start offering again.  Need to offer in-person Tai Chi; why did this stop?”
“More senior programming.”

Cost/Fees (TOTAL NET=9%)
“It charges too much for certain programs.  The prices for pool general admission and pool passes are outrageously high, even for residents.  The Park 
District of Oak Park absolutely should look into finding ways to bring down the costs for residents, because there are other communities that structure 
their pool admission prices that way.”
“As a parent of young children, I was surprised at having to pay for activities for children under two or for parents for activities like the Santa Trolley.”
“For residents, outside of a season pool pass, the cost is prohibitive.”
“Swimming pool access is expensive if you only go occasionally.”
“The classes are overpriced for what the level of instruction given. My child has not walked away from a class saying, 'I really improved.’”
“Administrative fee is charged when you request a refund for an event.”
“Some of the programs are expensive. Though worth it, we can't afford to do extra in Oak Park.”
“Sometimes prices are too high for residents, like the cost of a single entry to the pool.”

Sample Verbatims:  PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought (cont’d)

PDOP Dislikes/Improvements Sought
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PDOP’s Estimated Share of Property Taxes

22% 26%

32% 27%

29% 28%

17% 19%

2023 2019

11%+ share

6%-10%

4%-5%

0%-3% share
of taxes

Q5. About what percent of your property taxes do you think goes to the Park District of Oak Park?  Please provide your estimate without checking 
your tax bill or any other information – we’re simply interested in your best estimate.  

Estimated PDOP Share of Property Taxes

Correct: 4.6% 
share of property 

taxes

 This average is up very slightly from 2019 estimates (8.1% overage), mostly due to fewer giving estimates under 4%.  

 Nearly one in five adults (17%) gave estimates of over ten percent going to the District (similar to 19% in 2019).  The 
highest estimates tend to come from:

 Residents in the North-Central region (13.8% average estimate, vs. 9.5% overall)
 Homeowners (10.6% average estimate)
 African American adults (15.4% average estimate).

On average, residents estimate the PDOP’s share of local property taxes to be double the 
actual percentage (average estimate of 9.5% share, vs. actual 4.6% share of property tax 
revenues).  

Avg. = 9.5%
 Those giving lower than average estimates 

(but still well above the District’s actual 4.6% 
share of property taxes) include:

 Residents in the South region (8.0% 
average estimate)

 Renters (7.6% average estimate)
 Asian and white adults (6.3% and 7.5% 

average estimates, respectively).

Avg. = 8.1%
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Most 
Value

Least 
Value

OVERALL AVERAGE = 8.0

Significant Differences: PDOP’s Perceived  Value 
Relative to District’s Share of Property Taxes 

 As in 2019, at least four out of five residents 
(82%) rate the District at least a “good” value, 
including just over half (51%) rating it an 
“excellent” value (scores of 9+ on the 0-10 value 
scale).  

 By comparison, only 5% rate the District a poor 
value, and the remaining 13% feel it is an 
“average” value overall.  

 Furthermore, all subgroups feel the PDOP 
represents a good-to-great value overall.  No 
segment gives average value ratings below a 7.3 
(on the 0-10 scale).

Q24. About 4.6% of your property taxes goes to the Park District of Oak Park.  Thinking about the programs, parks, facilities, and 
services that the Park District provides, please rate the overall value that it represents given its share of property taxes. (0=poor value, 
5=average value, 10=excellent value)

Value of PDOP’s Share of Property Taxes

Higher than Avg. Ratings:

 S-Central (8.3) and North regions (8.3)
 HH income <$50K (8.7)
 Women (8.2) 

Lower than Avg. Ratings:

 Men (7.7)
 Refused to reveal HH income (7.5)
 South region (7.3)

When informed that the PDOP represents 4.6% of one’s property taxes, residents continue to 
rate it a “great” value overall (average 0-10 score of 8.0, identical to 2019 results). 
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32%
24%

5%

23%
23%

13%

23%

20%

15%

12%

15%

16%

10%
18%

51%

Local Surburban
Agency Benchmark*

  (2022)

Statewide Benchmark
(2022)

PDOP
 (2023)

Excellent value (9-10)

Great value (8)

Good value (6-7)

Average value (5)

Poor value (0-4)

82% 
Positive

value

Avg. (mean) Value 
Rating: 8.0

Benchmark Comparisons:  Overall Value Ratings

5.15.9

45%53%

Q24. About 4.6% of your property taxes goes to the Park District of Oak Park.  Thinking about the programs, parks, facilities, and services that the Park 
District provides, please rate the overall value that it represents given its share of property taxes. (0=poor value, 5=average value, 10=excellent value)
* 2022 benchmark comparisons with neighboring agencies include Berwyn, Cicero, Elmwood Park, Forest Park, Maywood, Melrose Park, North Riverside, 
River Forest, River Grove, and Riverside.  The 2022 benchmark survey tested value ratings at a 5% share of property taxes.

The PDOP’s strong value ratings far surpass the statewide and local suburban benchmarks for 
park agencies – especially the percentage who rate the PDOP an “excellent” overall value.

Value of PDOP’s Share of Property Taxes
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X. Final CommentsII. Assessment of PDOP’s Six Core Values
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24%

21%

13%

13%

10%

9%

10%

19%

17%

22%

12%

13%

7%

14%

14%

18%

13%

15%

14%

=57% Top 3 Total

=52%

=53%

=38%

=38%

=30%

Community Engagement:  Actively work to foster ongoing dialogue,
relationships, collaborations, and partnerships with and within the community.

Inclusivity: Actively and intentionally value multiple layers of human
characteristics and view such differences as strengths, while striving for equity

among all identities to be authentic, feel safe, and be respected in our
programs, parks, and facilitie

Integrity: Adhere to moral, honest, and ethical principles with a focus on
accessibility, inclusion, and transparency.

Responsible Leadership: Maintain a high-performing, engaged, and accountable
organization.

Sustainability: Thrive through renewal, maintenance, and stewardship in all
aspects of operation.

Innovation:  Continuously try new methods and ideas, adapt services according
to trends, and continually improve processes.

No answer/Cannot say

#1 / Most Important

2nd Most Important

3rd Most Important

Six core values for the PDOP were shown to respondents, who were asked to rank them in 
order of importance (with #1 being the top priority).  The top three core values clearly 
include “community engagement” followed closely by “inclusivity” and “integrity”.  

 Note that while “inclusivity” and “integrity” receive virtually identical “top three” responses, the former is deemed more 
important based on a clear advantage of “#1” rankings.  

 The three remaining core values receive fewer #1 and “top three” scores, with at least three in ten residents including 
them among the Top 3 most important.  The remaining 10% choose not to provide a ranking.  

Perceived Importance: PDOP Core Values

PDOP Core Values

Q25.  Below are the Park District of Oak Park’s core values. Please read each and then rank them by importance to you.
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PDOP Core Values

 Note that “community engagement” tends to be most important (ranked #1) among the lowest income households, but 
the most affluent residents (incomes of $200K+) disproportionately include it among their “top three” (meaning it tends 
to rank as their #2 or #3 priority).

#1 Most Important Top 3 Most Important

Community Engagement

24% Overall
- Hispanic/Latino adults (38%, n=46), and 

white adults (28%)
- HH income <$50K (37%)
- PDOP program participants (30%, vs. 

14% of non-participants)

57% Overall
- Hispanic/Latino adults (86%, n=46)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (63%)
- HH income $200K+ (65%)
- PDOP program participants (65%, vs. 46% of non-

participants)
- CRC members (74%, vs. 56% of non-members)

Inclusivity

21% Overall
- North region (36%)
- Hispanic/Latino adults (43%, n=46), 

Asian adults (40%), African Americans 
(31%)

- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (34%)
- Non-PDOP program participants (28%, 

vs. 16% of participants)

52% Overall
- Ages 35-44 (66%)
- Hispanic/Latino adults (73%, n=46)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (60%), 5-14 yrs. (73%)
- Have children ages 6-11 (64%)

Integrity

13% Overall
- South (25%)
- Ages 45+ (16%, vs. 5% of 35- to 44-

year olds)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (18%)

53% Overall
- Ages 45-54 (67%)
- African American adults (59%), white adults (57%)
- Non-CRC members (56%, vs. 38% of members)

Among the three “top tier” core values, the most recent residents and Hispanic/Latino adults 
tend to include both “community engagement” and “inclusivity” among their top priorities.  
Those placing the highest priority on “integrity” tend to be slightly older.

Significant Differences: Top Tier PDOP Core Values
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PDOP Core Values

#1 Most Important Top 3 Most Important

Responsible Leadership

13% Overall
- N-Central region (25%)
- Ages 45-54 (23%)
- African Americans (23%)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (20%), 15-24 

yrs. (28%)
- PDOP program participants (18%, vs. 

11% of non-participants)

38% Overall
- Men (46%, vs. 33% of women)
- Ages 45-54 (51%)
- African Americans (50%)
- HH income $50K-$99K (49%)
- PDOP program participants (48%, vs. 24% of non-

participants)

Sustainability
10% Overall

- Ages 35-44 (19%)
- White adults (13%)

37% Overall
- Under age 35 (46%), 35-44 (53%) 
- Asian adults (73%), Hispanic/Latino adults (42%) and 

white adults (42%)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (49%)

Innovation

9% Overall
- Asian adults (16%)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (16%)
- CRC members (20%, vs. 7% of non-

members)

30% Overall
- Have children ages 5 and under (42%)

No answer/Can’t say
10% Overall

- Ages 55-64 (16%), 65+ (22%)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. (24%)

< no statistically meaningful differences >

 Asian residents and CRC members tend to rank innovation as their #1 priority, and those with children aged 5 and under 
include it in their Top 3. 

For the remaining core values, middle aged residents (45 to 54), African Americans and 
recent PDOP program participants tend to place higher priority on “responsible leadership”, 
while “sustainability” is especially important to younger adults across several races. 

Significant Differences: Top Tier PDOP Core Values
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When asked to assess the PDOP’s performance on these six core values, the District receives 
consistently strong scores with at least 64% giving positive scores (4s and 5s on a 1-5 scale).  
Note that it receives the most “excellent” ratings for “inclusivity”.

 None of these are considered weaknesses or concerns among residents, as no more than 7% overall rate the District 
poorly (scores of 1 or 2).  The average 1-5 ratings are also all very strong (between 3.8 and 4.0)

 The table on the next page shows that there are relatively few significant differences in these ratings, meaning all groups 
and regions feel the PDOP is strong in each area.

 In general, younger residents and lower-income households tend to be more favorable toward the District across 
most attributes.  Slightly lower than average (still positive) scores are most likely to come from those earning over 
$100K, and ages 45-54 (especially on “responsible leadership” and “sustainability”).

 Note that Hispanic/Latino adults tend to give slightly lower ratings for “community engagement”, a core value that 
this segment feels is more important than average (an opportunity for the District to address).

Assessment of PDOP’s Performance on Core Values
(1-5 scale)

PDOP Core Values

3%

3%

6%

5%

4%

4%

30%

26%

23%

22%

19%

43%

43%

46%

46%

38%

46%

21%

24%

24%

26%

35%

30%

Innovation

Responsible Leadership

Sustainability

Integrity

Inclusivity

Community Engagement

Poor (1) 2 3 4 Excellent (5)

Top 2 Box 
(4s and 5s)

76%

73%

72%

70%

67%

64%

Q26.  Please rate how well the Park District is performing on each of those core values.  (1-5 scale)

Avg. Rating 
(1-5 scale)

4.0

4.0

3.9

3.9

3.8

3.8
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Lower than Average Higher than Average

Community Engagement 
(avg. = 4.0)

- South region (3.7)
- Hispanic/Latino adults (3.7)
- HH income $100K-$199K (3.8)

- N-Central (4.2) and Central regions (4.1)
- Under age 35 (4.2)
- Asian adults (4.4)
- HH income <$50K (4.3)

Inclusivity 
(avg. = 4.0) - Non-CRC members (4.0) - CRC members (4.2) 

Integrity 
(avg. = 3.9)

- Hispanic/Latino adults (3.6) 
- HH income $100K-$199K (3.8)

- Asian adults (4.3) 
- HH income <$50K (4.3)

Sustainability
(avg. = 3.9)

- Ages 45-54 (3.6) 
- HH income $100K-$199K (3.7)

- Under age 35 (4.1) 
- HH income <$50K (4.2)

Responsible Leadership 
(avg. = 3.8) - Ages 55-64 (3.6) - Under age 35 (4.2) 

Innovation 
(avg. = 3.8) - HH income $100K+ (3.6) - HH income <$100K (4.1) 

Significant Differences:  Assessment of PDOP’s Performance on Core Values 
(average 1-5 ratings)

PDOP Core Values
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X. Final CommentsIII. PDOP Park/Facility Usage and Satisfaction
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PDOP Usage/Visits in Past Year

PDOP Parks (NET 94%)
Scoville Park 65%

Austin Gardens 47%
Rehm Park 44%
Taylor Park 40%

Barrie Center/Park 33%
Mills Park 32%

Lindberg Park 30%
Longfellow Center/Park 29%

Maple Park 23%
Fox Center/Park 19%

Field Center/Park 19%
Euclid Square Park 18%

Stevenson Center/Park 18%
Andersen Center/Park 12%

Carroll Center/Park 11%
Randolph Park 7%
Wenonah Park 2%

PDOP Facilities (NET 82%)
Oak Park Conservatory 47%

Ridgeland Common Recreation Complex 31%
Rehm Pool 31%

Ridgeland Common Pool 29%
Pleasant Home 25%

Community Recreation Center 24%
Elizabeth F Cheney Mansion 22%

Gymnastics and Recreation Center 17%
Dole Center 15%

Paul Hruby Ice Arena 12%
Austin Gardens Education Center 8%

Q6. Which parks and facilities have you or other household members visited in the past 12 months?

Yes,98%

No, 
2%

n=543

Visited PDOP Park or Facility in 
Past 12 Months?

As in the 2019 survey, virtually all residents report visiting a PDOP park or facility in the past 
year (98%, up from 92% four years ago).

 Among recent visitors, Scoville Park remains the top destination 
(cited by roughly two out of three respondents).  Nearly half have 
also visited the Oak Park Conservatory, Austin Gardens, and Rehm 
Park.

 At the time of this survey, one in four (25%) report visiting the new 
CRC which opened in mid-2023.
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PDOP Usage/Visits in Past Year

Q6. Which parks and facilities have you or other household members visited in the past 12 months?
NOTE: %s may not total to 100% due to rounding. 

PDOP Parks n
Region

North
N 

Central Central
S

Central South
Overall (row) % of 

Respondents 558 19% 20% 27% 17% 16%

Scoville Park 358 18% 25% 25% 15% 16%
Austin Gardens 273 18% 28% 29% 13% 12%

Rehm Park 257 16% 12% 18% 26% 27%
Taylor Park 254 32% 27% 12% 13% 16%
Mills Park 140 7% 18% 47% 19% 9%

Barrie Center/Park 175 9% 11% 17% 26% 37%
Lindberg Park 188 41% 15% 18% 11% 14%

Longfellow Center/Park 162 9% 19% 16% 35% 21%
Maple Park 147 10% 8% 15% 26% 41%

Fox Center/Park 121 10% 18% 15% 42% 15%
Field Center/Park 110 47% 25% 6% 9% 13%

Euclid Square Park 118 11% 7% 20% 29% 33%
Stevenson Center/Park 118 16% 30% 26% 15% 14%
Andersen Center/Park 78 38% 37% 3% 13% 10%

Carroll Center/Park 83 14% 6% 7% 31% 42%
Randolph Park 41 3% 9% 68% 8% 13%
Wenonah Park 18 10% 17% 26% 27% 20%

Looking at the top visited (self-reported) PDOP parks in the past year and where these visitors 
live, it becomes clear that most are heavily used by “neighbors”, with only a couple of sites 
attracting residents District-wide.

 For example, Scoville Park and Austin 
Gardens draw disproportionately from 
the N-Central region (relative to the 
percent of the population in this area). 

 The same is true for Rehm Park which 
draws the largest numbers from the S-
Central and South regions.  

 While the N-Central area accounts 
for 20% of the overall population, 
only 12% of Rehm Park visitors 
come from that area.  

 This pattern of drawing large numbers 
from proximate neighborhoods is 
consistent across most of the top 
PDOP parks visited, with two 
exceptions.  Both Stevenson 
Park/Center and Wenonah Park tend to 
draw more evenly from throughout the 
District (no statistically meaningful 
differences).  

= statistically higher regional response
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PDOP Usage/Visits in Past Year

PDOP Facilities n
Region

North
N 

Central Central
S

Central South
Overall (row) % of 

Respondents 558 19% 20% 27% 17% 16%

Oak Park Conservatory 276 14% 23% 28% 21% 14%
Ridgeland Common Recreation 

Complex 176 23% 27% 18% 19% 13%

Rehm Pool 194 16% 16% 22% 24% 23%
Ridgeland Common Pool 173 22% 29% 18% 18% 13%

Pleasant Home 136 10% 24% 43% 12% 10%
Community Recreation Center 151 21% 13% 20% 26% 20%
Elizabeth F Cheney Mansion 159 13% 29% 25% 23% 10%
Gymnastics and Recreation 

Center 108 26% 21% 17% 18% 18%

Dole Center 116 33% 22% 13% 22% 11%
Paul Hruby Ice Arena 75 23% 12% 25% 16% 24%

Austin Gardens Education Center 45 12% 20% 47% 7% 13%

Comparing the regional “draws” for PDOP facilities, this regional pattern is less evident as 
residents from throughout Oak Park tend to report recent visits to most facilities.

 The few statistically significant 
regional differences indicate that:

 Ridgeland Pool tends to attract 
N-central residents

 Pleasant Home tends to draw 
visitors from the Central region

 Dole Center is visited most 
often by those in the North 
region.  

= statistically higher regional response

Q6. Which parks and facilities have you or other household members visited in the past 12 months?
NOTE: %s may not total to 100% due to rounding. 
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PDOP Usage/Visits in Past Year

Q7. From the list above, which three parks, playgrounds, facilities or shelters do you use most often? 
NOTE: values <4% are not shown.

Scoville Park

Austin Gardens

Lindberg Park

Taylor Park

Rehm Park

Mills Park

Community Recreation
Center

Ridgeland Common Pool

Longfellow Center/Park

Barrie Park

Rehm Pool

Dole Center

Ridgeland Common
Recreation Complex

11%

9%

8%

8%

8%

6%

6%

5%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

Most Visited PDOP Parks/Playgrounds/Facilities Visited in Past Year

Roughly one in ten respondents report that Scoville Park and Austin Gardens are their most 
visited PDOP locations (especially older residents and those in the N-Central region).  Lindberg 
Park and Mills Park tend to attract younger adults most often.

Especially:  N-Central region (28%); ages 65+ (17%); African 
American adults (19%)

Especially:  N-Central region (24%); ages 55+ (15%)

Especially:  North region (30%); under age 35 (16%); Asian adults (27%)

Especially:  North region (28%)

Especially:  South region (35%), ages 45-54 (15%); households with children 
(19%) especially under age 5 (26%)

Especially:  Central region (22%); Under age 35 (17%); women (11%, vs. 1% of men)

Especially:  Ages 55-64 (13%); 
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4%

6%

9%

16%

17%

31%

5%

3%

6%

5%

13%

7%

15%

25%

9%

3%

5%

5%

8%

7%

13%

15%

3%

15%

9%

Attend sport practice/event

For child's fitness/health

Affordable/good value

Participate in program/class

Community/special event

Relaxation, quiet setting

Amenities (pool, courts, playground, sports
fields)

Access to nature/open space

Somewhere safe to bring children

Convenient, close to home

Personal fitness/health

#1 reason

#2 reason

#3 reason

= 49% Top 3

= 57% 

= 21% 

= 39%

= 26%

= 24%

= 10%

= 16%

= 13%

= 9%

= 6%

Q10.  What are your top three reasons for using PDOP parks and facilities (rank ordered).
NOTE: Individual %s may not total Top 3 %s due to rounding.  Values <3% are not shown.

Most Visited PDOP Parks/Playgrounds/Facilities Visited in Past Year

The #1 reason for visiting a PDOP location is for personal health and fitness, with convenience 
and proximity a strong secondary reason.  Those with children tend to cite safety as the top 
reason, while the broader population rank enjoying natural setting among their top reasons.

Reasons for Using PDOP Sites
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Reasons for Using PDOP Sites

 As reported, those with children tend to use the PDOP for safe locations and activities.  This is especially true for those in 
the North and South regions, along with men and higher-income households.  

#1 Reason Top 3 Reasons

Personal 
fitness/health

31% Overall
- N-Central (41%)
- Under age 35 (42%)
- Renters (41%, vs. 24% of homeowners)
- No children in household (38%, vs. 13% of those 

with children)

49% Overall
- North (58%), N-Central (58%), and S-Central regions 

(57%)
- Under age 35 (60%), 55-64 (59%) 
- Renters (59%, vs. 42% of homeowners)
- CRC members (73%, vs. 46% of non-members)
- No children in household (58%, vs. 27% of those with 

children)

Convenient, close to 
home

17% Overall
- HH income <$50K (36%)
- No children in household (20%, vs. 10% of those 

with children)

57% Overall
- Renters (65%, vs. 51% of homeowners)
- No children in household (61%, vs. 47% of those with 

children)

Somewhere safe to 
bring children

16% Overall
- North (22%) and South regions (28%) 
- Ages 35-44 (29%), 45-54 (23%)
- Homeowners (23%, vs. 5% of renters)
- Men (21%, vs. 12% of women)
- Lived in Oak Park <25 yrs. (20%)
- HH income $200K+ (27%)
- PDOP program participants (23%)
- Have children in household (40%), especially 

under age 5 (54%)

21%Overall
- North (30%) and South regions (32%)
- Ages 35-44 (42%), 45-54 (28%)
- Homeowners (32%, vs. 5% of renters)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (37%)
- HH income $100K-$199K (25%), $200K+ (37%)
- PDOP program participants (30%, vs. 9% of non-

participants)
- Have children in HH (55%), especially under age 5 (77%)

Renters, and those without children tend to use District locations for their personal health and 
fitness, and out of convenience/proximity to where they live.  The relatively few differences among 
those citing “convenience/proximity” indicate ample options and locations throughout Oak Park. 

Significant Differences: Top Reasons for Using PDOP Parks/Facilities
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Reasons for Using PDOP Sites

#1 Reason Top 3 Reasons

Relaxation, 
quiet setting

4% Overall
- Central region (10%)
- Under age 35 (8%)
- Non-CRC members (5%)
- No children in HH (5%, vs. 1% of those with 

children)

24% Overall
- Central region (34%)
- Under age 35 (46%)
- Renters (33%, vs. 18% of homeowners)
- White residents (28%)
- HH income $50K-$99K (35%)
- Non-PDOP program participants (34%, vs. 17% of participants)
- Non-CRC members (27%, vs. 5% of members)
- No children in HH (30%, vs. 9% of those with children)

Community/
special event

2% Overall

< no statistically meaningful differences >

16% Overall
- N-Central (22%) and Central regions (22%)
- Ages 55+ (21%)
- African American adults (26%)
- HH income <$50K (27%)
- PDOP program participants (16%, vs. 6% of non-participants)

Participate in 
program/class

2% Overall

< no statistically meaningful differences >

13% Overall
- Ages 45-54 (18%)
- Women (17%, vs. 8% of men)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (25%), 15-24 yrs. (18%)
- PDOP program participants (18%)

Affordable, 
good value

2% Overall
- Ages 55-64 (7%)
- Non-whites (8%, vs. 1% of white adults)
- PDOP program participants (4%, vs. 1% of 

non-participants)

10% Overall
- S-Central (15% and South regions (14%)
- Hispanic/Latino adults (28%)
- PDOP program participants (15%, vs. 4% of non-participants)
- CRC members (22%, vs. 8% of non-members) 

Younger adults, the Central region, and those without children especially go for the 
relaxed/quiet settings of PDOP parks, while non-white residents (especially Hispanic/Latino 
adults) appreciate the value that the District represents (along with CRC members) 

Significant Differences: Top Reasons for Using PDOP Parks/Facilities (cont’d)

 The remaining top reasons had relatively few differences due to the smaller number of cases/responses. 
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Satisfaction with Recent PDOP Visits/Usage

5%

8%

5%

6%

17%

5%

4%

5%

11%

12%

13%

13%

17%

17%

20%

20%

24%

24%

50%

55%

58%

54%

52%

Overall service provided by
Park District staff

Access (parking, paths,
entrances/exits)

Overall safety

Overall cleanliness,
maintenance, and upkeep

Overall experience and
satisfaction

Dissatisfied (0-4) Neutral (5) Somewhat satisfied (6-7) Satisfied (8) Completely satisfied (9-10)

Q8. Thinking about those parks and facilities you recently visited, please rate your overall satisfaction with the following.
NOTE: values <4% are not shown.

Avg. 0-10
Rating

8.3

8.3

8.3

8.2

7.9

Satisfaction with PDOP Parks/Facilities Visited (0-10 scale)

 Consistently, 67% or more users remain satisfied with each attribute, including a majority (50%+) who are “completely 
satisfied” (scores of 9+ on a 0-10 scale).  

 Note that fewer than one in ten users are dissatisfied with any of the attributes tested.  

 The average 0-10 ratings (7.9 or higher) are very strong as well.  Comparing these averages by subgroups, no segment is 
dissatisfied.  The lowest average score (7.3 from those in the South region on overall access) is still positive.  

PDOP park and facility users continue to be very satisfied with their overall experience at 
these locations, and with all attributes – especially overall cleanliness and safety.  These 
scores remain very strong despite slight declines since the 2019 survey.

2019 Avg.
Ratings

8.6

8.5

8.7

8.5

8.3
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Satisfaction with Recent PDOP Visits/Usage

Lower than Avg. Ratings Higher than Avg. Ratings

Overall experience (8.3) < no statistically meaningful differences >

Overall cleanliness, 
maintenance, and upkeep 

(8.3)

-   South region (7.7)
-   Ages 45-54 (8.0)
-   Men (8.0)
-   HH income $100K-$199K (7.9)

-   Central region (8.7)
-   Ages 65+ (8.6)
-   Women (8.6)
-   HH income <$50K (9.4)
-   PDOP program participants (8.7, vs. 8.1 of non-participants)

Overall safety (8.3) -   South region (7.6)
-   HH income $100K-$199K (8.1)

-   North (8.8) and Central (8.6) regions
-   HH income <$50K (9.1)

Overall access - parking, 
paths, entrances/exits (8.2)

-   South region (7.3)
-   Hispanic adults(7.6)
-   HH income $50K+ (8.1)

-   North (8.6), Central (8.5), and S-Central (8.4)
    regions
-   Asian adults (9.3)
-   HH income <$50K (9.2)

Level of service provided by 
park district staff (7.9)

-   White adults (7.8)
-   HH income $100K+ (7.6)

-   Asian adults (9.0)
-   HH income <$50K (9.0)

Consistently, higher scores tend to come from the North and Central regions, with Asian adults 
especially satisfied with overall accessibility and staff service.

 Lower-income residents also tend to be more satisfied than average.
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n=41 responses

13

8

7

7

6

6

6

6

General, unspecific

Maple Park

Rehm Pool

Austin Gardens

Scoville Park

Ridgeland Common

Ridgeland Pool

CRC

Mills Park

Reasons for Dissatisfaction: Parks/Facilities

(n=1 each:  Remove gate barriers for walkers; rude desk staff; more dog park shade; too much spending on field improvements; 
fitness equipment is old; lack of parking)

Too much dog poop (n=2); cracked sidewalk (n=2); (n=1 each:  too many dogs; homeless people; lack of parking)

Lack of parking (n=3); more supervision/enforcing rules from lifeguards (n=2); (n=1 each:  more lap swimming hours; better 
umbrella benches; not well-maintained)

Homeless people (n=6); (n=2 each: Unsafe; too much litter); (n=1 each: Lack of tree trimming; unsafe traffic; unruly adults)

Limited parking (n=4); bathrooms locked/not accessible (n=3); 
(n=2 each:  Drug use at parks; homeless people; need more pickleball courts; 
unsafe traffic/crossings nearby; costs/fees too high; need more programs/ 
variety; longer pool hours; lack of staff; staff service issues)
(n=1 each:  Upgrade splash pad; more tot lots; more trees; lifeguards should 
enforce rules; more natural landscapes; too much litter; dirty facilities; tennis 
courts too busy; better dog control/leashed; safety concerns; more shade at dog 
parks; more benches at dog parks; more basketball courts; more/variety play 
equipment; more sustainable practices)

Homeless people (n=3); (n=1 each:  loud teenagers; dog poop; litter; “woke-agendized” park

Lack of parking (n=4); (n=1 each:  ducks in the pool; poor facility management)

Nicer staff (n=2); (n=1 each: behavior of children using CRC; lack of staff supervision; competes with private fitness clubs; better 
running track) 

Homeless people (n=2); (n=1 each:  general dislike; dog pool; safety concerns; needs benches)

Reasons for Dissatisfaction with PDOP Parks or 
Facilities (multiple responses, n=100 respondents)

Residents giving lower satisfaction scores (6 or below) cite a wide range of concerns, mostly 
centered around limited parking, presence of homeless people at the parks, suggestions for 
staff (friendlier service, more supervision), and cleanliness (e.g., litter, dog droppings).

Q9. If you are dissatisfied with any Park District park or facility, please indicate which one(s) and why. 
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4

4

4

3

3

3

3

3

3

Taylor Park

Euclid Park

Longfellow Park

Fox Park

Dole Center

Barrie Park

Rehm Park

Lindberg Park

Stevenson Park

Reasons for Dissatisfaction: Parks/Facilities

Improve the pickleball courts (n=3)

(n=1 each:  Safety concerns; better landscaping; his/her bathrooms needed)

(n=1 each:  Soccer field condition; no shade; improve play elements; more supervision of teens)

(n=1 each:  Lack of parking; better maintenance; improved air conditioning)

(n=1 each:  Train not working; upgrade the courts; needs benches)

(n=1 each:  Gardens not maintained; upgrade the courts; lighted courts)

Dirty/litter (n=2); unsafe (n=1)

Reasons for Dissatisfaction with PDOP Parks or Facilities – cont’d
(multiple responses, n=100 respondents)

Feedback regarding dissatisfaction for additional PDOP parks/facilities (cited by at least n=3  
to 4 respondents each) are listed below.  All others were mentioned less often (n=2 or fewer).

Q9. If you are dissatisfied with any Park District park or facility, please indicate which one(s) and why. 

(n=1 each:  Courts need lights; unsafe; courts need upgrading; needs bathroom)

Play area is run down (n=2); (n=1 each:  Needs updating; drug use)
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Reasons for Non-PDOP Park/Facility Usage

7

4

4

3

1

1

1

1

17

5

1

14

4

7

4

7

Do not have children or children are grown

Just not interested

Poor health, mobility issues

Too busy/Don't have time

Cost/Fees are too high

Unaware of/Unfamiliar with the Park
District and/or its parks and facilities

Use other facilities for
recreation/activities

Other reason

Reasons for Non-PDOP Park/Facility Usage (multiple responses, 
n=15 non-visitors in 2023, responses shown in absolute n)

(Loyola Center for Health & Fitness)

Q11. If you have not used or visited a Park District facility in the past 24 months, why not?  Please select all that apply.

Among the few (2%) who report no visits to PDOP parks or facilities in the past year, the top 
reason continues to be not having young children at home (continuing a perception that the 
District focuses on children and young families and is less relevant to older adults).

 The rest usually attribute their non-usage to a lack of interest, health issues/limitations, and a lack of time (mentioned far 
less often now than in 2019).

 Similarly, non-users now appear to be more familiar with PDOP parks and facilities (given the big drop in lack of awareness 
in 2019).  
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X. Final CommentsIV. Usage and Satisfaction with New  
  Community Recreation Center (CRC)
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Currently a CRC 
member, 13%

Used CRC 
track/program, 

non-member, 8%

Toured CRC, not yet 
used, 11%

Seen CRC, not been 
inside, 38%

Only heard about 
CRC, not seen it, 

19%

Not heard/read 
about CRC, 

11%

Overall, nearly a third (32%) of residents report visiting the new CRC, including 13% who are 
current members, and 8% who have used the facility as non-members.  The remaining 11% 
have visited or toured the CRC, but not yet used it.

 Most of the non-visitors are familiar with the facility, with a plurality (38%) having seen it.  Currently, only 11% are 
unaware of the CRC.  Most of the differences are regional (with highest usage among households in the S-Central and 
South regions).  The youngest adults, renters, and Asian residents tend to be unfamiliar with the facility.

Especially:
- North region (19% not heard/read)
- Under age 35 (25%)
- Renters (19%, vs. 6% of homeowners)
- Asian adults (37%)
- Non-PDOP program participants (30%, vs. 
6% of recent participants)

Especially:
- Central region (24% of whom 
only heard of it)
- Ages 65+ (30%)
- White adults (23%)

Especially:
- N-Central region (51% seen only)

Especially:
- 55-64 (27% only toured CRC)
- Recent PDOP program participants 
(13%, vs. 5% of non-participants)

Especially:
- S-Central and South regions (16% of 
whom are non-member users)

Especially:
- S-Central and South regions (18% of 
whom are members)

Q12. As you may know, the PDOP recently opened its new Community Recreation Center (CRC) at 229 Madison Street. Which of the following best describes you?

CRC Usage/Familiarity

CRC Usage/Familiarity
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7.1
8.3

7.7 7.7

6.3
5.7

Overall Current
member

User/
non-member

Toured,
non-user

Seen it, not
 been inside

Heard about
 it only

 The average satisfaction score (on 
the 0-10 scale) is a very positive 7.1.  

 The highest satisfaction ratings come 
from recent CRC users (especially 
members), followed by those who 
have visited the facility but not yet 
used it.  

 Residents who have only heard about 
the facility tend to give more neutral 
ratings (no strong opinions either 
way).  

 Demographically and regionally, 
satisfaction with the CRC is 
consistent.  

 Clearly, direct experience with 
the CRC has the biggest impact 
on one’s overall satisfaction with 
the facility and its amenities.

6% 27% 22% 12% 33%

Dissatisfied (0-4) Neutral (5) Somewhat satisfied (6-7)
Very satisfied (8) Completely satisfied (9-10)

Satisfaction with CRC (0-10 scale, n=328):
Average Satisfaction Score = 7.1

Q13.  [IF FAMILIAR WITH CRC = n=328)  Please indicate your overall opinion of the new Community Recreation Center CRC rating your 
satisfaction on a scale from 0 (completely dissatisfied) through 10 (completely satisfied), with 5 a neutral score.  

Those who are at least familiar with the new CRC facility express strong satisfaction overall.  
Two-thirds (67%) are satisfied, including 33% who are completely satisfied.  Only 6% give 
negative feedback, and the remaining 27% are neutral (probably least familiar).

Satisfaction with CRC

Average Satisfaction Rating by CRC Usage/Familiarity 
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Overall % 
Agree*

Unfamiliar
%

97% 49%

95% 33%

93% 42%

92% 45%

92% 48%

90% 43%

87% 60%

86% 55%

79% 49%5%

5%

6%

8%

8%

13%

12%

16%

22%

51%

49%

32%

19%

38%

40%

44%

30%

75%

44%

44%

60%

73%

52%

47%

41%

49%

Is welcoming to all visitors/users

Makes Oak Park a more desirable place to live

Improves local property values

Is a good value

Is inclusive of/serves the diversity of the community

Meets the community’s needs

Offers innovative programs and activities

Offers a variety of programs and classes

Meets my/our recreation/fitness needs

Strongly disagree Somewhat disagree Somewhat agree Strongly agree

Q14. Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements about the new CRC.  If you are not familiar enough to rate any item, 
simply select “Unfamiliar”.   The new Community Recreation Center/CRC: 
* Among those familiar enough to give a response.
NOTE: values <4% are not shown.  Overall agree % may be adjusted due to rounding.

When testing statements about the benefits and impact of the new CRC, many respondents 
(33% to 60% of those familiar with the facility) were unable to express an opinion.  The rest 
represent a strong consensus in agreement with most statements.  

 Two statements especially stand out with over 73% who “strongly agree” that the CRC is welcoming to all, and is 
inclusive of and serves the diverse needs of the community.

 Between 14% and 21% disagree that the facility offers the variety of programs that they seek or meets their needs.  
Most often, these respondents report interest in or a need for an indoor pool, larger workout area, and/or lower fees (see 
page 56).

Agree - Disagree:  CRC Statements

Agree-Disagree:  CRC Statements
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Most Likely to Disagree Most Likely to Agree

Is welcoming to all 
visitors/users

(3% overall)
< no differences, 95%+ of all subgroups agree >

(97% overall)
-   Renters (100%, vs. 95% of homeowners)

Makes Oak Park a more 
desirable place to live

(5% overall)
-   Lived in Oak Park 15-24 yrs. (15%)
-   HH income $100K-$199K (12%)

(95% overall)
-   Lived in Oak Park < 15 yrs. (98%)

Improves local property 
values

(7% overall)
-   Ages 65+ (15%)

(93% overall)
-   Under age 35 (100%)
-   HH income <$50K (100%)

Is a good value
(8% overall)

-   Ages 65+ (19%)
-   Non-members (10%)

(92% overall)
-   Ages 35-54 (96%)
-   CRC members (99%)

Is inclusive of/serves the 
diversity of the 

community

(8% overall)
-   South region (20%)
-   Ages 45-54 (24%)
-   Non-members (12%)

(92% overall)
-   North (97%), Central (97%), and S-Central 
    regions (96%)
-   Under age 45 (99%)
-   CRC members (100%)

Meets the community’s 
needs

(10% overall)
-   South region (24%)
-   Ages 45-54 (24%)
-   White adults (13%)
-   Non-members (13%)

(90% overall)
-   Central (96%) and S-Central regions (95%)
-   African Americans (97%) 
-   CRC members (100%)

Among the statements garnering the most overall agreement, close to one in four residents in 
the South region and adults ages 45-54 disagree that the CRC is “inclusive” and/or “meets the 
community’s needs”.  

Significant Differences:  CRC Agree/Disagree Statements

Agree-Disagree:  CRC Statements
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Most Likely to Disagree Most Likely to Agree

Offers innovative 
programs and activities

(13% overall)
-   North region (29%)
-   Ages 35-44 (24%)
-   CRC members (22%)

(87% overall)
-   S-Central (95%) and South regions (94%)
-   Ages 55-64 (98%)
-   Non-members (93%)

Offers a variety of 
programs and classes

(14% overall)
-   North region (33%)
-   Ages 35-44 (30%)

(86% overall)
-   Central (96%) and S-Central regions (90%)
-   Under age 35 (94%), 45-64 (93%)

Meets my/our recreation 
and fitness needs

(21% overall)
-   South region (39%)
-   Ages 45-54 (40%)
-   White residents (28%)
-   CRC non-members (29%)

(79% overall)
-   S-Central region (88%)
-   Ages 55-64 (91%)
-   Asian residents (96%)
-   CRC members (95%)

The remaining statements likewise tend to generate strongest agreement among households 
in the Central and S-Central regions.  However, some key exceptions emerge among these 
statements.

Significant Differences:  CRC Agree/Disagree Statements (cont’d)

Agree-Disagree:  CRC Statements

 Current CRC members are more likely to disagree that the facility offers innovative programs and 
activities.  Likewise, residents in the North region and adults aged 35-44 tend to feel this way, and also disagree that 
the CRC offers a variety of programs/classes.  

 Similarly, significant numbers (28% to 40%) of respondents in the South, ages 45-54, and white adults indicate that the 
CRC does not meet their recreation or fitness needs.  
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Respondents who disagreed with any of the CRC statements were asked to explain their 
answer.  Most often, they cite a lack of an indoor pool, a relatively small workout/weight room 
at the CRC, costs and fees, and/or a lack of program variety as their top complaints. 

 Most of these comments come from those that feel the current facility is not meeting their needs or offering a variety of 
innovative programs or activities/classes.  

3

3

3

4

4

4

7

7

11

12

n=13 responses

Focused on youth,
less for adults

Limited hours

Location/far away

Rude staff

Basic offering, no
variety

Competes with private
facilities

CRC not needed,
poor use of $

Not sure if it helps
property values

Costs/fees too high

Small workout/
weight room

No indoor pool

CRC Statements:  Top Reasons 
for Disagreement

“It's got a gym; that's not super innovative. Maybe when an indoor pool shows up, I'll change my answer.”

“Community needs an affordable indoor pool; not happening here nor at the high school.”

“An indoor pool would have been really great to include. I know it's a larger community issue and also 
being considered for the high school.”

“Very disappointed with the fitness studio; too small, no ventilation, no sunshades.  I get overheated, and 
there are no fans.”

“The size of the workout area is way too small; this is where most users are! Please consider reallocating 
space even though difficult now that building is finished.  Very impressive place otherwise.”

“Tighter spaces than I'd prefer to work out in.”

“It is not inclusive if everything costs money even if you are a resident.”

“I didn't see any classes that would be of interest and/or weren't associated with additional costs beyond a 
membership fee.”

“I don't think this one place increased my property value.”

“Most desirable places to live have a rec center; not sure it improves local property values.”

“It was an unnecessary expense as there are many athletic facilities in the area (I belong to one of them).”

“Some staff members are just not enforcing rules or are not friendly.”

“The staff did not have customer service skills.”

“It competes with the YMCA, FFC, other smaller gyms; important contributors to our community.”

“It doesn't open early enough in the morning for my husband.”

Sample Verbatims

Agree-Disagree:  CRC Statements
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X. Final Comments V.   Willingness-to-Pay Question:  Indoor Pool
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Strongly 
oppose, 

14%
Oppose, 17% Support, 34% Strongly support, 

35%

 Overall, the strongest support tends to come from younger and “newer” residents to Oak Park, as well as households in the 
Central region (see next page). Women and renters also tend to be more willing to pay for a new indoor pool facility (more 
so than men and/or homeowners).

 Opposition to a new indoor pool tends to increase with age and length of residence in Oak Park (especially ages 65+ and 
25+ year local residents).  Those in the South region and men are also among the most opposed.   

 That said, none of these segments express majority opposition for an indoor pool; they are simply more evenly divided.  For 
example:

 56% of those in the South are supportive, vs. 44% opposed (compared to 31% opposed overall – see next page)
 57% of those who lived in Oak Park for at least 25 years are supportive, vs. 43% opposed
 53% of residents aged 65+ are supportive, vs. 47% opposed
 56% of men are supportive, vs. 44% opposed

By a 2:1 margin, residents express support for a property tax increase to help pay for the cost 
of an indoor community pool.  In fact, slightly more respondents strongly support a new 
indoor pool (35%) vs. all opponents combined (31% total for strongly+not strongly opposed).

Q27.  Oak Park residents have asked for an indoor community pool with amenities including open swim sessions, swimming lessons, 25-yard lap 
lanes, and a separate warm-water therapy pool. The cost to add this pool (and amenities) would require a voter-approved property tax increase of 
(on average) about $90 per year for a median-valued home of about $400,000.  Knowing it would result in higher property taxes, would you oppose 
or support this property tax referendum to pay for an indoor pool?   (Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.)

Willingness-To-Pay:  Support/Oppose Indoor Pool 

31% Total Oppose 69% Total Support

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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Significant Support/Opposition Differences:  Willingness-to-Pay for New Indoor Pool

Most Likely to Be Opposed Most Likely to Support

Indoor Pool 
(open swim 

sessions, 
swimming 

lessons, 25-
yard lap 
lanes, 

separate 
warm-water 

therapy 
pool)

Overall Opposed (31%)
- South region (44%)
- Ages 55-64 (37%), 65+ (47%)
- Homeowners (38%)
- Men (44%)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. (43%)

Overall Support (69%)
- Central region (78%)
- Under age 35 (90%)
- Renters (80%)
- Women (79%)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (79%), 15-24 yrs. (77%)

Strongly Opposed (14%)
- South region (30%)
- Ages 65+ (21%)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. 

(22%)

Opposed (17%)
- Ages 65+ (27%) 
- Men (25%)
- Homeowners (23%)

Support (34%)
- Under age 35 (51%)
- Lived in Oak Park 

15-24 yrs. (54%)

Strongly Support (35%)
- Central region (47%)
- Ages 35-44 (42%)
- Lived in Oak Park <15 

yrs. (43%)

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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4%

2%

4%

4%

6%

7%

10%

11%

12%

15%

18%

28%

Other reasons

Other indoor options far away

For warm water therapy pool

For lap swimming specifically

For swim lessons/teams/programs

Public demand exists

Community asset/benefit

Health/fitness benefits

Conditional support

Tax increase is reasonable

Need/want it in general

Want year-round pool/swimming

 Twelve percent express support but said it 
depends on certain factors, most often:

 If there is still a partnership or 
collaborative opportunity with OPRF 
HSD200 on an indoor pool

 If a new facility would offer sufficient 
hours for swimming (e.g., lap swimming 
during evenings)

 If pool memberships and/or water therapy 
programs are affordable.  

 Others seek the health and fitness benefits 
that an indoor pool would bring (keeping 
people active – 11%), as well the benefit that 
the facility would bring to the community in 
general (10%).

 Examples of the reasons for supporting this 
proposed facility are on the following pages.

When supporters are asked (in an open-ended format) why they favor a property tax increase 
to pay for an indoor pool, the top reasons reflect a personal interest or likely usage of the 
facility, followed by 15% who feel this facility would be worth the proposed tax increase. 

Q28. What are the reasons why you support the referendum? Please be specific

Reasons for Supporting Indoor Pool 
(top open-ended multiple responses, n=287)

(e.g., good for Red Cross certification; just 
a good idea; etc.

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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Sample Verbatims:  Top Reasons for Referendum Support

Want year-round pool/swimming (28%)
“We need to have access to a pool year-round. Swimming is a necessary life skill for all.”
“Access to year-round swimming is good for all age groups.  I couldn't understand, why we couldn’t get an indoor pool at the CRC?”
“Everyone in my family swims and there are no local options for open swim opens, or laps, in winter.”
“Because we would like to be able to swim year-round. It is excellent exercise.”
“I think it would be great to have a year-round pool facility for the community and the additional cost would be well worth it to me.”
“There is a lot of poor weather in Oak Park so it would be great to have a swimming option for those seasons.”
“Swimming is a great thing to learn and great exercise even for those with injuries or older folks. We need this in winter.”

Need/want an indoor pool/would use it (18%)
“I live in a seniors building, and the pool would be nice for us to use.”
“It is a needed and a necessary resource for a variety of populations. I currently drive 30 minutes for pool exercise recommended by my doctor.”
“It supports a community need.  I would use it for lap swim.   Reasonable cost for the community benefit.”
“Oak Park doesn't currently have an affordable indoor aquatic venue.”
“I would use the amenities that this referendum supports, and I value having a place where everyone in the community can go to seek out affordable 
fitness activities.”

Tax increase/cost is reasonable (15%)
“I think $90 is a very reasonable price for such a desirable amenity.”
“This cost is significantly less than the price of a membership to a private gym with pool access. It would be a good value. There are also limited private 
gyms with pools in Oak Park (only two that I am aware of). Plus, the outdoor swim season here is short and cannot be lengthened despite warmer, 
longer summers because of lack of lifeguard availability when school is in session.”
“If the projected tax increase is correct, it is not unreasonable. I think the proposed pool would be well used.”
“It would clearly by useful. We have to pay more to go into indoor private pool in winter. We would go probably more to a swimming pool in winter if 
there was an indoor community pool.”
“It's much better than paying high rates at gyms that offer same. Also, another great selling point of Oak Park living.”

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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Sample Verbatims:  Top Reasons for Referendum Support (cont’d)

Conditional support (12%)
“Access to swimming is important to all; at the same time, collaboration with the school districts, specifically School District 200, should be considered.”
“I would only support it if the Park District worked with the high school to create one solution.”
“The High School and Park District should have collaborated on this.”
“An indoor pool would be nice, but maybe the Park District can work with District 200 to make their new facilities available to the public.”
“I would want it to go specifically to a pool that has moderate, not top of the line features. Every time this town does something, we go for the most 
expensive. We don't need to build the most amazing state of the art space. We need a space to teach the life skill of swimming to all members of the 
community. Something safe, sustainable, and built for the size of the anticipated use. I'd want WSSRA to have space in the pool weekly for their 
programs as well.”
“Great option for families. But the cost for lessons should be reasonable, considering our property taxes would already paying for the facility.”
“If it has the ability to lap swim, year-round swim lessons, and year-round open swim for kids was AFFORDABLE, in the same spirit as the very affordable 
CRC membership, I would support it.”
“If it benefits the community then it might be worth it.”
“If there were senior water classes that I could afford, I would support it.”
“I would like to swim laps--ideally in the evening.  Could we put roofs on the existing pools instead of building a 3rd pool?”
“$90 is fine. But also depends on how much is the extra cost for membership for this pool.”

Health/fitness benefits (11%)
“It would provide an additionally convenient sport facility to promote health and well-being of all age groups especially during long winter seasons.” 
“I think an indoor pool could be a tremendous add to the community, particularly for those for whom being able to swim makes the difference between 
keeping active vs. staying at home.”
“Can help keep kids active, even in cold winter days.”
“Swimming is an activity that anyone can engage in, from young children to seniors, and is a life skill. It affords socialization, fitness and exercise to all.”
“Swimming is great exercise for all ages and a good life skill.”
“This would be a valuable resource for health of older adults.”

Community asset/benefit (10%)
“An indoor pool would be an excellent amenity for our community.”
“Will provide increased scope of community services and help to maintain/raise property values.”
“I see value in it for some residents, and I can see how it would enhance Oak Park's offerings as a community.”
“Pool is an excellent and high value amenity.”
“Indoor pool seems pretty basic for the parks department. This seems like a better use of money vs. the gymnastics center and hockey rink. Also, better 
than the $100 million dollar school pool currently being proposed."

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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8%

3%

3%

3%

6%

7%

7%

9%

10%

16%

25%

30%

Other reasons

It's a luxury, not essential to OP

Would mean higher taxes + fees

Should be paid by memberships, not
taxes

Need more information

Do it without raising taxes

More important local needs

Cost in general

OPRF high school offering a pool

Enough indoor pools nearby

Taxes too high as is

No need for it, won't use it

 These top three reasons account for a clear 
majority of anti-referendum/indoor pool 
reasons.  Another 10% are opposed because 
they report that the high school is pursuing 
an indoor pool (and therefore the PDOP 
doesn’t need one as well).  

 Sample verbatim reasons from opponents are 
provided on the next few pages. 

The top reasons among opponents of a possible property tax referendum for an indoor pool 
are not convinced that one is needed (with some citing existing indoor pools nearby) and/or 
that property taxes are high enough already and they do not want to pay more.  

Q28. What are the reasons why you oppose the referendum? Please be specific

Reasons for Opposing Indoor Pool 
(top open-ended multiple responses, n=174)

(e.g., missed opportunity for PDOP, 
playing catch-up; need alternative 
facilities; District should be more careful 
with its resources)

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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Sample Verbatims:  Top Reasons for Referendum Opposition

No need for it/Won’t use it (30%)
“I wouldn't use it and pools are a luxury.”
“It does not seem overly important to me. The kids can swim in the summer. If adults want a pool, they can join a fitness club.”
“I would not use this, there are several pools available already.  I do not want to increase my already high taxes.”
“Pool only appeals to small percentage of users, are expensive and redundant to summer pools. Repurpose ice rink to a workout facility while you are at 
it.”
“Where I grew up, the community used the high school pool. I belong to Loyola Health Club and have no need for a community indoor pool.”
“For 90 dollars per year, the swimmers could join a gym with a pool... And the rest of us could spend the same amount of money on something more 
valuable to ourselves like holiday programming and seasonal events at lower/no cost.”
“That's another $180 for our house, not to mention however much the High School pool will cost us.  We would not use this pool. If Oak Park residents 
want a pool that would be used by a limited number of folks, let them pay for a private pool/swim club.”
“I do not think that we would use an indoor pool. We would rather more funds be put into bettering the outdoor pools for the summer. The two pools we 
have often feel dangerous because of how crowded they are.”
“Only because no one in my family would use it so it would be an additional expense for us with no added value.”

Taxes too high already (25%)
“I think our tax burden is quite high already. An indoor pool sounds nice but not essential.”
“We are already paying too much in property taxes . Not everyone is a swimmer . I'm a runner and there aren't any running paths or even water stations 
and I'm not complaining or making demands. I adapt.”
“Taxpayers are being forced out of Oak Park.”
“Can lead to a tax increase considering that Oak Park has already high taxes.”
“Oak Park taxes are too high. We have to start learning to do without.”
“At the rate taxes are going, it feels unlikely that our kids will be able to afford to live here.”
“My taxes have more than doubled in 20 years.  I will not vote for anything that increases my property taxes.”
“Retired on a fixed income -- Oak Park property taxes are too high.”

Enough indoor pools nearby (16%)
“YMCA has a pool and programs.”
“Other options available nearby for year-round swimming. Our family would also not use it.”
“We have two pools already and 2 high school pools plus the YMCA; that's enough water.”
“There are other indoor pools on Oak Park, available for use beyond summertime.”
“We have Rehm and Ridgeland pools as well as LFFC and Loyola Center for fitness availability for swimmers.”
“If you need that, join a health club. There are plenty around here running promotions right now. Taxes are brutal enough in Oak Park.”
“Investing in a pool for three months-a-year doesn't make sense; county taxes are already rising.  We have enough pools for the population of Oak Park.”

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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Sample Verbatims:  Top Reasons for Referendum Opposition (cont’d)

OPRF High School pursuing a pool (10%)
“If the high school is building a pool using taxpayer money, it should be available to the community. We don't need to spend more on another pool.”
“I oppose it because I think the Park District could have worked with the high school to share an indoor pool.  Put a roof over Ridgeland Pool.”
“I would never use it, but a community our size/position should have an indoor pool. Why not use the HS new pool?”
“Oak Park already raised our taxes for the High School pool; that can be used for community on weekends or when not in use by the school.”
“Because the high school district is also proposing a new pool. This should be a combined project and including River Forest to share the facility. It would 
benefit everyone with a smaller tax burden.  I am planning on selling my house at the beginning of the year because the tax burden is unsustainable.”
“We already are paying for a mega pool at the high school with zero collaboration with the Park District.  Now the Park District has to have its own 
parallel pool?  Unbelievable.”

Cost in general (9%) 
“Don't know many details, but concerned about cost to access facility and amenities, on top of annual tax increase.”
“High cost for limited use.”
“The cost of maintaining and the overall maintenance and repairs after installation.”

Other more important local needs/issues (7%)
“I think it's more important for any available land to go to sports fields for soccer and baseball or nature areas.”
“If they're going to be indoor pools there need to be indoor tennis courts available as well.”
“Not essential to the community—other needs rank higher.”
“A lot of capital projects are on the horizon: a stand-alone police station that's 50 years overdue; the renovation of Village Hall.”
“As much as I can see the use of an indoor community pool, it feels like there are other more important issues to tackle if we're talking about a property 
tax increase.”

Do it without raising taxes (7%)
“Not a fan of big government. This pool should be from existing resources, not more taxes which are forever.”
“I completely support the indoor community pool, but other park service spending should be cut (staff, studies, contracts) to support this. Why wasn't a 
pool part of the new fitness center on Madison?”
“Existing resources may be utilized to achieve this. Resources would be better allocated to enhancing existing services and creating new opportunities.”

Need more information (6%)
“This would give us three swimming pools and based on current hours at Rehm/Ridgeland with lifeguards, I want to know when it would even be open to 
the public.  Do not want to pay for something that we cannot sustain and keep open. Would need a promise and more details about the hours in which 
the facility would be open.”
“Where would this be located? In another facility with no parking?”
“More information about it is needed.”

Willingness-to-Pay:  Indoor Pool
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X. Final CommentsVI. PDOP’s Financial Assistance Programs



67

3%

3%

5%

23%

6%

19%

18%

12%

7%

15%

23%

17%

21%

19%

18%

55%

62%

62%

51%

61%

$200K+

$100K-$199.9K

$50K-$99.9K

HH income <$50K

Overall

Very familiar Somewhat familiar Only heard of it Not at all familiar

Familiarity with PDOP’s Scholarship Program

Q29.  How familiar are you with the Park District’s scholarship program, which provides financial assistance to low-income 
residents/families of all ages to make Park District programs and facilities available to all?

Familiarity with PDOP’s Scholarship Program

 Only 6% are “very familiar”, and more than twice as many are “somewhat familiar” (15%).  Another one in five (18%) have 
only heard about these scholarships, nothing more.  And the rest – a majority at 61% – are not at all aware.  

 While awareness tends to be highest among those most eligible for these scholarships (lower-income respondents), at least 
half of this income group (51%) are still not at all familiar with this opportunity.  Awareness is also lowest among:

 Those with children (66% “not at all familiar”, vs. 61% overall)
 Non-PDOP program participants (74%)
 Residents who moved to Oak Park <5 years ago (68%) or 15-24 years ago (69%)
 Those under age 35 (81%) along with residents aged 65+ (66%).

 The 2019 survey tested awareness as a “yes/no” question, with 39% “yes” and 61% “no” results (no change vs. 2023).  

Overall, one in five respondents (21%) said they are familiar with the District’s scholarship 
program for lower-income households.  However, much of this awareness is “soft”.  
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12%

3%

4%

9%

2%

15%

14%

9%

12%

6%

13%

8%

15%

10%

14%

31%

17%

22%

19%

13%

14%

2%

13%

59%

52%

73%

62%

74%

72%

77%

74%

75%

Children 12-18

Children 6-11

Children aged 5 or younger

Children in HH

$200K+

$100K-$199.9K

$50K-$99.9K

HH income <$50K

Overall

Very familiar Somewhat familiar Only heard of it Not at all familiar

Familiarity with PDOP’s Childcare Discount Membership (CDM) Program

Q30.  How familiar are you with the Park District’s Childcare Discount Membership (CDM) program for lower-income residents with children in 
Kindergarten through age 14 to reduce the cost of full-day camps and afterschool programs?

Familiarity with PDOP’s Childcare Discount 
Membership

Awareness is even lower with the PDOP’s Childcare Discount Program (CDM) to assist lower-
income residents with school-aged children (up to age 14) with the cost of full-day camps and 
afterschool programs.

 Similar to the PDOP scholarship program, the lowest income residents tend to be more familiar with the CDM assistance.  
However, three out of four remain completely unfamiliar (similar to the overall response).

 Those with children likewise remain mostly unfamiliar, despite slightly higher awareness among those with children ages 
6+ (and especially those with teenagers – some of whom may have recently benefited from the CDM).  
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Sources of Information about PDOP’s Financial 
Assistance Programs

Q31. [IF NOT VERY/NOT AT ALL FAMILIAR WITH PDOP SCHOLOARSHIPS/CDM PROGRAMS]:  If you wanted to learn more about these 
programs, where would you first go/look/ask for more information?

Access and search for info from the Park
District website

Google or website search

Park District program guide

Call/Email/Speak to a Park District staff
person

Ask a friend, neighbor, family member

Park District flyer

From a school teacher/social
worker/counselor

Other

53%

45%

22%

16%

11%

10%

1%

1%

PDOP’s Financial Assistance Programs Information Sources

Respondents unaware of the PDOP’s scholarship and/or CDM programs most often would seek 
additional information from the District website (especially those already in PDOP programs), 
with a general web search a close second option (especially among younger adults).  

Especially:  Under age 35 (52%), 35-44 (55%)

Especially:  African-Americans (36%); men (29%, vs. 17% of women); 
N-Central region (38%)

Especially:  African-Americans (23%); lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (18%), CRC non-members 
(10%, vs. 1% of members)

Especially:  Lived in Oak Park 15-24 yrs. (21%)

Especially:  Hispanic/Latino adults (40%, n=31)

Especially:  PDOP program participants (63%, vs. 41% of 
non-participants); homeowners (61%, vs. 42% of renters)

 Hispanic residents would be more likely to call the PDOP for more information, while African Americans report a greater 
likelihood of looking to print materials (program guide, District flyers) compared to the average.  



70

X. Final CommentsVII. PDOP Program Participation and Satisfaction



71

Recent Program Participation

Program Participation (Past Year)

Q17.  Please indicate if you or any household member (or visiting guest) has participated in any of the following Park District of Oak Park programs or 
events below in the past 12 months.

13%

13%

12%

10%

9%

9%

8%

7%

6%

5%

4%

3%

3%

3%

3%

1%

Youth sports programs

Fitness/Wellness (group exercise/
yoga/tai chi/etc.)

Summer camp

Adult sports programs

Ice programs (hockey, figure
skating, Learn to Skate)

Gymnastics programs

Adult performing arts and dance
programs

Adult Special Interest programs
(cooking, gardening)

Active Adult programs (ages 50+)

Youth performing arts,
music, dance programs

Youth Special Interest programs
(cooking, STEM)

Other program

Early Childhood programs

Afterschool Clubhouse program
(grades K-5)

Teen programs

Youth afterschool program
at the CRC (grades 6-12)

38%

21%

20%

13%

7%

6%

6%

5%

4%

3%

Summer concerts

Movies in the Park

Fall Fest

Frank Lloyd Wright
Races

Other events

Egg Hunt

Winter Fest

Fright at Night

Trunk or Treat

KidsFest

Event Attendance (Past Year)

When asked about household participation in recent PDOP programs, summer concerts, movies 
in the park, and Fall Fest events are cited most often.  At least one in ten households also 
participate in youth sports and summer camps, and adult fitness and sports programs
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1%

<1%

5%

8%

18%

18%

26%

22%

50%

52%

Programs

Events

Dissatisfied (0-4) Neutral (5) Somewhat satisfied (6-7) Satisfied (8) Completely satisfied (9-10)

Q18.  Thinking about the programs and events that you participated in, please rate your satisfaction with each of the 
following.  (0-10 scale)

Satisfaction with PDOP Programs/Events
(0-10 scale)

8.3

Satisfaction with PDOP Programs

Recent program participants are clearly satisfied with these activities.  Overall, at least 94% 
are happy with the experiences (including roughly half – 50% to 52% -- who are “completely” 
satisfied, giving scores of 9+).  Only 1% express dissatisfaction.  

 The average ratings are likewise very strong, and statistically similar to the 2019 scores.  In addition, they are consistent 
across all subgroups who give average scores of 7.5 or higher.  

 Those most satisfied with PDOP programs are lower income households (9.2 average reporting incomes under $50K) and 
residents with children ages 12-18 (8.7).

 The highest scores for District events tend to come from the oldest (8.6 from ages 65+), and again lower income 
residents (9.5 from those earning under $50K).  

8.3

Avg. 0-10
Rating

8.4

8.5

2019 Avg.
Ratings
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Quality/Instruction Comments
“We have turned to private lessons for swim and dance/music because of the lack of quality of park district offerings.”
“Took a beginning pottery class because the description emphasized the 'hand built' component of the class.  When I attended the first class, it turned out the 
emphasis was on the wheel (which I did not need).”
“My children have not yet learned to swim.”
“The Spanish music class for toddlers; there weren't enough participants, and the instructor didn't give a structured lesson.”
“Each (gymnastics) lesson is alike, my kid gets bored and is losing interest. There could be more variety in the structure.”
“Swim lessons for 0-36 months is very basic, and I wish there were an option more advanced than simple water introduction.”
“Staffing at CRC.  We did not do swimming lessons with PDOP because of low quality.”
“Some of the events are lame.”
“Wine tasting at Cheney was neutral.”

Registration Issues/Challenges
“Gymnastics is difficult to get in.”
“Grandchildren’s sports programs; some programs are filled before they enroll.”
“Active adult programs; I signed up, but I was unable to get an ID at Dole; the class was also full and I was put on a waiting list.”

Music/Event Issues
“Concerts in park; far, far too loud. People running the sound are usually hard of hearing due to their role and they're hurting everyone else's hearing as a 
result.”
“DJ at Fall Fest was awful. Better to have no one.”
“The music is usually not really all that great.”
“The Sunday night music in Scoville Park is pretty awful.  Mostly just loud.”

Satisfaction with PDOP Programs

Verbatim Responses:  Reasons for Lower PDOP Program Satisfaction Scores

Participants giving lower satisfaction scores (6 or below on a 0 through 10 scale) were asked 
to explain any issues or sources of dissatisfaction.  Most often they cite concerns with the 
quality of the programs/instruction, difficult registration process, or music choices at events. 

 A few other comments focus on program fees and/or cancelled offerings.  The full set of responses are below and on the 
next page.
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Cost/Fees
“The swim lessons are expensive.”
“Cost, availability.”

Cancellations
“Lots of cancellations; otherwise, the programs meet my expectations. Nothing good or bad.”
“Cooking and art for schools is out.”

Other/Facility-related
“Spin class at the skating ring was in small classroom which isn't a good place, so it was poorly attended.  Meanwhile, an enormous and expensive skating 
rink?”
“Just the pool; very cold. Very uncomfortable especially for little kids.” 
“CRC has more open time for juniors and kids that are under 10; I do not have as much access to the gym and game room.”
“Fitness - scheduling issues and age of equipment.”
“Austin Gardens’ Shakespeare in the Park:  Keep divisive political propaganda out of it. It is true that Shakespeare has been re-interpreted in many ways over 
the centuries but when you push an agenda, expect to annoy people who have feelings that do not line up with yours. We don't need activists to preach to us 
any more than they already do in this left-wing town.”
“Frank Lloyd Wright - need to due better job managing vehicle traffic on the day of race, and why no women's sizing in race shirts?”

Verbatim Responses:  Reasons for Lower PDOP Program Satisfaction Scores (cont’d)

Satisfaction with PDOP Programs
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General age-specific programs
Summer programs

Infant/preschool/storytime
Daycare/Before and After School

Nature-based programs
STEM/science program

Language programs
Volunteering, community service

Interviewing/job placement skills

Dance (ballet, tap, hop-hop)
Art/crafts/cooking

Music

Fitness, yoga, weights
Ice skating

Ninja/parkour/obstacle courses
Karate/self-defense

Swimming programs/teams
Indoor swimming/pool

Gymnastics
Sports/soccer/basketball/ultimate/etc.

6
1

0
0

0
1

0
2
2

1
5

1

3
1

2
1
1
1

0
n=8

4
5

0
3

1
2
2

0
0

3
2

1

1
2

1
2

3
2

0
n=8

When asked what programs residents want to see from the PDOP, most suggestions for youth 
programs focus on sports/athletics, followed by arts programming, and general activities 
specific to age group.

75Q23.  Below, please list any specific programs or events that you’d like the Park District of Oak Park to offer for each of the following 
groups.  (most frequent open-ended responses)

PDOP Program Suggestions by Age Group

Programs for 
Ages 2-5

Programs for 
Ages 6-11

Programs for 
Ages 12-18
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0

5
3

9
3

7

0
5

11

31
5

0
3

10
7

n=1

5
3

0
6

5
2

4

4
7

10

16
0

2
3

4
8

n=10

General age-specific programs
More for young adults, under 35

Tours, day trips
Learning groups (book club, language)

Music events/entertainment
Board games/gaming events

Meet-ups (new moms, grandparents)

Plants/gardening
Dance lessons (ballroom, samba, etc.)

Art/crafts/cooking

Fitness, yoga, weights
Walking groups

Karate/self-defense
Indoor swimming/pool

Swimming, adult swim/laps
Pickleball

Sports/soccer/basketball/ultimate/etc.

Suggestions for adult programs focus mostly on fitness activities and swimming (especially 
for those aged 50+) along with sports programs (almost exclusively for younger adults).  
Ideas for social events generate as much interest (or more) as arts and crafts activities.

76Q23  Below, please list any specific programs or events that you’d like the Park District of Oak Park to offer for each of the following groups.  
(most frequent open-ended responses)

PDOP Program Suggestions by Age Group

Programs for Ages 21+ Programs for Ages 50+
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X. Final CommentsVIII. Sources of Information
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60%

60%

46%

41%

36%

32%

31%

27%

26%

21%

14%

3%

58%

69%

21%

37%

36%

31%

23%

25%

16%

4%

Village of Oak Park FYI Newsletter

Park District printed
program guide

Park District E-newsletters

Park District website

Flyers at the parks, PDOP
facilities, special events

Exterior fence banners at
Park District locations

Rely on word of mouth from
family, friends, or neighbors
Park District digital program

guide (on the website)
Oak Park Public Library (visit,

website, or phone call)

Local newspaper (print or online)

Park District social media
(Facebook, Instagram, Twitter)

Call Park District office or facility

2023
2019

Q40. Please select the ways in which you learn about the Park District of Oak Park and its programs, parks, facilities, or services.  Select all that apply. 

PDOP Information Sources

Most often: Wednesday Journal 
(n=125); Oak Leaves (n=14)

Most often: Facebook (n=43); 
Instagram (n=25); Twitter (n=7)

Sources of PDOP Information

When seeking information about PDOP programs, events, facilities, etc., most residents 
continue to rely on the Village FYI Newsletter and the PDOP printed program guide.  

 Usage of the printed guide is down 
slightly since 2019, but reported 
usage of the PDOP’s e-newsletter 
has more than doubled since then.

 Otherwise, there is very little change in 
usage of other sources.  About two in 
five cite the PDOP website as a source, 
and about half as many refer to the 
digital program guide vs. the printed 
version.

 Note that at least a third also rely on 
flyers and fence banners and PDOP 
parks and facilities for information.

 Word-of-mouth and the local library are 
each mentioned by at least one in five 
residents.

 Social media platforms continue to be 
mentioned less often.

n.a.

n.a.
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Overall Most Likely to Cite as a Source

Village of Oak Park FYI Newsletter 60%

- N-Central region (69%)
- Under age 35 (77%), 65+ (64%)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (66%)
- African American adults (65%), white adults (64%)
- CRC non-members (62%, vs. 42% of members)
- Households without children (65%, vs. 52% of those with children)

PDOP Printed program guide 60%

- South (85%), S-Central (66%) and North regions (67%)
- Ages 45-64 (68%)
- Homeowners (71%, vs. 43% of renters)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (77%)
- CRC members (76%, vs. 58% of non-members)
- Households with children (75%), especially under age 5 (77%)

PDOP e-newsletters 46%

- Ages 35-44 (57%) 
- Asian (59%) and African American adults (59%)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (70%)
- PDOP program participants (57%, vs. 30% of non-participants)
- Households with children (65%), especially ages 6-11 (70%)

Park District website 41%

- Under age 35 (48%), 35-44 (57%), 45-54 (45%) 
- Hispanic/Latino adults (62%)
- Lived in Oak Park 5-14 yrs. (56%)
- PDOP program participants (57%, vs. 26% of non-participants)
- CRC members (55%, vs. 40% of non-members)
- Households with children (58%), especially under age 5 (61%) or 6-11 (64%)

Profiles of those most likely to use specific sources identify clear patterns.  For example, the 
FYI newsletter may be a key source for less active PDOP users as it is used most by households 
without children (including both the youngest and oldest adults) and non-CRC members.

Sources of PDOP Information

 By comparison, the PDOP program guide (printed and digital), e-newsletters, and the District website are heavily used 
by recent program participants, CRC members, and those with children.  Note also that these sources are cited more 
often among somewhat newer Oak Park residents who moved here in the past 5 to 14 years.  
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Overall Most Likely to Cite as a Source

Flyers at parks, PDOP facilities, special 
events 36%

- South region (47%)
- Under age 35 (59%)
- Renters (45%, vs. 30% of homeowners)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (51%)
- PDOP participants (45%, vs. 25% of non-participants)
- Households with children (45%), especially under age 5 (56%)

Exterior fence banners 32%

- South region (42%)
- Under age 35 (47%)
- Renters (41%, vs. 27% of homeowners)
- Men (42%, vs. 25% of women)
- Asian adults (54%) 
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (44%)

Word of mouth 31%

- South region (44%)
- Under age 55 (38%)
- Homeowners (37%, vs. 23% of renters)
- HH income $200K+ (45%)
- PDOP program participants (37%, vs. 23% of non-participants)

PDOP Digital program guide (on website) 27%

- South region (57%) 
- Ages 45-54 (38%), under age 45 (32%)
- White adults (32%)
- PDOP program participants (39%, vs. 9% of non-participants)
- Households with children (49%), especially under age 12 (52%)

Oak Park Public Library 26%
- Under age 35 (41%)
- Asian (34%) and African American adults (33%, vs. 13% of 

Hispanics/Latinos)

Flyers and signage at PDOP parks and facilities are mentioned most often by the youngest 
(under age 35) and newest residents (past five years), and renters far more than homeowners.

Sources of PDOP Information

 The OPPL is also mentioned more often among the youngest residents and households of color (mostly Asian and 
African American adults). 
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Overall Most Likely to Cite as a Source

Local newspaper (print/online) 21%
- North region (32%)
- Ages 65+ (41%)
- Homeowners (27%)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. (40%)

PDOP social media 14%
- Under age 55 (17%, vs. 8% of those over 55)
- Lived in Oak Park <25 yrs. (18%, vs. 4% of 25+ year residents)
- HH income $50K-$99K (25%)
- PDOP program participants (20%, vs. 5% of non-participants)

The oldest and most long-term Oak Park residents are more likely to get their PDOP 
information from local newspapers/websites.  Social media sites are referenced most often by 
PDOP program participants and adults under age 55.

Sources of PDOP Information
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34%

15%

15%

10%

7%

6%

5%

3%

3%

3%

1%

<1%

Park District printed
program guide

Village of Oak Park
FYI newsletter

Park District E-newsletters

Park District website

Local newspaper (print or online)

Flyers at the parks, PDOP
facilities, and/or at special events

Rely on word of mouth from
family, friends, or neighbors

Park District social media
(Facebook, Instagram, Twitter)

Park District digital program
guide (on the website)

Oak Park Public Library (visit,
website, or phone call)

Exterior fence banners at
Park District locations

Other source

Preferred Source for PDOP Information

Q41.  Please select your most preferred source when seeking information about the Park District.

Sources of PDOP Information

In terms of their preferred or top source for PDOP information, the printed program guide 
clearly emerges as the #1 choice.  Fewer than half as many cite the Village FYI Newsletter or 
PDOP e-newsletters as their top source.  

 In fact, the printed program guide is the most 
preferred source among all groups except for:

 Those under age 35, who slightly prefer the 
Village FYI newsletter (24%, vs. 21% for the 
printed guide)

 Those reporting <$50K in household income (26% 
most prefer the District’s e-newsletters, vs. 16% 
the printed guide)

 Those in the N-Central region who are as likely to 
also cite the District’s e-newsletters as their top 
choice (28% for each).

 As shown on the next page, non-PDOP program 
participants and non-CRC members tend to prefer the 
FYI newsletter, along with those without children 
(consistent with findings on page 79).

 African American respondents tend to favor the 
District e-newsletters, while the oldest and most 
long- term residents favor print/digital newspapers.

 Renters, the youngest adults, and newest Oak Park 
residents continue to favor flyers at PDOP locations.
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Overall Most Likely to Cite as a Source

PDOP Printed program guide 34% - South region (48%)
- Ages 55-64 (47%)

Village of Oak Park FYI newsletter 15%

- North (20%), Central (19%) and S-Central regions (20%)
- Under age 35 (24%)
- White adults (18%)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. (24%)
- Non-program participants (27%) and non-CRC members (16%)
- No children in HH (18%, vs. 6% of those with children)

PDOP e-newsletters 15%
- N-Central region (28%)
- Lived in Oak Park 15-24 yrs. (28%)
- African Americans adults (25%)
- PDOP program participants (19%, vs. 7% of non-participants)

Park District website 10%
- Ages 35-44 (19%)
- Household income $200K+ (16%)
- PDOP Program participants (14%, vs. 4% of non-participants)

Local newspaper (print/digital) 7%
- Ages 65+ (13%)
- Lived in Oak Park 15+ yrs. (10%)
- No children in household (81%, vs. 3% of those with children)

Flyers at parks, PDOP facilities, 
special events 6%

- Central (12%) and South regions (12%)
- Under age 35 (14%)
- Renters (12%, vs. 2% of homeowners)
- Men (8%, vs. 3% of women)
- Lived in Oak Park <5 yrs. (10%)
- PDOP program participants (9%, vs. 2% of non-participants)

Word of mouth 5% - HH income <$50K (15%)

Significant Differences:  Most Preferred Source of PDOP Information

Sources of PDOP Information
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At least 
once a 
week, 
9%

At least once a 
month, 39%

At least once 
every six 

months, 35%

At least 
once a year, 

11%

Less than once a year, 
2%

Never*, 
3%

Frequency of Website Usage (n=226)

Q32. How often do you go to/use the Park District website in general.

* Only n=2 respondents (unweighted)

Frequency of PDOP Website Usage

Among those who report having visited the PDOP website for information (41% as reported 
on page 78), most access the site once a month (39%) or once every six months (35%).  Only 
9% report weekly (or more frequent) usage.

 In profiling the most frequent PDOP website users, weekly visitors tend to be:

 Residents in the South region (25%, vs. 9% overall)
 Ages 45-54 (22%)
 White adults (14%)
 Households with incomes of $100K-$199K (22%)
 There are no meaningful differences between household with/without children, or PDOP program participants/non-

participants.

 Those accessing the website at least monthly (39% overall) tend to include:

 Ages 35-44 (52%)
 Hispanic/Latino adults (65%) and African Americans (70%)
 Newer residents, <5 years (47%) or 5-14 years (55%) in Oak Park
 Households with income under $50K (59%)
 CRC members (61%, vs. 36% of non-members).
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Continue to print 
and deliver it to 

my home 
address, 59%

Email a link to 
the digital 

version and keep 
printed copies at 

Park District 
facilities for 

pickup if needed, 
41%

Especially:
- Under age 35 (71%), or ages 65+ (70%)
- Women (65%, vs. 50% of men)
- Lived in Oak Park 25+ yrs. (68%)
- HH income <$100K (66%)

Especially:
- Ages 35-44 (55%), 45-64 (46%)
- Men (50%, vs. 35% of women)
- HH income $200K+ (50%)

Preference for Printed vs. Emailed Digital Link to PDOP Program Guide

Q33. As you may know, the Park District now sends a program guide twice a year to all residents in Oak Park.  It also has a digital version of the program 
guide on its website.  Which option below do you prefer for receiving the Park District of Oak Park program guide?

Preferences for PDOP Program Guide

Given a choice between the printed vs. digital version of the PDOP program guide, a majority 
prefer to continue receiving the mailed brochure.  

 Note that women, both the youngest and oldest Oak Park residents, and lower-income households tend to prefer the 
printed version by nearly a 2:1 margin (or higher) over the digital option.  

 At least half of men, higher income residents, and ages 35-64 would favor a digital link via email.
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X. Final CommentsIX. Final Comments/Suggestions
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No 
answer/don't 
know, 61%

Final 
comments, 

34%

Keep up the good 
work, 5%

Management

Parks and facilities

Programs and activities

13%

12%

7%

Only one-third (34%) of respondents offered final comments or suggestions for the District.  
Note that 5% are very satisfied and simply want the PDOP to continue what it is doing.

 The three top improvements concern:

 Management/admin suggestions, most often longer schedules or facility seasons – especially for the pools – along 
with more park safety, better communications, reduced spending/taxes, and improvements to the website and 
online registration platform

 Parks and facilities, especially more park amenities and improved landscaping

 Program options for a variety of age groups and types of activities (no consensus – see sample verbatims on the 
next few pages).

Most often:  3% access issue (longer/different 
schedules, more parking, etc.); 3% safety at 
PDOP sites; 2% more/better communications; 
2% control spending/lower taxes; 2% easier 
registration process; 2% better website

Most often:  3% more park amenities for fitness 
equipment/improved playgrounds/benches; 2% 
landscaping and natural areas; 2% more 
sustainable park practices; 2% more dog parks

Most often:  2% more for seniors; 1% for all other 
age groups (adults, teens, youth, preschool) and 
specific events (sports and non-sports programs, 
events – very scattered responses)

Final Comments/Suggestions?
(top multiple open-ended responses, n=558)

Most Frequent Responses

Final Suggestions
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Management/Admin Suggestions (TOTAL = 13%)

“More pool hours for members.”
“Pool with adults-only hours on weekends and some weeknights!!!”
“Extend the lap swim season at Ridgeland! And DO NOT institute unisex bathrooms / locker room / shower facilities at Rehm!!”
“Better traffic safety and fencing around parks and playgrounds - particularly Rehm Park.  Lack of a safety fence by a busy road is a danger.”
“Better after-hours security.”
“More police presence in parks.”
"Provide better information about park improvement projects and why.  Provide more information or at least try to provide more open swim hours for families 
at our existing pools.  Stop spending money and placing too many things in small Southside parks. The Northside parks are much bigger.”
“Please keep printing and delivering the program guides, including for summer camp. Then my kids can look at it too.”
“Create a 'Please Deliver' list to condo buildings. We used to receive the yearly/seasonal printed guides; then they stopped coming.”
“I need better info on what programs I may want to use.”
“It's hard to stay in Oak Park due to taxes. 'Only' some amount of extra tax keeps adding to the burden. We don't NEED more and none of us 'deserves' 
anything. New does not equal better.”
“Stop the pool mania.  One pool crammed down the taxpayers’ throats is enough.”
“Maintain our taxes as-is and don't add extra burden.  We already pay some of the highest property taxes in Illinois and it's ridiculous.”
“Improve signup -- improve Amilia -- Amilia is impossible to navigate.”  
“Please make summer camp enrollment easier. I did everything right, logged in immediately at the exact time and couldn't get my child into camps. It should 
not be that difficult. I'll do whatever it takes, stand in a line in the pouring rain. I don't want the worry of not having summer camp covered next year. It was 
worrying from February throughout the summer trying to play the waitlist game. I'm a single working parent and cannot afford the stress on top of the cost.”
“Improve registration for the PDOP and for classes.  It currently takes forever to find one's classes and to find out how to register for them.  Use terminology 
that is correct and user friendly.  Poor locations and terminology on the website is a deterrent to registration and park district usage.”

Parks and Facilities (TOTAL = 12%)

“Mills Park does not have public toilet facilities. All parks should have toilets available to the public. More park benches around town (like in Forest Park) would 
be nice for the elderly as well.”
“Have park bathrooms stay open longer into year.”
“We really miss an indoor soccer facility.  The drive to Chicago Soccer on North Ave. is really long during rush hour.”
“Austin Garden; the grass needs better care.  Holes are in the grass that are dangerous.”
“Cleaner floors at the karate facilities.”
“Make sure to clear paths in winter at parks so it is safe to walk my dog.”
“Open more dog parks and dog friend spaces.”
“Increased off leash dog areas..”
“More dedicated pickleball courts; maintenance of the Barrie Park courts is a disaster.  Better maintenance of playgrounds.  Kids love sand -- better 
maintenance of sand boxes.”
“Better surfaces on tennis courts.”

Sample Verbatims:  Final Suggestions

Sample Verbatims:  Final Comments/Suggestions
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Programs/Activities (TOTAL = 7%)

“Consider the needs of older Oak Parkers, not just young families and children.”
“More programming for older adults.”
“Offer more for seniors’ activities during daytime.”
“More programming south of I-290.”
“Offer short classes for children at multiple locations throughout oak Park through the school year for children to participate in.”
“More toddler events.”
“More classes for children ages 2 and under.”
“Orient less toward families.  We are a married couple in their late 30s with no desire to have children.”
“One-day classes with an expert, maybe bike maintenance or preparing your yard for winter, making a patio, beekeeping.”
“I think there's a need for drop-in teen activities. Maybe that will happen at the CRC, but it would be nice to have something central and north.”
“Beautiful plants/landscaping at parks, basketball courts, running track.”
“Offer programs for the young adults from ages 17 to 21.”
“More information/programs on sustainability and environment.”

Sample Verbatims:  Final Suggestions

Sample Verbatims:  Final Comments/Suggestions (cont’d)
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X. Final CommentsAppendix
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Postcard Invitation
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Survey Topline Report



93

Survey Topline Report
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Survey Topline Report
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Survey Topline Report
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Survey Topline Report
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Survey Topline Report
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The Park District defines the measurement as the average
score of all parks, on a scale of 0 to 100, from the Park
District’s Park Report Card from the current year,
indicating quality and maintenance of the park system.
This measure is only for Park District park spaces. There is
a separate report card for facilities (see Appendix B for
park scores).
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PDOP Fleet Replacement Schedule
No.  Year Model Description Dept. License Purchased 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028

300 2016 F250 3/4 ton pickup Conservatory M206859 2016
105 2005 F150 4WD 1/4 ton pickup P&P M147886 2004
121 2005 Sprinter Panel Van Rec M152523 2005
214 2008 F250 lift gate ¾ ton pickup P&P M169640 2008
213 2008 Dakota 4WD ½ ton pickup P&P M171169 2008
215 2008 Dakota 4WD 1/2 ton pickup P&P M171170 2008
272 2009 E350 Passenger/Cargo Van Conservatory M177831 2009 65,000$              
217 2011 Grand Caravan Minivan Rec M185750 2011 50,000$    
210 2010 Ranger ¼ ton pickup Special Facilities M187644 2012
209 2010 Ranger ¼ ton pickup P&P M187740 2012
203 2012 E350 Cargo Van P&P M191684 2012 60,000$              
335 2013 F250 Club Cab ¾ ton pickup P&P M194888 2013 55,000$        
216 2011 F550 Lift Truck (CDL) P&P M184187 2010
706 1997 540 John Deere Loader tractor P&P NA 1997 100,000$         
708 2016 5600 Bobcat Utility Vehicle P&P NA 2010 100,000$           
504 1998 F350 1 ton dump (chipper) P&P M103921 1998
218 2011 F450 1 ton dump P&P M181171 2011
211 2015 F250 ¾ ton pickup P&P M991628 2015 55,000$              
700 2011 S180 Bobcat Skidsteer P&P NA 2011
198 2015 Transit Minivan P&P M205994 2016
219 2013 F450 15 passenger bus Rec M193953 2013
200 2015 F250 ¾ ton pickup P&P M213538 2017
711 2001 5210 John Deere tractor Tractor P&P NA 2000
237 2005 Zamboni 520 Ice surfacer Special Facilities NA 2005 150,000$     
212 2016 Nissan Frontier ¼ ton pickup Special Facilities M157314 2018
202 2009 E350 15 passenger bus Rec M204478 2015
422 2015 Carryall Utility vehicle P&P NA 2015
197 2023 Maverick 1/4 ton pickup P&P M236836 2023
709 2021 UV34G Bobcat Utility Vehicle P&P NA 2021
131 2014 Zamboni 550 Ice surfacer Special Facilities NA 2014
199 2015 NRR Garbage Packer (CDL) P&P M202024 2015 135,000$           
221 2021 Gator Utility vehicle Conservatory NA 2021
421 1992 2155 John Deere tractor Tractor P&P NA 1992 65,000$           
208 2023 Maverick 1/4 ton pickup P&P TBD 2023
196 2023 Transit - EV Minivan P&P TBD 2023
933 2015 Toro 7200 Mower P&P NA 2015 75,000$        
966 2007 Smithco Ballfield Groomer P&P NA 2007
929 2016 ABI Force Ballfield Groomer P&P NA 2016

TBD Gravely Electric Zero Turn Mower P&P NA 2025 32,000$           
TBD Maverick 1/4 ton pickup P&P TBD 2025 40,000$           

934 2010 Toro 4300D Mower P&P NA 2013
930 2015 Toro Grand Stand Mower P&P NA 2015
931 2015 Toro 6000 Mower P&P NA 2015
935 2013 John Deere Z925m Mower P&P NA 2013
938 2017 John Deere 652R Mower P&P NA 2017
929 2020 Toro 7200 Mower P&P NA 2020

50,000$    237,000$         280,000$     100,000$           315,000$           
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