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Introduction. Purpose. Approach.

Introduction: Beyond Your Base conducted a public opinion survey on behalf of the Naperville Park District.
Purpose: Gather community feedback on a potential bond measure.

Approach:
e 16-question survey and associated fact sheet.
* Printed survey and fact sheet mailed to all 53,457 registered voter households on October 22, 2025.
* Online survey accessible via QR code on printed surveys.
* Text message with survey link sent to 60,447 voters on November 4.

Response:
e 7,435 surveys returned by November 15.
* Mail (61%), QR Code (21%), Text (18%).

* After the initial analysis was completed, an additional 598 mail surveys were received, bringing the
total number of responses to 8,033. All survey responses have been incorporated into the ballot
guestion results (see Page 16).

* 15% response rate.
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Gender of Survey Respondents

Prefer to Self- R No
Describe esponse

2\ 8%

Female

44%

March 2026 Likely Voters
Male 47%
Female 53%

Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.
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Age of Survey Respondents

Survey
Age Respondents

18-34 4%
35-44 14%
45-54 17%
55-64 21%
65-74 25%
75+ 19%

Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.
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Zip Codes of Survey Respondents

Survey
Zip Code Respondents

60565
60540
60564
60563
Other
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29%
29%
22%
18%
3%
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Awareness of Proposal

Before receiving this survey, how much had you read, seen, or heard about Naperville Park District’s proposed bond referendum for a new community activity center at Frontier
Sports Complex, land for open space/ftrails, improvements to several parks, and the addition of seasonal refrigerated outdoor ice rinks?

No Answer

o

Nothingat_
All

A Lot
20%

Some + ALot=77%
Hardly Anything + Nothing at All = 22%

ze O
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Self-Reported Likely to Vote

How likely are you to vote in the March 17, 2026 Midterm Primary Election?

Not at All :
Not Very Likely Likely Don;(;(now
0

3% \2%

Somewhat__—4
Likely
14%

Very Likely
9%

Somewhat + Very Likely = 93%
Not Very + Not at All Likely = 5%

Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.
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Performance in Meeting Park & Rec Needs

How well do you think Naperville Park District is meeting the community’s parks and recreation needs?

Don’t Know
Not At All o
Well 1% 87

Not Very — &
Well
5%

Very Well

46%
Somewhat

Well
42%

Somewhat + Very Well = 88%
Not Very + Not at All = 6%

e

—_—

Page 7 Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding. Naperville  EQMMUNITY

Park District INDOORS & OUT
Worrh 2038 Fumeiig ot

BEYOND
“:7 YOUR
WIGHT & COMPANY BAsE




Trust in Fiscal Management

How confident are you that the Park District would utilize funds responsibly from a voter-approved bond referendum?

Don't Know

NotAtAll 6%
Confident__ 4
8%

\

Very
Confident
35%

Somewhat

Confident
Somewhat + Very Confident = 73% 38%

Not Very + Not at All Confident = 22%
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Priority on Parts of the Proposal

Please rate the priority you believe should be given to funding each possible project through

the proposed bond referendum. Use a scale from 1 (Low Priority) to 5 (High Priority). Low High Net
Priority Priority Favorability
(1) (5) (4+5) — (1+2)

New Community Activity Center at Frontier Sports Complex: A multipurpose indoor o o o o 0 0
facility with fitness spaces, aquatics, a walk/jog track, gymnasiums, and more. 25% 8% 13% 16% 36 19%

Open Space Land Acquisition/Trail Expansion: Purchase 5.7 acres of undisturbed wooded
property adjacent to Walnut Ridge Park and 6.5 acres of property adjacent to Heritage Woods ~ 21% 10% 18% 21% 29% 19%
to expand nature trails and conserve open space.

Nike Sports Complex Improvements: Expanded trails and seating areas, playground
upgrades, new water spray features, a new challenge course, a cricket field shelter, ballfield 26% 15% 25% 20% 13% -8%
upgrades, and new native plant restoration areas.

Wolf’s Crossing Community Park Improvements: Two new ballfields, a ballfield hub, a

0 0 0 0 0 .90
new restroom building, and expanded parking. 29% [ 267 et 8% 23%

Country Lakes Park Improvements: New pickleball courts, expanded trails, a new lighted
cricket field, a new sand volleyball court, basketball court renovations, new shelters, a new 30% 18% 27% 15% 8% -25%
restroom building, and a new parking lot.

Refrigerated Outdoor Ice Rinks: Relocate two seasonal ice rinks to the Community Garden

0 0 0 0 0 _.nQ0
Plots parking lot and add refrigeration to extend the skating season. e e e it it A,
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Priority on Proposed Amenities at the Possible New Community Activity Center

Please rate the priority you believe should be given to each possible amenity at the

proposed new community activity center at Frontier Sports Complex. Use a scale from 1 Low High Net
(Low Priority) to 5 (High Priority). P"(‘;';'W "“(‘;f)'ty (Zi"s‘;’f':'l'fzv)

Fitness room with cardio, circuit, and weight equipment 22% 8% 18% 21% 27% 18%
Elevated walk/jog track 24% 8% 17% 20% 28% 16%
Gymnasium with three multisport courts (basketball, volleyball, pickleball, other) 22% 9% 20% 23% 23% 15%
Lap pool (8 lane, 25 yard) 26% 9% 15% 16% 31% 12%
Warm-water therapy pool for fitness, lessons, and physical rehabilitation 25% 10% 17% 19% 27% 1%
Group exercise and cycling rooms 24% 1% 22% 20% 20% 5%

Activity pool with zero-depth entry, water slide, spray/play features, and 3 lap lanes 29% 1% 17% 15% 25% 0%

Short-term childcare space 28% 14% 22% 17% 15% -10%
Dedicated space for Western DuPage Special Recreation Association (WDSRA) 34% 14% 21% 13% 14% -21%
Indoor playground 33% 16% 21% 15% 12% -22%
Multipurpose rooms for rentals and meetings 33% 17% 23% 15% 9% -26%
Dance and performing arts rooms 32% 18% 25% 14% 8% -28%
Tumbling/auxiliary gym 32% 18% 26% 13% 8% -29%
Social spaces near indoor playground 35% 19% 23% 13% 8% -33%
Party room overlooking activity pool 43% 17% 20% 10% % -43%
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How convincing is each of the following statements
in support of the possible bond referendum?

Please rate each statement on a scale from 1 (Not at All Convincing) to 5 (Very Convincing).

Fort Hill Activity Center is near capacity. A second community activity center could help reduce
waitlists, expand access to high-demand programs, and extend the useful life of existing facilities.

Available open space in Naperville is limited. The proposed project would help protect wooded
areas and improve access to nature trails for walking, running, and quiet recreation.

Naperville Park District serves approximately 150,000 residents. A new community activity center
could help meet growing demand for year-round indoor recreation.

Districtwide recreation, park, and open space improvements would benefit all Naperville residents
while also helping to protect property values.

Naperville does not have enough indoor pools, especially after the recent closures of other
facilities with pools. A new community activity center with lap lanes, a therapy pool, and an activity
pool could help meet the community’s demand.

The proposed indoor recreation and park improvements would expand access to health and
wellness opportunities for Naperville residents of all ages.

The proposed community activity center would include 11 lap lanes—38 in the lap pool and 3 in the
activity pool—providing more opportunities for swimmers during busy hours and supporting multi-
use programming.

Page 11  Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding and not presenting percentages tied to no answer.

Not at all

Convincing

(1)

18%

17%

19%

19%

23%

20%

25%

9%

9%

10%

10%

10%

1%

12%

15%

17%

16%

17%

15%

17%

18%

22%

21%

21%

21%

17%

21%

17%

Very
Convincing

(5)

34%

34%

32%

30%

34%

28%

26%

Net
(4) +(5) -
(1) +(2)

29%

29%

24%

22%

18%

18%

6%




How convincing is each of the following statements
opposing the possible bond referendum?

Not at all
Please rate each statement on a scale from 1 (Not at All Convincing) to 5 (Very Convincing). Cocr)wi;:lc?ng nnn
(1)

Property taxes are already too high. 6% % 16% 17%

Given current economic uncertainty and rising costs, now may not be the right time to launch new

) ) 11% 12% 20% 17%
capital projects.

The Park District is trying to do too much at once. The number of projects should be scaled back. 13% 12% 19% 16%

While a new community activity center in south Naperville could help alleviate capacity issues at

0 0, 0 0,
the Fort Hill Activity Center, it may be less accessible to residents in other parts of the District. A ek A ek

The proposed 8-lane x 25-yard lap pool is too small. The District should reduce other planned
spaces in the new community activity center and instead build a 50-meter, competition-size pool,
even though it would increase construction and operating costs and likely require a second voter-
approved referendum to fund operations.

39% 16% 19% 8%

Having a new community activity center could negatively affect other providers in the area. 41% 19% 18% 7%

Page 12 Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding and not presenting percentages tied to no answer.

Very

Convincing

(5)

52%

39%

38%

30%

15%

13%

Net
(4)+(5)-
(1)+(2)

56%
33%

29%

13%

-32%

-40%




Likelihood of Support Given Current Tax Rate

How likely would you be to support the possible bond referendum knowing that Naperville Park District’s current tax rate is among the lowest in the area

and accounts for about 5% of a homeowner’s property tax bill?

Somewhat
Less Like Much Less
7% K Likely

19%
Makes No

Difference

Somewhat 26%

More Likely
L Much M
SCH HIOIE Don't Know
Likely 10
Somewhat + Much More Likely = 47% 24% L

Somewhat + Much Less Likely = 26%

e
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Level of Tax Sensitivity

If you learned that the Park District's bond referendum would result in an estimated annual tax increase of $139, or about $12 per month, for a home with a
fair market value of $500,000, with a financing term not to exceed 20 years, would you be more likely or less likely to vote yes?

Much Less
Likely
Somewhat 23% Makes No

Les:1lz/loke Difference
21%

Don't Know
Somewhat Much More 1%
More Likely Likely

21% 23%

Somewhat + Much More Likely = 44%
Somewhat + Much Less Likely = 34%
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Ballot Question

If a local election were held today, would you vote “yes” in favor of, or “no” to oppose, the following
funding proposal:

Shall the Naperville Park District, DuPage and Will Counties, lllinois, improve parks and facilities
throughout the District, including, without limitation: constructing a multipurpose indoor activity center at
Frontier Sports Complex, which would provide a walking and jogging track, fitness and exercise rooms,
gymnasiums, indoor swimming pools and rooms for programs and community activities; improving Nike
Sports Complex, Country Lakes Park and Wolf's Crossing Community Park; constructing seasonal
refrigerated outdoor ice rinks; and acquiring land, and issue its bonds to the amount of $135,000,000 for
the purpose of paying the costs thereof?

3]
-y

%
\:

=
=]




30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

Ballot Question Results

26% 27%

Definitely Yes Probably Yes

\ )
|

Yes: 53%
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27%

15%

Probably No Definitely No

)

|
No: 42%

4%

Don't Know

1%
I

No Answer
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Support for Proposal: Gender

Male

Don't Know
4%

Definitely

Yes
Definitely No 25%

29%

Probably
Yes
27%

Yes: 52%
No: 44%
n: 3,595
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Female

Don't Know
5%

Definitely
Yes
31%

Definitely No
20%

Probably Yes
30%

Yes: 61%
No: 34%
n: 3,255 E
e
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Support for Proposal: More Than One Person Responding

Page 18 Percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.

Don't Know
4%

Definitely
Yes
25%

Definitely No
33%

Probably
Yes
24%

Yes: 49%
No: 47%
n: 946




Support for Proposal: Self-Reported March Likely Voters

Likely

Don't Know
5%

Definitely
Yes
Definitely No 27%
28%

Probably
Yes
26%

Yes: 53%

No: 42%
n: 4,978
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Unlikely

Don't Know
6%

Definitely
Yes

Definitely No 24%

25%

Probably Yes
30%

Yes: 54%
No: 41%
n: 2,457
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100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

5%

10%

18-34

Support for Proposal: Age

4% 5%
19%
26%
10%
29%
26%
38%
35-44 45-54
M Def Yes Prob Yes Prob No
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4%

55-64

m Def No

5%

27%

65-74

Don’t Know

9%

18% ____
25%

18%
75+
&
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Support for Proposal: School-Age Children in Household
100%
90%
80%
70% 12%
10%
60% 16%
PSR 0 N - - -0 S s 0 S
30%
40% 26%
27%
30%
20%
31%
10%
0%
No school-age Under 5 5-8 9-12 13-17
children
Hm Def Yes Prob Yes Prob No mDef No Don’t Know E
= s 1
== \/ BEYOND
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Support for Proposal: Zip Code

100% 4% 5% 5% 5%
90%
21%

80%
70% 12%
60% 16% 15% 15%
50% = o P (=), S e
40% 27% 28% 28%
30%
20%
10%

0%

60565 60540 60564 60563
W Def Yes Prob Yes Prob No mDefNo Don’t Know
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Property Tax Burden (767)

Facility Location and Distribution (522)
Swimming Pool Facilities (429)

Project Cost Concerns (422)

Project and Spending Criticism (316)
Community Recreation Needs (238)
Swimming Pool Design (218)

User Fees and Affordability (214)
Economic Hardship and Constraints (200)
Community Activity Centers (186)

Facility and Pool Amenities (178)
Statement Against/For (175)

Competition Swimming Facilities (161)
Sports and Recreation Infrastructure (161)
Community Benefits and Participation (146)
Private Fitness Alternatives (130)

Budget Reduction (129)
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Open-Ended Feedback

For/Against Ice Rink (119)

Facility Maintenance and Utilization (114)
Economic Affordability (112)

Public vs Private Recreation (105)

Fitness and Recreation Programs (103)
Land and Green Space Preservation (100)
Facility Accessibility (95)

Community Center Development (92)
Aquatic Facility Planning and Design (89)
Programs for Seniors (84)

Traffic and Parking (79)

Facility Expansion (76)

Trails and Cycling Infrastructure (76)
Playground and Family Spaces (74)
Community Inclusivity and Accessibility (73)
Service and Staff Quality (73)

Health and Wellness Programs (72)

6,837
Mentions

Trail and Path Development (68)
Environmental Preservation (67)
Facility Maintenance Costs (65)
Facility and Playground Design (64)
Tax Burden and Equity (63)
Competitive and Tennis Facilities (56)
Project Funding and Revenue (55)
Financial Planning and Management (54)
Facility and Space Accessibility (50)
Pickleball Facilities (49)

Youth Sports Facilities (49)

Project Cost Transparency (38)
Facility Financial Planning (31)




Summary of Results

Support for Proposal:
* 53% Yes
« 42% No
» 5% Undecided/No Response

Polarized Intensity of Support: 26% Definitely Yes vs. 27% Definitely No
Support Across Demographics:
» Females more supportive than males (61% vs. 52%) and are underrepresented in the survey

* Younger groups are more supportive; those 55+ are less supportive; those 75+ are unsupportive
» Consistent support across all geographies with the highest level of support from 60564

Strong Awareness: 77% had heard a lot or some about the proposal
Strong Level of Trust: 73% trust the District’s use of funds vs. 22% do not
Strong Satisfaction with District: 88% say the District is meeting needs very + somewhat well vs. 6% who say not well

Modest Concern Regarding Tax Impact: 44% More Likely to Support vs. 34% Less Likely to Support
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Summary of Results (cont.)

» The priority placed on parts of the proposal by the survey respondents fall into three tiers (net priority):

First Tier:
v New Community Activity Center at Frontier Sports Complex (19%)
v" Open Space Land Acquisition/Trail Expansion (19%)

Second Tier:
v" Nike Sports Complex Improvements (-8%)

Third Tier:
v Wolf's Crossing Community Park Improvements (-23%)
v" Country Lakes Park Improvements (-25%)
v" Refrigerated Outdoor Ice Rinks (-28%)

e
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Summary of Results (cont.)

The priority placed on parts of the proposal by the survey respondents fall into three tiers (net priority):
First Tier:
v Fitness room with cardio, circuit, and weight equipment (18%)
v Elevated walk/jog track (16%)
v Gymnasium with three multisport courts (basketball, volleyball, pickleball, other) (15%)
v" Lap pool (8 lane, 25 yard) (12%)
v Warm-water therapy pool for fitness, lessons, and physical rehabilitation (11%)
v" Group exercise and cycling rooms (5%)
v Activity pool with zero-depth entry, water slide, spray/play features, and 3 lap lanes (0%)

Second Tier:
v" Short-term childcare space (-10%)

Third Tier:
v" Dedicated space for Western DuPage Special Recreation Association (WDSRA) (-21%)
v’ Indoor playground (-22%)
v" Multipurpose rooms for rentals and meetings (-26%)
v" Dance and performing arts rooms (-28%)
v" Tumbling/auxiliary gym (-29%)
v" Social spaces near indoor playground (-33%)
v" Party room overlooking activity pool (-43%)
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Summary of Results (cont.)

» The arguments FOR THE PROPOSAL that resonated with respondents fall into three tiers of agreement (net convincing):

First Tier:

v" Fort Hill Activity Center is near capacity. A second community activity center could help reduce waitlists, expand access to high-
demand programs, and extend the useful life of existing facilities. (29%)

v" Available open space in Naperville is limited. The proposed project would help protect wooded areas and improve access to
nature trails for walking, running, and quiet recreation. (29%)

v" Naperville Park District serves approximately 150,000 residents. A new community activity center could help meet growing
demand for year-round indoor recreation. (24%)

v" Districtwide recreation, park, and open space improvements would benefit all Naperville residents while also helping to
protect property values. (22%)

Second Tier:
v" Naperville does not have enough indoor pools, especially after the recent closures of other facilities with pools. A new community
activity center with lap lanes, a therapy pool, and an activity pool could help meet the community’s demand. (18%)
v The proposed indoor recreation and park improvements would expand access to health and wellness opportunities for Naperville
residents of all ages. (18%)

Third Tier:
v" The proposed community activity center would include 11 lap lanes—38 in the lap pool and 3 in the activity pool—providing more

opportunities for swimmers during busy hours and supporting multi-use programming. (6%) {.% ﬂ“
i
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Summary of Results (cont.)

The arguments AGAINST THE PROPOSAL the proposal that resonated with respondents fall into three tiers of agreement
(net convincing):

First Tier:
v" Property taxes are already too high. (56%)
v" Given current economic uncertainty and rising costs, now may not be the right time to launch new capital projects. (33%)
v" The Park District is trying to do too much at once. The number of projects should be scaled back. (29%)

Second Tier:
v" While a new community activity center in south Naperville could help alleviate capacity issues at the Fort Hill Activity Center,
it may be less accessible to residents in other parts of the District. (13%)

Third Tier:

v" The proposed 8-lane x 25-yard lap pool is too small. The District should reduce other planned spaces in the new community
activity center and instead build a 50-meter, competition-size pool, even though it would increase construction and operating
costs and likely require a second voter-approved referendum to fund operations. (-32%)

v" Having a new community activity center could negatively affect other providers in the area. (-40%)
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