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Research Summary

Introduction

Hitchcock Design Group conducted a comprehensive review of both quantitative and qualitative data
including existing MCCD research and statistics, and facilitated workshops with the MCCD Board of
Trustees, staff, and community stakeholders as well as designing and implementing an on-line survey.

Hitchcock Design Group collaborated with the Board of Trustees and staff to perform an analysis of MCCD’s
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and challenges as it relates to recreational development and public
access to assess where the District is today and where it could be in the future. Stakeholder perceptions were
also obtained through the community workshops and an on-line survey. The workshops are noted within
each of the respective summaries.

To supplement these findings, MCCD contracted with American Viewpoint to design and conduct a stratified
random telephone survey to test public perception and identify the needs of residents.

The methods used and results of these individual data gathering exercises are summarized in the following
paragraphs.

Needs Assessment Summary

As noted in the Recommendations and implementation section of this report, a wide range of needs and
issues were identified as a result of methodologies employed in the assessment process. A number of themes
emerged as the planning process advanced. Collectively, these themes served as an organizing framework for
conducting additional analysis and, ultimately, creating the final recreational site development and public
access recommendations. The themes were as follows:

+ Camping

* Canoeing / kayaking

* Education centers

* Educational programming and signage

* Fishing

* General site improvements and planning
* Hiking and multi-use trails

+ Off leash dog areas

Community Input Telephone Survey

Another method used to gather input from residents was a community input survey conducted with American
Viewpoint, Inc. in October, 2007. A total of 500 respondents were interviewed in this stratified random
telephone survey. (see Appendix A for the complete report). Key findings include:

* Most residents claim to have limited knowledge about the McHenry County Conservation District, but
much of this can be attributed to the frequency of visits, age, and length of residence. Knowledge of the
MCCD rises significantly among residents who visit the sites, who are over the age of 44, and have lived in
the county more than 10 years.

+ Satisfaction with the overall performance of MCCD and satisfaction with the number and quality of
recreational facilities and programs provided by MCCD is very high and the more respondents know about
the MCCD and more they visit the conservation sites, the more likely they are to by Very Satisfied with
their overall performance.

* Most residents take advantage of what the conservation sites offer on a fairly regular basis. 27% visit

frequently, 465 visit seasonally or annually, and only 24% never visit. And, almost half (49%) of those who
never visit are either age 65 and over or a fairly new resident.

Those who visit the conservation sites engage in a variety of activities — especially walking and hiking.

+ Respondents agree overwhelmingly (84%) that MCCD should have the right to restrict access if there is

a good reason. On the other hand, they also appear to agree that the public should have access as long as
sensitive habitats are not adversely affect.

Most respondents feel that MCCD should stick to doing the things that it has traditionally done, such as
acquiring lands, restoring habitat, providing nature education, and building and maintaining trails, and
picnic areas, but a minority feel strongly that they should provide more facilities and diverse recreational
opportunities.

A plurality of residents feel that acquiring, maintaining, and restoring lands should be the top priority of
the MCCD, but providing recreational and educational opportunities follow very closely behind.

Trails are at the top of almost everyone’s list, but residents also show a great deal of interest in other types
of recreational opportunities. The extent to which this true is underscored by the fact that among those who
gave Trails, 81% also mentioned some non-trail recreational opportunity that they are interested in. And
among the those who gave one ore more of the recreational opportunities, 90% also gave Trails as something
that they feel the MCCD should spend money adding to or improving.

The top recreational activities were identified as:

Walking (67%)

Hiking (56%)

Picnicking (38%)

Biking (33%)

Fishing (24%)

Boating / camping (12%)

Horseback riding, cross country skiing, snowmobiling, hunting (all under 10%)

The top recreational priorities were identified as:

Hiking trails (73%)

Biking trails (74%)

Rustic hiking trails (60%)

Paved multi use trials (52%)
Boat and kayak rentals (49%)
Off leash dog areas (41%)
Horseback riding stables (37%)
RV camping (30%)

Snowshoe rentals (25%)

Hunting and skeet shooting (19%)
Hunting dog training areas (18%)
Archery (12%)
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Based on the data gathered, common priorities were identified as follows:

* Hiking / walking trails

* Biking trails

* Education and programming
+ Canoe and kayak facilities

* Fishing

* Camping

* Equestrian trails

* Multi use trails

* Picnicking

Online Survey

Another technique used to provide the public with information about the planning process and a venue for
providing input was a project website linked from the home page on MCCD’s website. In order to better
understand the public’s recreational needs and preferences, an online survey was conducted from September
17, 2007 to October 25, 2007 (a full copy of the survey is included in Appendix B). While the results included
non-recreational related priorities such as buying land and preserving water quality, the focus of analysis for
this project was on recreational activities and priorities. Key findings include:

+ 88% said that MCCD sites are convenient
* 93% said they were “somewhat to very” satisfied with MCCD facilities

The top five activities were identified as follows:

* Hiking trails

* Biking trails

* Special events
* Picnic facilities
* Fishing

The top five priorities were:

* Hiking trails

* Biking trails

* Camping

* Paved multi use trails
* Fishing

Community Workshops
Four community workshops were held at four different sites throughout McHenry County to gather input
directly from residents. The workshop dates and sites were:

* QOctober 2, 2007
* QOctober 3, 2007
* October 9, 2007
* October 10, 2007

Brookdale Administration Building, Woodstock
Algonquin Township Offices, Crystal Lake
Glacial Park Conference Center, Ringwood
Prairieview Education Center, Crystal Lake
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While the face-to-face interaction with the public and feedback received were invaluable, it should be noted that
the overall turnout was relatively light, a factor that was taken into consideration when all the background data
collected was reviewed and analyzed.

A summary of the recreational priorities identified is as follows:

* Education programs

+ Hiking trails

+ Biking trails

* Canoe and kayak access
* Increase site access

+ Camping

MCCD Board of Trustees Workshop

Hitchcock Design Group facilitated a four-hour workshop with the Board of Trustees on Saturday, August 25,
2007. Potential recreational needs and other key issues were identified, as follows:

* Bike trails

* Equestrian trails

* Fishing access

* Hunting

+ Canoe access

+ Picnic facilities

* Improved camping facilities

* More site access

* Dog parks / training areas

* Balance with resources, conservation, water quality
* Improve education and outreach

MCCD Staff Workshop

Hitchcock Design Group facilitated a morning workshop with MCCD staff on Tuesday, August 29, 2007. Staff
members were divided into small teams and asked to identify the organization’s most important recreational
issues and needs. While there was a notable diversity of opinions and no clear consensus about priorities, a
number of common themes emerged, as follows:

* Hiking and biking trails
* Education programming
* Equestrian trials

+ Canoeing and kayaking
+ Camping / RV facilities

* Hunting and fishing

+ ADA access

* Picnic facilities
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Appendix A

Community Input Telephone Survey
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Dwtvict, Tat mnch of this can be attnbated to the feqmency of vititt, ape and lngth of

i Vit .
T Firth Lam st Bt 400 residence. Enwledee of the MCCD rites aimmificamity among residents who visit the sites,
e who are over the age of 44 and have lived in the ooty for more than 10 years.

= =  Satisfaction with the pvemll pesfrmance of the McHenry Comnty Conservatiom Disirict and
the MOCCTY i very high and the more respondent: knivw abont the MOCCTY and the more they
vigit the contervation sites, the more likely they ae o be Very Satitfied with ther overall
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= =  Respondents apree overarhebmimply (B4%5) that the: McHeawy Conmiy Crnzervation Dishoct
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= =  Respondents appesr o be saymp that thery ave: peneraTby atizfierd with the wray the McHeory MrHenry Commiy Conservatimm Disirict
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Appendix A
Community Input Telephone Survey, continued

American Viewpoint, Inc.
Neovembher, 2007

e e MO el Knowledge Of The MCCD

powme 2d fadt 23 McHenry County
this it, of couie, an important facke. B? LG"G""O'MEHGE
Among those who bawe lhved In
McHeory Connty for five years or les,
‘who have bived m the conmty for six o
ten years, 24% knowr 2 Great Teal of 2
anything abouit the orEanizaton 1-5¥earzs EB-10 Years 14 Years
Fumlly, those who have: Brved 1

Mmu.]““jr w,mr f:mﬂm; [] ametDsal f FarAmount
years, almodt half (407%5) kmowr 2 Goeat B MetMuch ! Almoet Nothing
Deml or 3 Fair Avwmont about the

In shewt, many resulents clann to have hmited knowledpe: about the MCCD, ot nuach of thos can
be attribated to the: frequeney of vitits, e and lenpth of resdenre.

American Viewpoint, Ime.
Neovember, 2007

(verall Sxticfaction

Owemall, 73% of the responienis sail that they were Veay Satiefied (2970 or Somewhat Satisfied
that they wrere Dietatisfied and 1974 2l that they didn’t know e the MOCT) hat performed

Itis mtrvesting that 53 % koow very liitle
ahorat the MCCD, bot only 19% dida’t
Ioow if they wese satisfied with i

65%% me Very Satished while 133 are
Somewhat Satmfied Among thote who
Ioow 2 Fair Aot 41% ae Very
Sahified and 424 =e Somewhat
Satisfied And smong thote who know
hittle or nothing sbout the mpantation,
oaly 14% are Very Satefied, wiile 2%
are Somewhat Satwifed 2R D K )

Smmbnly, zmong those who vist

froquently (daily, weekly or mocthily)
4¥% e Very Satishied and 41% ave

Somewhat Satitfied Among thie who
visit anmmally or texonally, 24% ae
Vey Satisfird and 54% are Somewhat
Sahified Fmally, amxmp thoste who
never vt mnly %% ave Very Satisfied
while 46% are Somewhat Satitfied and
35 smd they didn’t knowr.

FHFAISR

QOverall Satisfaction

Overall Satisfaction With MCCD
By Frequancy Of Visls
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American Viewpoint, Inc.
Neovembher, 2007

Saiicfactire With Nember And (rality OF Satex

by the McHemy Coamty Contervation Ditirict ® akio very liph  Owveall, B0%% ae either Very
(3720) or Somewhat (43%0) Satizfied and only 7% are Dessatisfied (135 Don't Enowr).

Onre apqin, saticfaction cormelairs with knowledpe of the MOCTY an the: freqnency of visits to the
condervatim tite:  Amony thote who et the tie frequently. 5795 e Viery Sabiafied and 41% are
Somewhat Satizfied Bt amons thede who never vidit the corservation site:, ooly 147% are Vey
Satitfied, 43%% ave Somewhat Satrfed md 33% don’t know.

Samlarly, smony those who know 2 Great
Deml or 3 Far Amount shout the Batisfaction With Number And Quality
upmz:hmdﬂm?m}'g_:hﬂﬁndlni Of Fad Iies & Programa

40 =e Somewhat Satisfed (924
Deitatitfiedd) Aml among thoie who
are Very Sateified and 44%% ave Somewhat
Satizfied (6% Dsatiafied and 19% Don*t
Enow).

It is mieresting, once again, i tee how
retpondents diffepentizie between the
ormamzation an the sitest. That 32, alcst
two out of every toee respondents claim
to know bitle if amything sbout the
MOCT) and yet only 13% were unable to
recreational Bacilitie: and program: prosaded by the MCCTY.

Inshunt, tatisfaction with the ovevall perfonmance of the MreHesry Connty Contesvation Dittrict and
contervatim sites, the more hikely they are 0 be Very Satisfied with their ovexall pesfommance.
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American Viewpoint, Ime.
Neovember, 2007
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Appendix A
Community Input Telephone Survey, continued

Mﬂuryﬂn-lyﬂmuntunlﬁlﬂ
American Viewpoint, Inc.
Neovembher, 2007

A ctividi

It it clear from the data that MeHexry Conmty resadentt enpage o 2 wide variely of activities when
Im fact, 24% of those who weut the comesvation tite: enpape m one or it of these two achivites

Picuics (38%), Biking (33%), Fithing (24%). Boating/Canoeing (12%) and Camping (12%) are alto

fuirky poprular, while Horseback Riding (7%), Cros Country Skiine (7%), Snowmobiling (4%) and
Himting (3%%) are all enjoyed by leas than 10% of those who visit the conservation sites.

Activities At MCCD Sites

VWalk — -

Hilloss —| -

Plonlc — -

Blke — -

Flah — -

Boeat f Canos — -
Camp — -
Homaback Ricds — -
Cross Country 3kl — -
Brnowmoblle — -
Hunt —

Im short, ot pesidents dom™t kenerw mach abont the MOCD — e the orpanization — bat most visit
the congegvatim tites on a fawly regular bagis and enpape in 2 wile vanety of activities — especoally
walking and likine And becanee of their familiarty with the conservation site: most are able to
facilities anud program: offesed thene

M:Hurjﬂn-ljﬂmuﬂtunlﬁlﬂ
American Viewpoint, Ime.
Neovember, 2007

Acresx

When ascked if and when sccess o conservation tite: theuld be reatvicted, only 13% fek that the
publhic should have aoreds tn prpesties snmediately npon scqusiion reganailest of the mypct on
spynitior habitaht or the availabibity of mmemties sxch 22 ik, parkmp 1ot o rettroome,. A Sy
large mapmity {(0%) felt that acress should be restncted if sensitive habitats are adversely affected
and 247 frlt that the poblic thould only have acceas to propertie: wheve amenities have beenadded

Viewed from one peripective,
retpondents appear io apree . ..
ovawhelmingly (34%) that the Public Access Restriction
MrHeowry Coumnty Conservatum District
shonld have the rght o redrict access if
there iz 2 pood reasion, and onverely
the public shonld not have the nght
immedricted access o contervatum dries
&t anon = they are acqnired

On the other hand |, they alio appear &
a2 lomp au senative habotalt ave oot
adversely affectrd

Resirictmpg access doe o lack of
amemiie: i not accephble o abmast
three out of every four residents

These fnding: ane alio comitent fhnrphoat the demopraphie prps:. That 12, a boad spectmm
of McHeswy Covmty retislents feed thiz wary regardless of what part of the: conmty they bve i, sex,
ape, lenpth of retidence or the frequency with which they vitit the comavation sies.
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American Viewpoint, Inc.
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MOCCD Prionities And Fatore Mlanming

Sticking Te The Basics v. Daimg Mere

Given the high tatizfaction mting: received by the MOCTD, it 152 il sorprismy to find that most
residents, frp] that they should keep on doing what they have been dsing That iz, two ot of every
three respondents el that the WMOCT) should pretty mnch atick to acqninng lands, restoring arildlife
majority of residents (5°45) feel stromply abount that

H it tmewhat mieresting to note that the
Stick To Basics V. Do More respunse to thiz question did not vary by
frequency of wisis. Thatis, 67% of those
who viszt frequently, 65% of thise who
visit seatomally or anmually and even 51%%
of thivie who never wtit the comlervation
gitest feel that the MOCT) should thek to
the batirs.

Stmalarhy, 64% of those who know 2 Great
Deal or a Fair Aot about the MOCD
and &5% of thote who know lLitle of
amyihing abouat the MCCTY agree that the
Contervahon Detinet shonld shck to the
bazice

Even thongh a larpe nojority feel that the
MOCCT) should atick io the batacs, theve 12 a relabively somll bt vocal mmonty that feels that they
arexs, horseback riding stables, ATV traik and boat, canoe and snowthoe rentaly. Overall, 2974 feel
that the MCCT) shonld do mume and most (224 feel stromgfy shout this

In thort, most respondents feel that the MOCT) shomld sick to dmng the thing: that o hes
taditionalty dene tuch 2% acquining bnds restoring habitat, prowviding natvre edoeatimn and taoldos
and maintaining trails and pécnic avess, but 2 minoriky feel shompty that they shold provide more
facilities and diverte recreational oppaEinities

Papge-11-

114 McHenry County Conservation District

M:Hurjﬂn-ljﬂmuﬂtunlﬁlﬂ
American Viewpoint, Ime.
Neovember, 2007

Hiphest MCCD Priority

When asked what bazic finction should be e McHeny County Conservation Destrict™s ighest
Intrresting. when adked what should be the sacomd hiphest priosity, Edncation bypped the st with
ko .ﬁndm,ﬁmﬂ:mgha:qmg,muﬂmmgmﬂrmmghndmmdmndhhethtq:

Highest MCCD Priority e e e e o e e
acquiring, restormp anl mamtammg land
] should be it highest priority. Bt omony

oppehantie:, a phoality (43%) feel that
the MCCD should place Recyeatiomal

] Opportomties at the top of it praoeity Let
Given that thiz proup feds strongly about
(P38 | muxe diverte recoeations] ppportumities, it
1t somewhat awprstmp to tee that the gap
1tn’t wider.
Wih List

Given the forepoing it comes a3 no sanpuise o see that, when Fiven a2 let of facibiie: and
recreations] oppostunities and 2tked which ones the MICCT) thanld spend more money addmnge to or
e, Trals rpped  the hitt  £7% mentioned some tost of trail — Hillang Trails (7755), Bikaos
Trails {7474), Rustic Foot Toaiks (60%4) or Paved Mulh-Use Tralks (5174)

At the same time. divente recreational opporhmises such 2t Boat, Kayak anl Canoe Rentala (4994,
OfT Leath Do FExerrite Aveas (41%0), Horseback Riding Stable: (3770) Soowthoe Rentals (1524,
Himting And Skeet Shooting (1974), Hunting Dog Traimog Aveas (18%0) md Axchery (12°4)
received a simmficant amount of soppat.




Appendix A
Community Input Telephone Survey, continued

American Viewpoint, Inc. American Viewpoint, Ime.
Neovembher, 2007 Neovember, 2007

It it akin mbrresting to tee that the respomses. of those who think the MOCT) shemld stick to basics Speading Frisrities

don’t vary tignificmily fiom thote whe feel the MOCTY should offer more divente receational

opporiunities. Respondents were alin piven a hitt of activities that the MeHeswy Conmty Comervation Disivict
enpage n and were azked whesher they fedt that the MOCT 2pends too mmch, oo 1xitle or abont the

Mo D right smeont of time: and retooee: on ech
R !_Tn Chroor omikies D-EHH Given the afmementioned lack Hf knirwled e alwrot the MOCTY and the: fact that 24 of the reid et

mever vitit the sibrs. i comes 2 no awprite that many respondent: said that they Didn®t Knoer if the

Hikcmyg Trals 1y % +H1 MCOCCTD & spendmp too moch, too hitfle or about the: ripht amovmt of tme s recoces o these
activitet. Forthat reason, it makes sende 0 evalate these qnestims based on thise who actally

Riking Traiks 9% 4% 2 bad o cpicion. o

Razitic Foot Traik 6 0% H6
Fox the: moat past, the resnliz reflect the stifachon with the MOCT) expresied estier n the snrvey.

Paved Multi-Ute Trailks 5% 48% +7 That i, most respondents who hal an opimn were penerally stsfied with the conrent sperdting and

And SO % 1 rezouce: allocation decicions of the McHery Connty Corseyvation Desivict

O -Leath Do Exerraze Areat e 48% -11 Total “Abeut The Right Amsunt”

Horteback Ridmg Stables %% 43% B Providing And Maintxining Picmiz Areas, Sheliers And Parking 8%

RY Camping Farilities P 36% -10 Providing And Maintaining Tk Fer Biking T

Snowshoe Rentalt 274 3% +4 Providing Lake And River Accesm %

Huntimg And Skeet Shiving 16% oy B Providing And Maintxining Trik: For Hiking NP

Hunting Dog Traming Areas s 13% 4 Providing Fdnration Programs, Fic_ %

Archery T4 2% 7 Historical And Culinral Site Pregervation 66%

Dog Sleddmy % B% 4 Providing Kayak, Canoe and Snwihoe Rentals s

Inshort, Trailt are at the top of almoat eweryone’s List, but vesident alan shew a prest deal of interest idine And Maintainine Tk F : SE

in ofher types of recreational opportumitiss. The extent to which this & tnae it mderscored by the & 5 = Dog &

fact that amemy thoge who pave Trailz, 1% alzo mentioned 2ome nien-irails recreatiomal oppostumty Acqurng And Restormy Open Space 7%

9% abio mave tuik as something that they feel the MCCD shoald spend money adding io o Prowidmg, And Maimtaming Hunting Do Trrinmg, Areat 5P

InpurnE Protecting Watrrtheds: 4%
Prowidimp And Manizining CfF Leash Dog Exercie Areas 45%
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American Viewpoint, Inc.
Neovembher, 2007

Even among thoar who felt that the MOCT was spending too mmach or too Litle time and reamnrees
on any piven activity, the imtensity of the: feelng was Gurly low. That 1t, the Far Too Little and Far
Too Much responses wre low_ F imstance, Prnecting Watrershed: was the activity most often cited
2 recerving too little time: amd redorocest (42%5). Bt only 13% Felt that the MIOCD wl ipending
Far Too Little tmne and resoorees on fhis activity.

srmall mambes of respondents (9°4) felt that thit activity was receivng Far Too Little

I showt, respueulent= appear i be saying that they are proegslty aticfied with the-way the McHeory
allocatim frrmila could be finkezed with, these 1307t a call B moy dastic changes in e the
MOCCT) tpends it tome and vesumnces. The extent 0 which this it toe is kaphlishied in the table
belowr which combines Too Little, About Right and Too bMisch (and elimaates FAR Too bisch and
FAR Too Liitle).

Total Withewt “FAR To Muck™ and “FAR Too Litile™
Prosding Kayak, Canoe and Smrshoe Rentals |
Prosding And Mamtsming Tmil: Fie Hoseback Riding n
Protectmp Watertheds B

BEREFRE

#

A3d

Pape 15
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Appendix B
Online Survey

McHenry County Conservation District Community Input Survey 3. How far away are the recreational facilities/programs that you or members of your family most frequently use?

1. What recreational facilities/programs do you or members of your family most frequently use? Response  Response
Percent Count

Response Response

Percent Count Lessthan 1mile = 12.1% 14
City parks department/ park district e - 1-5 miles 44.8% 52
facilities -
More than 5 miles I 431% 50
Local school faciliies = 7.8% 9
answered guestion 116
State park(s) | 43.1% 50 ) ) 0
skipped question
McHenry County Conservation !
District facilities ! .6% 83

4. What form of transportation do you or members of your family most frequently use to access recreational
Privately owned facilities (gof — | facilities/programs 7
course, church camps, etc.) ———

-k
th
tn
H

Response Response

Qther 15 A% 18 Percent Count
(please name the facilities) M Walk B 6% 10
answered guestion 116 Bicycle = 1.7% 2
skipped guestion 0 Drivelivehicle | 80.2% 93
Other —— 0.5% 11
2. How often do you or members of your family use the recreational facilities/programs you identified? (choose the answer that
best applies to you) (please name) 1
Response Response answered guestion 116
Percent Count . .
skipped question 0
Daily 9.5% 1
Weekly 53.4% 62
Monthly =] 21.6% 25
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5. How satisfied are you with the recreational/programs facilities that you or members of your family use? 8. Of the following activities, how do you believe the McHenry County Conservation District should allocate resources in future
goal setting (a “0” ranking means not important at all and a “5” ranking means extremely important)?
Response Response
Percent Count
0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count
Very satisfied | 50.0% 58
) 11.2% 18.1% 61.2%
Somewhat satisfied | 43.1% 50 A Acquirefprotect natural areas  0.9% (1) 3.4% (4) 5.2% (6) (13) 21 ) 116
Somewhat dissatisfied 3.4% 4 i
B. Restore_!n'lar_uaqe habitats for 0.0% (0) 3.4% (4) 6.0% (7) 19.8% 25.9% 44.8% 116
_ native wildlife and plants (23) (30) (52)
Very dissatisfied 2.6% 3
C. Maintain existing sites, trails and 11.2% 34 5% 50.0%
Don'tknow | 0.9% 1 faciiies 00 (@ 0.9%(1)  34%(4) (13) (40) (58) 18
If mot satisfied, please list the reason why: 16 : P
D. Provide environmental 11.2% 112% 19.8% 28.4% 26.7%
educational/ facilities! programs/ 2.6% (3) 116
answered question 116 exhibits (13) (13) (23) (33) (31)
SIRIELGTEATL L 23.3% 22.4% 37.9%
E. Provide additional trails ~ 5.2% (6] 7.8% (9 3.4% (4 ) X : 116
(6) (9) ) @n (26) (44)
6. Are the recreational facilities/programs or members of your family use convenient to access? 121% 26.7% 259% 27.6%
- Lis Iy F. Open new sites  2.6% (3) 5.2% (6) 116
(14) (31) (30) (32)
Response Response
Percent Count G. Provide additional recreational 10.3% 23.3% 19.8% 3.0%
opportunifies 7.8%(9) 7.8%(9) 12) 27) (23) (36) 116
Very convenient 44.8% h2
Somewhat convenient | 43.1% 50
Somewhat inconvenient 8.6% 10
Very inconvenient 2 6% 3
Don'tknow || 0.9% 1
answered guestion 116
skipped guestion 0

7. What other recreation facilities/programs would you or members of your family use if they were more convenient (please list
ally?

Response
Count

66

answered guestion 66

skipped guestion 50
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Appendix B
Online Survey, continued

9. Which one of the seven priorities listed above is the most important to you or members of your family?

Response Response

Percent Count
A | ITA% 43
B = 8.6% 10
C 18.1% 21
D 6.0% 7
E == 11.2% 13
F i 4.3% 5
G B 14.7% 17
answered guestion 116
skipped question 0

10. Which one of the seven priorities listed above is the least important to you or members of your family?

Response Response

Percent Count

11. In the past year, what McHenry County Conservation District site(s) have you or members of your family visited?
Daily Weekly Monthly Seasonally  Annually Never RE;?E;“
11.2% 80.2%
Beck’s Woods/Piscasaw Morth  0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.6% (3) 6.0% (7) (13) (93) 116
Brookdale  3.4% (4) 1.7% (2) 26%(3) 12.1% (14) LB o 116
(12) (81)
Camp Algonquin ~ 0.0% (D) 0.0% (D) 1.7%(2) 6.0% (7) 1.2% 81.0% 116
(13) (94)
Coral Woods  0.0% (D) 4.3% (5) 4.3%(5) 15.5% (18) LAk ] 116
(21) (67)
. 87.9%
County Line Road Access  0.0% (0) 0.0% (D) 3.4% (4) 0.9% (1) 7.8% (9) (102) 116
87.9%
Dufield Pond  0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.6% (3) 6.9% (B) 2.6% (3) (102) 116
) 86.2%
Elizabeth Lake  0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 1.7%(2) 5.2% (B) 6.0% (7) (100) 116
11.2% 74.1%
Exner Marsh  0.9% (1) 2.6% (3) 1.7% (2) 09.5% (11) 116
{(13) (86)
Fel-ProRRR  0.0% (0) 1.7% (2) 52%(6) 13.8% (16) 10.3% 69.0% 116
(12) (80)
80.2%
Fox Bluff  0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 34%(4) 11.2%(13) 4.3%(5) (93) 116
Glacial ParkiWiedrich Education 10.3% 22 4% 17.2% 23.3%
0.9% (1 25.9% (30 116
Center ) (12) (26) (30) (20) (27)
12.1% 76.7%
Harrison Benwell  0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 4.3% (5) 6.0% (7) 116
(14) (89)
; 75.0%
Hebron Trail  0.0% (0) 3.4% (4) 6.0% (7) 6.9% (B) B.6% (10) (87) 116
Hickory Grove/Lyon's Prairie and 69.0%
Marsh 0.0% (0) 2.6% (3) 43%(5) 17.2%(20) 6.9%(8) (80) 116
12.9% 16.4% 44.0%
The Hollows  0.0% (0) 5.2% (6) (15) 21.6% (25) (19) (51) 116
: 86.2%
HUM Trail 0.9% (1) 0.9% (1) 1.7%(2) 3.4% (4) 6.9% (B) (100) 116
. 90.5%
Lyle C. Thomas Memorial Park  0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 5.2% (B6) 3.4% (4) 116
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ey T e 12. In the past year, what are the McHenry County Conservation District activities or amenities in which you or members of your
Marengo Ridge  0.0% (0) 1.7% (2) (‘iﬁ} 19.0% (22) “'5) [é“ 116 family have participated (please check all that apply)?
Response Response
i . 15.5% 69.0%
Nippersink Canoe Base  0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 26%(3) 12.1%(14) (18) (80) 116 Percent Count

63.8% Biking | 50.0% 58

Pleasant Valley  0.0% (0) 3.4% (4) 6.9% (8) 19.8% (23) 6.0% (7) - 116
(74) Camping = 15.5% 18
Prairie Trail  0.0% (0) L 9.5%(11) 14.7%(17) uLE L B 116 Canoeinglkayaking 233% 27

(12) (12) (64)
Cross country skiing = 14.7% 17
o ) 10.3% 56.0%

Prairieview Education Center  0.0% (0) 2.6% (3) 21.6% (25) 9.5%(11) 116
(12) (65) Fising T ] 26.7% 31
RushCreek 09%(1) 34%({4) 52%(6) 13.8%(16) 1{21:" :::‘ 116 Hiking I 71.6% 83
o455 Horsebackriding = 14.7% 17

Silver Creek  0.0% (0) 0.8% (1) 1.7% (2) 5.2% (6) T7.8%(9) i 116 .
(98) Hunting = 4.3% 5
- 81.0% Picnicking ' 36.2% 42
Stickney Run  0.0% (0) 0.9% (1) 3.4% (4) 6.0% (7) 8.6% (10) (94) 116 ! -

MNature programs -~ 31.0% 36

(other - please name) 15
Special events 37.9% 44

answered guestion 116
Volunteering 17.2% 20

skipped guestion 0
Other =] 12.1% 14
(please specify) 16
answered guestion 116
skipped question 0
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Appendix B
Online Survey, continued

13. In reference to specific trail improvements, how much of a priority should the following be for the McHenry County
Conservation District (a “0" ranking means not important at all and a “5” ranking means extremely important)?
0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count
19.0% 23.3% 371%
13A. Biking trails 6.0% 5.2% (6 9.5% (11 116
ng (7) (8) (11} 22) @7 {43)
12.9% 12.9% 17.2% 34.5% 16.4%
13B. Cross country ski trails 6.0% (7 116
A (15) (15) (20) (40) (19) o
14.7% 15.5% 19.8% 24.1% 19.0%
13C. Horseback frails 6.9% (8 116
(17 (18) (23) (28) ® 2
N " 121% 11.2% 18.1% 35.3% 121% 11.2%
13D. Fitness frails (14) (13) 21 @1) (14) (13) 116
29.3% 24.1% 20.7% 21.6%
13E. In-line skating trails 26% (3 1.7% (2 116
o ) (28) (24) (25) @ @
. ) . 12.9% 12.9% 31.0% 25.0% 13.8%
13F. Compass/ orienteering trails 4 3% (5) 116
(15) (15) (36) (29) (16)
. . 14.7% 13.8% 25.0% 21.6% 17.2%
13G. Paved multi-use trails T.8% (9 116
(17 & (16) (29) (25) (20)
) ; 17 2% 25.0% 47.4%
13H. Walking trails 2.6% (3) 2 6% (3) 5.2% (6) 116
(20) (29) (55)
. . 13.8% 11.2% 34.5% 15.5% 15.5%
131. ADA accessible trails  9.5% (11 116
( (16) (13) (40) (18) (18)
answered guestion 116
skipped guestion 0

14. In reference to specific camping improvements, how much of a priority should the following be for the McHenry County
Conservation District (a “0" ranking means not important at all and a “5” ranking means extremely important)?

0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count
14A. Camping facilities for 8.6% (10) 10.3% 11.2% 16.4% 23.3% 30.2% 16
individuals/ families ) (12) (13) (19) (27) (35)
11.2% 15.5% 20 7% 19.8% 26.7%
14B. Camping facilities for grou 6.0% (7 116
ping qroups 43y (18) (24) (23) (31) M
29.3% 19.0% 25.9% 12.1%
14C. Camping facilities for R\V's T7.8% (9 6.0% (7 116
mping (34) (22) (a0) (14) © M
20.7% 17.2% 22.4% 19.0% 12 1%
14D. Rental cabins for campin 8.6% (10 116
g g (20) (26) 22) (14) o
13.8% 17.2% 21.6% 14.7% 11.2% 21.6%
14E. Shower facilities for campin 116
Pna - (16) (20) (25) (17) (13) (25)
answered guestion 116
skipped guestion 0

15. In reference to specific water activities improvements, how much of a priority should the following be for the McHenry
County Conservation District (a “0” ranking means not important at all and a “5" ranking means extremely important)?

0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count
11.2% 27.6% 20.7% 24.1%
15A. Fishing opportunities 6.9% (8’ 9.5% (11 116
LR A 4 g (32) (24) (28)
13.8% 13.8% 24 1% 27.6% 112%
15B. Fly fishing opportunities 9.5% (11 116
DL (16) (16) (28) (32) M gy
12.1% 17.2% 24.1% 19.0% 21.6%
15C. Boal/ kayak/ canoe rentals 6.0% 116
(14) i (20) (28) (22) (25)
13.8% 25 0% 23.3% 25.9%
15D. Boal/ kayak/ canoe launches  4.3% (5) 7.8% (9) 116
(16) (29) (27) (30)
. 12.1% 17.2% 23.3% 22 4% 14.7% 10.3%
15E. Ice skatin 116
g (14) (20) (27) (26) (17 (12)
answered guestion 116
skipped guestion 0
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McHenry County Conservation District Community Input Survey

1. What recreational facilities/programs do you or members of your family most frequently use?

Response Response
Percent Count

City parks department/ park district

facilities 52.6% 61

Local school facilities = 7.8% 9

State park(s) [ 431% 50

— c°""g§§;’;m:; | 71.6% a3
Privately owned facilities (golf P an
course, church camps, etc.) = =
Other 15.5% 18

(please name the facilities) M

answered guestion 116

skipped question 0

2. How often do you or members of your family use the recreational facilities/programs you identified? (choose the answer that
best applies to you)

Response Response
Percent Count

Daily =~ 9.5% 11

Weekly 53.4% 62

122 McHenry County Conservation District

17. In reference to specific outdoor adventure improvements, how much of a priority should the following be for the McHenry
County Conservation District (a “0” ranking means not important at all and a “5” ranking means extremely important)?

0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count
17.2% 20.7% 19.8% 21.6% 10.3% 10.3%
17A. Arch 116
Y (an) (24) 23) (25) (12) (12)
233% 25.0% 21.6% 12.9% 14 7%
178B. sleddin 2.6% (3 116
Dog 9 o (29) (25) (15) @
23.3% 15.5% 16.4% 25.9% 11.2%
17C. Geocachin T.8% (9 116
9 on (18) (19) (30) (13) @
17D. High s/te buildi 233% 25.9% 15.5% 19.0% 11.2%
igh ropes/team building 5.29% (6) 7
course (27) (30) (18) (22) {13)
20.7% 15.5% 18.1% 19.0% 19.8%
17E. Horsehack riding/stable rentals 6.9% (8 116
ot (24) (18) @1) 22) ©® @y
i 39.7% 16.4% 19.0%
17F. Hunting 9.5%(11) 6.0% (7) 9.5% (11) 116
46) (1) 22)
— 23.3% 15.5% 17.2% 25.0% 12.9%
17G. Rock climbin 6.0% (7 116
°  on (18) (20) (29) (15) o
: 41.4% 19.0% 14 7% 10.3% 10.3%
17H. Target/skeet shooting 4 3% (5) 116
48) (22) (47) (12) (12)
. . 11.2% 14.7% 30.2% 23.3% 15.5%
171. Snow sledding/tubin 52% (6 116
e ® (a7) (35) @7 (18)
42.2% 18.1% 15.5% 13.8%
17J. Snowmobiling 5.2% (6) 5.2% (6) 116
(49) 1) (18) (16)
22.4% 10.3% 17.2% 31.9%
17K. Snowshoe rentals 9.5% ({11 8.6% (10 116
(26) (12) (20) (37) i i
answered guestion 116
skipped guestion 0




Appendix B
Online Survey, continued

18. In reference to specific general visitation improvements, how much of a priority should the following be for the McHenry 19. Of the activities listed, rank your preference for the top five activities:
County Conservation District (a “0” ranking means not important at all and a “5” ranking means extremely important)?
Response #1 #2 #3 #4 #5 RE;EE;“
0 1 2 3 4 5 =
Count
13A Biking trails ~ 25.0% (14)  28.6% (16) 10.7% (6) 143%(8)  214%(12) 56
) 18.1% 12.1% 16.4% 21.6% 15.5% 16.4%
18A. Dogoffeash exercisearea (14) {19) (25) {18) (19) 116 13B. Cross country skitrails ~ 9.5% (2) 14.3% (3) 38.1% (8) 19.0% (4)  19.0% (4) 21
18B. Environmental exploration play ~ 10.3% 10.3% 16.4% 25.0% 24.1% 13.8% 16 13C. Horseback frails ~ 55.0% (11) 30.0% (6) 0.0% (0) 10.0% (2) 5.0% (1) 20
area 12) {12) {19) (29) (28) (16)
13D. Fitness frails ~ 14.3% (2) 28.6% (4) 14.3%(2) 7.1% (1) 35.7% (5) 14
18C. Picnic sheftersforgroup . 11.2% 19.0% 31.0% 18.1% 12.1% 116
e e 13) (22) (36) 21) (14 13E. Indine skating trails ~ 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 20.0% (1) 60.0% (3) 20.0% (1) 5
19.0% 14 7% 19.0% 21.6% 13.8%, 12 1% 13F. Compass/ orienteering trails 11.1% (1) 22 2% (2) 22 2% (2) 33.3%(3) 11.1% (1) 9
18D. Outdoor concerts 116
(22) (17) (22) (25) (16) (14)
13G. Paved mulii-use trails ~ 19.2% (5) 15.4% (4) 23.1% (6) 30.8% (8) 11.5% (3) 26
_ 11.2% 23.3% 26.7% 26.7%
St e R S LR A (13) @n 31) (31) i 13H. Walkingtralls ~ 34.7%(25)  236%(17)  167%(12)  11.1%(8)  13.9%(10) 72
. 27 6% 18.1% 28.4% 16.4% 131. ADA accessible trails 40.0% (2) 20.0% (1) 0.0% (0) 20.0% (1) 20.0% (1) 5y
18F. Meeting and conference rooms 5.2% (6) 4 3% (5) 116
@2) 21) (33) (19) S
14A. Camping faciliies for ¢ g, ) 258%(8)  258%(8) 258%(8)  16.1%(5) 31
answered ques‘"'on 116 individuals/ families
skipped guestion 0 14B. Camping facilities for groups ~ 0.0% (0) 33.3% (1) 333% (1) 0.0% (0) 33.3% (1) 3
14C. Camping facilities for Vs~ 0.0%(0) 40.0% (2) 20.0% (1) 20.0% (1) 20.0% (1) 5
14D. Rental cabins for camping  0.0% (0) 14.3% (1) 28.6% (2) 28.6% (2) 28.6% (2) 7
14E. Shower facilities for camping ~ 10.0% (1) 30.0% (3) 0.0% (D) 30.0% (3) 30.0% (3) 10
154 Fishing opportunities  17.4% (4) 17 4% (4) 17.4% (4) 26.1% (6) 21.7% (5) 23
15B. Fly fishing opportunities  20.0% (1) 40.0% (2) 0.0% (D) 20.0% (1) 20.0% (1) 5
15C. Boat/ kayak/ cancerentals  17.4% (4) 4.3% (1) 43.5% (10) 26.1% (6) 8.7% (2) 23
15D. Boal/ kayak/ cance launches  0.0% (0) 37.5% (6) 25.0% (4) 18.8% (3) 18.8% (3) 16
15E. Ice skating  12.5% (1) 0.0% (0) 50.0% (4) 0.0% (0) 37.5% (3) 3
164A. Interpretive/ educational
nierpretivereducational g e 1) 133%(2)  400%(6)  267%)  133%(2) 15
signage
16B. Additional environmental
education cenfers  00% @ 0.0% (0) 33.3% (1) 33.3% (1) 33.3% (1) 3
16C. Historicall cultural site
preservation  333% (81 0.0% (0) 26.7% (4) 26.7% (4) 13.3%(2) 15
16D. Interpretive weather staion ~ 25.0% (1) 0.0% (0) 25.0% (1) 0.0% (0) 50.0% (2) 4
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16E. Interpretive/ exploratory garden
16F . Interpretive visitor's center

17A. Archery

17B. Dog sledding

17C. Geocaching

170. High ropesiteam building
course

17E. Horseback riding/stable rentals
17F. Hunting

17G. Rock climbing

17H. Target/skeet shooting

171. Snow sledding/tubing

17J. Snowmobiling

17K. Snowshoe rentals

18A. Dog off-leash exercise area

18B. Environmental exploration play
area

18C._ Picnic shelters for group
rentals

18D. Outdoor concerts
18E. Seasonal special events

18F. Meeting and conference rooms

16.7% (1)
20.0% (2)
50.0% (4)
66.7% (10)

18.2%(2)

0.0% (0)

21.1% (4)
41.7%(5)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)

5.0% (1)

154%(2)

0.0% (0)

18.2%(2)
0.0% (0)

333%(1)

16.7% (1)
20.0% (2)
12.5% (1)
6.7% (1)

18.2% (2)

25.0% (1)

15.8% (3)
8.3% (1)
20.0% (2)
37.5% (3)
25.0% (1)
75.0% (3)
0.0% (0)

25.0% (5)

T.7% (1)

0.0% (0)

18.2% (2)
20.0% (4)

0.0% (0)

33.3%(2)
0.0% (0)
250%(2)
13.3%(2)

27.3%(3)

50.0% (2)

15.8%(3)
16.7%(2)
30.0% (3)
50.0% (4)
0.0% (0)
250%(1)
33.3%(1)

15.0%(3)

15.4%(2)

33.3%(1)

9.1% (1)
5.0% (1)

0.0% (0)

0.0% (0)
20.0% (2)
12.5% (1)
0.0% (0)

91% (1)

25.0% (1)

21.1% (4)
8.3%(1)

30.0% (3)
12.5% (1)
75.0% (3)
0.0% (0)

33.3% (1)

20.0% (4)

38.5% (5)

0.0% (0)

18.2% (2)
50.0% (10)

0.0% (0)

33.3%(2)
40.0% (4)
0.0% (0)
13.3%(2)

27.3%(3)

0.0% (0)

26.3% (5)
25.0%(3)
20.0%(2)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)
0.0% (0)
33.3%(1)

35.0%(7)

23.1%(3)

66.7% (2)

36.4% (4)
25.0% (5)

66.7% (2)

Other (please list)

answered guestion

skipped guestion

19

12

10

20. Of the recreational programs/facilities used by you or members of your family, which should be provided by the McHenry
County Conservation District (please list):

Response Response
Percent Count

1. | 100.0% 116
2 | 54.7% 75
3. 53.4% 62
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Appendix B
Online Survey, continued

22. What is your age? 24. How long have you been a resident of McHenry County?

Response Response Response Response
Percent Count Percent Count
Under 18years = 17% 2 13years 15.5% 18
1824 = 2 6% 3 45years o 10.3% 12
2534 15.5% 18 6-10years 0.5% 11
/Y 31.0% 36 More than 10 years 44.8% 52
4554 31.9% a7 Always (all my life) 10.3% 12
5564 o 13.8% 16 Don'tknow [ 0.9% 1
6574 & 17% 2 Not a McHenry County resident == 8.6% 10
7handolder - 1.7% 2 answered guestion 116
answered guestion 116 skipped guestion 0
skipped guestion 0
25. Please provide the name of the city, village or township in which you reside.
23. How many children under the age of 18 live in your home?

Comprehensive Site Development and Public Access Plan 125



26. Survey Respondent Information (optional):

Response Response
Percent Count

Name (optional) | 9M1.7% 44
Address (optional) 83.3% 40
Address (optional) 0.0% ]

Cityf State/ Zip (optional) | M.7% 44

Email (optional) 68.8% 33
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