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GOLF D67 MENU SURVEY RESULTS 11-3-21 
 
Note: This memo is only an analysis of the Menu Survey results, which is just one of the three tracks we use to gather data. 
Our full analysis of all data gathered during Phase 2 will be included in our Phase 2 report. 

 

ANALYSIS SUMMARY 
Golf Elementary School District 67 is well positioned to continue moving forward with this community engagement 
effort. Results from this survey indicate the public is strongly supportive of the district and favorable towards all 
individual projects under consideration, though some more than others. 

The public is supportive of all available infrastructure solutions, though work remains to drive towards a consensus 
since there is disagreement over the best solution. 

Importantly, the public does not show overall opposition towards investing in D67 to pursue these potential solutions, 
though the preference is to achieve these improvements as inexpensively as possible. 

 

DETAILED ANALYSIS 
First, Golf residents have a very favorable opinion of their schools. 75% rate their district favorably, including 40% who 
rate their district “very favorable.” Meanwhile, only 15% rate their district unfavorably. This gives the district a net 
positive favorability rating of +61%, which is very strong. Clearly D67 residents support their schools and are appreciative 
of the work being done by the district. 

The district’s favorability is strongest among younger (+82%) and middle-aged residents (+70%), females (+67%), 
moderates (+71%), liberals (+66%), and those whose children currently attend school in D67 (+77%). As is common, the 
district’s favorability is weakest, though still positive, among seniors (+43%), conservatives (+37%), those whose children 
previously attended D67 (+55%), and those with no connection to the district (+48%). 

Next, residents show support for all individual projects tested, though some more strongly than others. Student & 
Teacher Safety receives the highest level of support (+55%), then Life Safety & Infrastructure (+53%), then Classroom 
Capacity (+49%). Receiving nearly as strong support are Playground and Recess (+45%), Cafeterias (+44%), Programming 
Space (+44%), and 21st Century Learning (+41%). Receiving solid support are Gymnasium (+37%), Parking & Student 
Drop Off (36%), and Building Capacity (+29%). 

The public’s highest priority projects differ from their overall favorability for each project, which is common as the 
priority level gauges how strongly the public supports each individual project over all other projects. Classroom Capacity 
is the top priority (improving from 3rd in overall favorability), followed by 21st Century Learning (improving from 7th in 
overall favorability), then Building Capacity (improving from 10th in overall favorability). Meanwhile, Student & Teacher 
Safety is the 4th priority (dropping from 1st in overall favorability), Life Safety & Infrastructure the 5th 
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priority (dropping from 2nd in overall favorability), and Programming Space the 6th priority (holding at 6th compared to 
overall favorability). The remaining projects are Parking & Student Drop Off at 7th priority (improving from 9th in overall 
favorability), Playground & Recess at 8th priority (dropping from 4th in overall favorability), Gymnasium at 9th priority 
(dropping from 9th in overall favorability), and Cafeterias at 10th priority (dropping from 5th in overall favorability). 

Demographic support levels for all potential individual projects follow the typical trend of younger residents, females, 
minorities, liberals, and parents of children currently attending a D67 school being more supportive; seniors, males, 
whites, conservatives, and individuals who have not had children go through D67 being less supportive; and moderates 
and parents of children who previously attended a D67 school in between but more favorable.  

Below are some items of note in the demographic breakdown: 

• Age 
o Younger residents are more supportive of Classroom Capacity (+73%), Life Safety & Infrastructure (+75%), and 

Cafeterias (+70%). Classroom Capacity is the highest priority for younger residents. 
o Seniors are significantly more supportive of Student & Teacher Safety (+47%) than other projects. 

• Gender 
o Males are more supportive of 21st Century Learning (+43%), with this project their highest priority followed by 

Classroom Capacity. 
o Females are more supportive of Student & Teacher Safety (+61%), with this project their second highest priority 

behind Classroom Capacity. 
• Ethnicity 
o While all ethnic demographics prioritize Classroom Capacity first, whites prioritize safety and infrastructure next 

(Student & Teacher Safety and Building Capacity) while minorities tend to prioritize education next (21st Century 
Learning and Programming Space). 

• Ideology 
o Conservatives strongly support Student & Teacher Safety (+31%), with that project their top priority. 
o After Classroom Capacity, moderates place their highest priority on educational projects (21st Century Learning and 

Programming Space). 
o After Classroom Capacity, liberals have balanced priorities, with Building Capacity 2nd and Student & Teacher Safety 

and 21st Century Learning tied for 3rd. 
• Connection 
o While all connection demographics prioritize Classroom Capacity first, parents of children currently attending D67 

prioritize 21st Century Learning next, parents of children who previously attended D67 prioritize Student & Teacher 
Safety next, and individuals who have not had children go through D67 prioritize Life Safety & Infrastructure next. 

Next, the public shows support for all three potential infrastructure solutions. New Construction is the most favorable 
(+30%), then Renovation (+24%), then Renovation + Expansion (+17%). The public ranks New Construction the highest, 
then Renovation + Expansion, then Renovation. These ranks carry across all demographics, with the only exceptions 
being moderates rank Renovation + Expansion first, while conservatives are more favorable towards Renovation though 
they still rank New Construction first. 

Finally, the public is favorable towards one of the three funding levels while evenly split on the other two. As is often 
the case, the Low funding level receives the most support (+30%). Meanwhile, the Medium funding level receives equal 
support and opposition (0%), though it should be noted support is more tepid (27% somewhat compared to just 19% 
strongly). The High funding level is also nearly evenly split (-1%), with both positions more passionate (support is 29% 
strongly to just 17% somewhat while opposition is 33% strongly to just 14% somewhat). While the rankings are close, the 
public ranks the Low funding level highest, followed by the High funding level, then the Medium funding level. Of note, 
77% of the public support some level of additional funding for D67 compared to only 14% who do not support additional 
funding, showing the public supports investing some level of funding into the district to solve these challenges. 
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY 
Results are based on automated telephone interviews conducted among a random sample of individuals in Golf 
Elementary School District 67. Data for this survey research was collected by Victory Geek for EOSullivan Consulting. 

Interviews were conducted via a computer-assisted telephone interviewing system utilizing techniques designed to 
achieve the highest possible respondent cooperation. The surveys were conducted from Monday, October 25th through 
Saturday, October 30th. 314 responses were collected, leading to a margin of sampling error for the survey of ±5.4%. The 
margin of sampling error may be higher for subgroups. 

Data is modeled in real-time as the interviews are conducted using Victory Geek’s proprietary system, which determines 
interview targets based on weighted demographic information from the U.S. Census Bureau’s Current Population Survey 
Voting and Registration Supplement. Data is sampled using demographic information from the Illinois Secretary of State 
and Cook County Clerk to construct sample target weights. 
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Golf School District 67 Menu Survey Script 

Field Dates: TBD 

 

 

Survey Script 

Hello, you’re being called to participate in an important ten-minute survey on your school district, Golf School District 67.  

If you would like to give your opinion, which is collected anonymously and will not be shared with any outside parties, 
please stay on the line for all twenty-five questions or your response will not count. 

 

Question 1: What is your age? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you are 29 or younger. 1 

PRESS 2 if you are between 30 and 44. 2 

PRESS 3 if you are between 45 and 64. 3 

PRESS 4 if you are 65 or older. 4 

 

Question 2: What is your gender? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you are male. 1 

PRESS 2 if you are female. 2 

 

Question 3: What is your ethnicity? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you are white. 1 

PRESS 2 if you are Hispanic. 2 

PRESS 3 if you are African American. 3 

PRESS 4 if you are Asian. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are another ethnicity. 5 

 



Question 4: Would you generally consider yourself to be more conservative, moderate, or 
liberal on matters of public policy? 

CODE 

PRESS 1 for conservative. 1 

PRESS 2 for moderate. 2  

PRESS 3 for liberal. 3  

 

Question 5: What is your connection to Golf School District 67? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you have children currently attending District 67 schools. 1 

PRESS 2 if you previously had children attend District 67 schools. 2 

PRESS 3 if you do not have children who have attended District 67 schools. 3 

 

Question 6: What is your opinion of your school district, Golf School District 67? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you have a very favorable opinion. 1 

PRESS 2 if you have a somewhat favorable opinion. 2 

PRESS 3 if you have a somewhat unfavorable opinion. 3 

PRESS 4 if you have a very unfavorable opinion. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 7: Members of the community have suggested a number of improvements to 
Golf School District 67 schools. The next eleven questions are regarding these 
potential individual projects. 

Do you support or oppose investing in Classroom Capacity? This would allow 
for additional and larger classrooms which provides more space for student 
collaboration, small group instruction, and maintaining distances that may 
be required during health pandemics. It would also allow for more efficient 
use of space and the future potential to reduce class sizes. But it cannot be 
achieved without expansion or new construction. This has been estimated to 
cost $17 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 



Question 8: Do you support or oppose investing in Programming Space? This would 
provide optimized and dedicated spaces for electives, gifted and talented 
programming, and specialized services and special education leading to 
increased opportunities for students, but cannot be achieved without 
expansion or new construction. This has been estimated to cost $10.21 
million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 9: Do you support or oppose investing in 21st Century Learning? This would 
provide modernized learning spaces and media centers with modern 
furniture to effectively implement present and future curriculum. It would 
also facilitate collaboration and allow for more individual and small group 
instruction. But it cannot be achieved without expansion or new 
construction. This has been estimated to cost $5.465 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 10: Do you support or oppose investing in Building Capacity? This would provide 
larger hallways, improved building layout, better access to nursing staff, and 
increased storage, but cannot be achieved without expansion or new 
construction. This has been estimated to cost $10.122 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 11: Do you support or oppose investing in Student & Teacher Safety? This would 
provide a safer environment for students and teachers including the 
elimination of mobile classrooms. It would also provide more secure 
entrances and updated security and intercom systems. But it cannot be 

CODE 



achieved without expansion or new construction. This has been estimated to 
cost $2.24 million. 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 12: Do you support or oppose investing in Parking & Student Drop Off Areas? 
This would provide safer and more efficient traffic flow, improved drop off 
and pick up, increased parking space, and decreased traffic on neighborhood 
streets, but may result in a loss of green space. This has been estimated to 
cost $2.34 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 13: Do you support or oppose investing in Life Safety & Infrastructure? This 
would provide safer and better-maintained schools and compliance with the 
law through investments in capital projects including roofs, windows, 
plumbing, electrical, lighting, heating and air conditioning, ceilings, floors, 
energy efficiency, and ADA accessibility, but would be costly due to general 
maintenance needs in older buildings. This has been estimated to cost $13.5 
million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 14: Do you support or oppose investing in Cafeterias? This would provide 
increased space for students to eat and socially distance, kitchens can be 
properly utilized, and it allows for better use as a multi-purpose room when 
not being used as a cafeteria, but it cannot be achieved without expansion or 
new construction. This has been estimated to cost $1.5 million.  

CODE 



PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 15: Do you support or oppose investing in Playground & Recess areas? This 
would provide safer and updated recess and playground areas for students to 
be physically active and play, but cannot be achieved without new 
construction. This has been estimated to cost $2.1 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 16: Do you support or oppose investing in Gymnasium? This would provide a 
larger gymnasium with bleachers, spectator space, and ADA compliant locker 
rooms, which can also be used by the community when not used by the 
school. But this cannot be achieved without expansion or new construction. 
This is estimated to cost $6 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support these improvements. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support these improvements. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose these improvements. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose these improvements. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 17: Now, thinking of all ten potential individual projects discussed in this survey, 
which one would you consider to be the most important?  

CODE 

[Rotate 
Responses] 

PRESS # for Classroom Capacity. # 

PRESS # for Programming Space. # 

PRESS # for 21st Century Learning. # 

PRESS # for Building Capacity. # 



PRESS # for Student & Teacher Safety. # 

PRESS # for Parking & Student Drop Off.  # 

PRESS # for Life Safety & Infrastructure. # 

PRESS # for Cafeterias. # 

PRESS # for Playground & Recess. # 

PRESS # for Gymnasium. # 

 

Question 18: With more and more families looking to send their children to our highly 
rated schools, our enrollment has been growing at an unsustainable pace 
and it’s starting to show. We’ve run out of space, and even with using 
temporary trailers our average class size is the highest of all neighboring 
districts. The next four questions are regarding four potential infrastructure 
solutions.  

Do you support or oppose renovating our school buildings? This is the least 
expensive option, renovation is less expensive short-term than new 
construction, and some improvements desired by the community can be 
achieved, including life safety & infrastructure improvements. However, 
maintenance and infrastructure costs will increase exponentially as buildings 
continue to age, and most major improvements desired by the community 
cannot be achieved due to space and layout constraints. This has been 
estimated to cost $15.5 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this solution. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this solution. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this solution. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this solution. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 19: Do you support or oppose renovating Golf Middle School and renovating and 
expanding Hynes Elementary School? Renovation is less expensive short-term 
than new construction, and many major improvements desired by the 
community can be achieved, including classroom capacity, programming 
space, student & teacher safety, life safety & infrastructure, and cafeteria 
improvements. However, maintenance and infrastructure costs will increase 
as buildings continue to age, and some improvements desired by the 
community cannot be achieved due to space and layout constraints. This has 
been estimated to cost $39.5 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this solution. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this solution. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this solution. 3 



PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this solution. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 20: Do you support or oppose building a new school to replace Golf Middle 
School and Hynes Elementary School? New construction is less expensive 
long-term than renovation, and all major improvements desired by the 
community can be achieved, including classroom capacity, programming 
space, 21st century learning, student & teacher safety, life safety & 
infrastructure, cafeteria, and gymnasium improvements. However, this is the 
most expensive option. This has been estimated to cost $56 million. 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this solution. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this solution. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this solution. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this solution. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 21: After hearing the three potential infrastructure solutions, which do you most 
prefer? 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you prefer Renovation. 1 

PRESS 2 if you prefer Renovation and Expansion. 2 

PRESS 3 if you prefer New Construction. 3 

PRESS 4 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 4 

 

Question 22: The final four questions are regarding funding these improvements.  

The first hypothetical funding level is the Low Funding Level, providing 
approximately $15.5 million in funding for schools and resulting in a tax 
increase of approximately $144 per year for a $300,000 home. This funding 
level could address some of the improvements discussed in this survey 
through renovation. Do you support or oppose this funding level?  

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this level. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this level. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this level. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this level. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 



Question 23: The second hypothetical funding level is the Medium Funding Level, 
providing approximately $39.5 million in funding for schools and resulting in 
a tax increase of approximately $440 per year for a $300,000 home. This 
funding level could address many of the improvements discussed in this 
survey through renovation and expansion. Do you support or oppose this 
funding level? 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this level. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this level. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this level. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this level. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 24: The third hypothetical funding level is the High Funding Level, providing 
approximately $56 million funding for schools and resulting in a tax increase 
of approximately $669 per year for a $300,000 home. This funding level 
could address all of the improvements discussed in this survey through new 
construction. Do you support or oppose this funding level? 

CODE 

PRESS 1 if you strongly support this level. 1 

PRESS 2 if you somewhat support this level. 2 

PRESS 3 if you somewhat oppose this level. 3 

PRESS 4 if you strongly oppose this level. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

Question 25: After hearing these three potential funding levels, which do you most prefer? CODE 

PRESS 1 if you prefer the Low Funding Level. 1 

PRESS 2 if you prefer the Medium Funding Level. 2 

PRESS 3 if you prefer the High Funding Level. 3 

PRESS 4 if you do not support additional funding for schools. 4 

PRESS 5 if you are unsure or have no opinion. 5 

 

That concludes our survey.  Thank you for your time and opinions, goodbye. 


