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Survey at a Glance

The Santa Fe Station Park Master Plan community survey asked residents how they use
the park today, how satisfied they are with existing features, and how they would like to
see it improve. This summary presents every closed-ended result, the most common
themes in written comments, the data-cleaning and duplicate review, and a short FAQ
for Town Council.

The survey was open from August 3 to September 13, 2026, the dates the first and last
responses were received. The results were exported from Alchemer for analysis on
September 24, 2026.

318 47% 82% 84%

usable responses visit weekly or more say shade is an important agree plan has a good
addition active/passive mix

Key Takeaways

Shade is the community's clear top priority. Path shading is the least-satisfying existing
furnishing (26% satisfied, 37% dissatisfied). Increased path shading is the most-wanted
furnishing (81%), shade amenities are the most-supported proposed addition (82%), and
shade comes up in 70% of respondents' written comments.

The plan’s direction is well supported, with one gap. Most respondents agree the plan
provides a good mix of active and passive recreation (84%), supports open space and
sustainability (82%), will feel safe and well lit (78%), and offers appropriate accessibility
(75%). Only 47% agree it includes enough shade and seating, and 31% disagree.

Walking paths and natural areas are the heart of the park. Two-thirds of respondents use
the walking paths always or often, and 60% name the multi-use path as a primary
reason they visit. Green and open space (77%) and walking paths (75%) earn the
highest satisfaction.

People want natural, planted landscapes and natural play. The top landscaping images
pair soft paths with native shrubs, frees, and wildflowers, while rock- and riprap-heavy
images ranked last. For nature play, climbing, balancing, and exploring with natural
materials outrank every musical or sound-making element.

Specialty amenities serve smaller, dedicated groups. One in three respondents (33%)
name the disc golf course as a primary reason they visit, and 29% use it always or often
(23% always), even though about half (52%) never use it. The pickleball court draws a
smaller core group: 14% name it as a primary reason they visit and 10% use it always or
often, while 58% never use it. Disc golf has the lowest satisfaction of any amenity (40%);
its comments focus on maintenance, upkeep, and signage.
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Only 47% agree the plan includes enough shade and seating — the one

statement where disagreement is substantial (31%).
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Data Cleaning and Duplicate Review

The Alchemer export contains 485 records. Records with no answers were removed, as
were two internal test records. The remaining 318 responses are the reporting dataset
used throughout this summary.

Data cleaning: from raw records to the reporting dataset

Total survey records exported from Alchemer
201 complete + 284 partial

After removing 165 blank records

Opened the survey but answered no guestions

_ After removing 2 internal test records

Final dataset used in this report

Exact duplicate answer sets from the same IP address: 0 found.

Stricter checks: 306 if probable same-device repeats are removed; 275 if limited to one response per IP.
Figure 1: Data cleaning steps

How Duplicates Were Checked

Exact duplicates (documented rule)

A record was tfreated as duplicate if the same IP address submitted identical answers to
every question. Nine such groups exist, and every one consists of blank records that
were already removed. No answered survey was submitted twice.

Probable repeats (added check)

People sometimes abandon a survey partway and start over, which produces similar
but not identical records. Records were flagged when they came from the same IP
address and the same device and agreed on at least 75% of the questions both
answered (two unrelated respondents agree on about 37% on average). This found 8
clusters (20 records); keeping the most complete record in each leaves 306 responses.

One response per IP (bounding check)

Keeping one response per IP address leaves 275. This overstates duplication, because
households, workplaces, cell carriers, and iPhone Private Relay users routinely share IP
addresses.
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275 unique IP addresses among the 318 usable responses

Il P used once
IP shared, clearly different people/devices
[ IP shared, probable repeat by same device

Figure 2: How IP addresses were shared among usable responses

Do Stricter Rules Change the Results?

No. Removing probable repeats changes no percentage by more than 1.9 points (97%
of results move 1 point or less), and the one-per-IP rule changes none by more than 3.0
points. The ranking of top items does not change, except that the top landscaping
images, which are essentially tied, trade places. The 318-response dataset is
recommended because it follows the documented rule and removes only records with
a clear reason.

Do stricter duplicate rules change the results?
Key resulfs under each cleaning rule. Grey bar = full range across all four rules.

Agree plan is a good active/passive mix  84% (range 0.3 pts)
Shade amenities important (Q22) @1 82% (range 0.9 pts)
Want increased path shading (Q21) @ 81% (range 0.3 pfs)
Satisfied with walking paths ® 75% (range 0.3 pfs)
Lighted walking paths important (Q22) @1 53% (range 1.2 pts)
Nature play areas important (Q22) @1 47% (range 0.9 pts)
Agree plan has enough shade & seating @1 47% (range 0.9 pts)
Visit weekly or more WO 47% (range 2.4 pts)
Satisfied with disc golf course @ 40% (range 0.4 pts)
Satisfied with path shading @1 26% (range 0.9 pts)
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

® Reporting dataset (318) @ Probable repeats removed (306) B One per P (275)

Figure 3: Key results under each cleaning rule
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Table 1: Key results under each duplicate rule

KEY RESULT ALCHEMER REPORTING | REPEATS ONE PER IP
(320) (318) REMOVED (275)
(308)

Agree plan is a good active/passive mix 84.5% 84.4% 84.3% 84.2%
Shade amenities important (Q22) 82.6% 82.4% 82.4% 83.2%
Want increased path shading (Q21) 81.4% 81.2% 81.2% 81.5%
Satisfied with walking paths 75.0% 74.8% 74.8% 74.7%
Lighted walking paths important (Q22) 53.1% 52.7% 52.9% 53.9%
Nature play areas important (Q22) 47 .3% 47.3% 47.5% 48.2%
Agree plan has enough shade & seating 47 8% 47.3% 47.5% 48.1%
Visit weekly or more 47 .5% 47 2% 45.4% 45.1%
Satisfied with disc golf course 40.7% 40.3% 40.3% 40.4%
Satisfied with path shading 26.4% 26.3% 26.7% 27.1%
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FAQs

What to Know to Best Understand these Results

Below are some common misunderstandings or points of confusion when analyzing
data. Please consult these before reviewing the results so that you can best interpret
how the community responded.

1. Why do some satisfaction ratings seem low?

Respondents could skip any question or choose "Prefer not to answer." Many did this for
amenities they don't use, and many others chose "Neutral." Only a small share said they
were dissatisfied. For example, only 2% were unhappy with the pickleball court and 5%
with the ADA playground.

If we count only the people who gave a clear opinion, satisfaction is high:

Amenity Reported Report & chose satisfied or dissatisfied
Pickleball court 43% 96%
ADA accessible playground  52% 92%
Turf areas 69% 96%
Ramadas 65% 95%

Why not just remove those responses?

Keeping every answer, including "Neutral' and "Prefer not to answer," gives the most
accurate picture of what people told us. It also matches how the survey platform
reports results. The report keeps the full numbers; the table above is only to help explain
them.

Is anything actually rated low?

Yes. Path shading is low no matter how you count it: only 26% of respondents are
satisfied (27% even after setting aside "Prefer not to answer"), which is why shade stands
out as the top community priority.

2. Did anyone submit more than one response?

No identical repeat submissions were found. A stricter check found 12 records that look
like people restarting the survey on the same device; removing them changes no result
by more than about 2 points.

3. Why does the report use 318 responses instead of 485?
165 people opened the survey but did not answer any questions, and 2 records were
internal software tests. Those 167 records were removed.

4. Why keep responses that share an IP address?

Shared IP addresses are common. Households, workplaces, public Wi-Fi, cell carriers,
and iPhone Private Relay all place different people behind one address. Responses
were only treated as repeats when the device and the answers also matched closely.
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5. Would the results change with a stricter rule?
No. Even keeping just one response per IP address (275 responses), no result changes by
more than 3 points and the top priorities stay the same.

6. Is this a statistically valid survey?

No. It is an open, opt-in community questionnaire, so it reflects the views of people who
chose to participate rather than a random sample of residents. It is best used to
understand priorities and preferences of community members most invested in current
outreach efforts but should be considered alongside other wide capture outreach
efforts.

7. Why do some responses show locations like Germany or Idaho?
IP locations are often wrong because of VPNs, relays, and carrier routing. Self-reported
zip codes are more reliable: about 72% of those who answered live in 86314.

8. Why do question totals differ?

As every question was optional to maximize total input, many respondents answered
only part of the survey (199 complete, 119 partial), and some questions were shown
only to certain respondents. For instance, only respondents who rated an amenity
"Neutral" or "Dissatisfied" were asked how it could be improved (see "Why were some
questions shown only to certain respondents?" below). Each percentage uses the
number of people who answered that question.

9. Why do some percentages add up to more than 100%?

Some questions let people pick more than one answer, such as "select all that apply" or
"choose your top 8 images." Each percentage is the share of respondents who picked
that option, so the totals can go well past 100%.

10. If few people use some amenities, does that mean they aren't important?

Not necessarily. These amenities serve smaller, dedicated groups. For example, 58% of
respondents never use the pickleball court, but 10% use it always or often and 14% (42
respondents) name it as a primary reason they visit the park. Low overall use means the
amenity serves fewer people, not that it lacks value to the people who use it.

11. Do the survey results represent all Prescott Valley residents?

Not exactly. Anyone could choose to take the survey, so results reflect the people who
participated. Of those who answered the background questions:

e 90% live in Prescott Valley.

e 72%live in the 86314 zip code.
e 82% own their homes.

e 55% are women.

e 41% have children under 18.

Groups such as renters and younger adults are less represented. The results are best
read as community priorities, not a precise count of every resident's views.

12. Did a low-ranked image mean people rejected that idea?
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No. People could pick only 8 of 16 images, so a lower ranking means an image was
chosen less often, not that it was opposed. The images also show the general feel of an
idea, not a final design. For example, rock and riprap ranked low, but some may still be
needed for practical reasons like drainage. They can be designed to blend with native
planting, which ranked highly.

13. Why do the written-comment percentages seem approximate?

Comments were grouped into themes using key words, and one comment can fit more
than one theme. The themes reliably show what people mentioned most, but the exact
percentages are estimates. Some questions received fewer than 20 comments, so
those themes should be treated as individual input, not trends.

14. Why were some questions shown only to certain respondents?

The survey used "display logic," so some follow-up questions appeared only when they
applied to the person answering. This kept the survey shorter and aimed each question
at the people with the most useful input on that specific topic.

o Improvement questions: Everyone was asked to rate existing amenities. Only
those who rated an amenity "Neutral" or "Dissatisfied" were then asked how it
could be improved. People already satisfied didn't need to suggest changes, so
ideas came from those who saw room for improvement.

e Plan follow-ups: Only those who were neutral or disagreed with a statement
about the proposed plan were asked how the plan could do better.

o Background questions: Only Prescott Valley residents were asked how long they
have lived here. Only parents were asked how many children they bring to the
park.

Example: 312 respondents rated path shading. Everyone who rated it "Neutral,"
"Dissatisfied," or "Very dissatisfied" was then asked how shading could be improved, and
177 of them left suggestions. Respondents who were satisfied with shading did not see
that question.

This is also why the number of responses varies from question to question.
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How People Use the Park Today

How often do you visit Santa Fe Station Park?
47% visit weekly or more (Daily 12% + Weekly 35%) n=2318

35%

24%

20%
5%
3%
mm -

Daily Weekly Monthly A few fimes  Rarely Never Prefer not
avyear to answer

12%

Figure 4: Visit frequency

What time(s) of day do you visit?
Select all that apply | n = 306 respondents

Prefer not to answer I 2% (5)

Figure 5: Time of day
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How often do you use existing amenities?

Percent of respondents answering each ifem (number of responses in parentheses). Rows ranked most used (always + offen) first.

Prefer not
Always Often Sometimes Rarely Never to answer n
. J |
45% (141 23% (71 19% (59 7% (22 6% (18 1% (3
Walking paths £ (141 “h ) @2 a8 ® 314
[ | |
31% (96, 9 9 9
Natural areas (96) 2.4-,6 (73) 24% (72) 13% (39) 7% (22) 1% (3) 205
21% (64 23% (70 28% (84 12% (36 15% (44 1% (3
Seating - (64) -( ) o (84) (36) a4) 3) 301
21% (64 21% (64 26% (79 14% (44 16% (48 2% (5
Turf areas (64) (64) 79) (44) (48) 5 304
| |
13% (39 18% (53 32% (96 19% (58 17% (52 1% (4
erierEleE (39 (53) s (96) (58) (52) (G5} 302
| |
ADA accessible  21% (64) 9% (27) 10% (31) 11% (34) 46% (137) 2% (7)
playground - I 300
% % 52% (157
Disc golf course ;A ) ;% a9 11% (32) 8% (23) (157) 1% (3) 203
2% (7 8% (23 17% (50 13% (40 58% (176 2% (5
Pickleball court I ” 1 @ ©9 “9 £ (176) ® 301

Figure 6: Use of existing amenities

| primarily use the park for...
Select dll that apply | n = 298 respondents

Multi-Use Path 60% (179)

Playground 37% (110)

Disc Golf Course 33% (98)

Turf Area 32% (96)

Ramada Areas 14% (42)

Pickleball Courts 14% (42)

Figure 7: Primary features used
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Satisfaction with Existing Features

Satisfaction is generally positive, with path shading as the clear exception. Trash cans
(69% satisfied), benches (60%), and pet waste stations (59%) rate well; path shading is
the only furnishing where dissatisfaction outweighs satisfaction.

Satisfaction with existing park furnishings

Percent of respondents answering each ifem (numiber of responses in parentheses). Rows ranked most satisfied first.

Very Very Prefer not
satisfied Satisfied Neutral Dissatisfied dissatisfied to answer n
| ]
27% (85) 41% (129) 24% (74) 5% (16) 0% (0) 2% (7)
Trash cans 311
| I
9 40% (123 Y/ 9 % %,
Benches 2A (63) (123) 22% (69) 13% (40) I2/ %) 3% (9) an
9 39% (120 9 o
Pet waste stations 2A ©3) (120) 29% (90) 3% (10) |<1%(1) 8% (25) 309
6% (19 20% (63 33% (103 27% (85 10% (31 4% (11
Path shading I as ©3) (103) (®9) l Gh an 312

Figure 8: Satisfaction with existing park furnishings
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satisfaction with existing amenities & features

Percent of respondents answering each ifem (numiber of responses in parentheses). Rows ranked most satisfied first.

Very Very Prefer not
satisfied Satisfied Neutral Dissatisfied dissatisfied to answer n
| ]
30% (88) 47% (139) 10% (30) 8% (23) 2% (5) 3% (9)
Green and open space . I 294
9 49% (145 % % o o
Walking paths 2(753 (145) 17% (49) 3% (10) I1°/ ) 4% (1) sou
9 45% (131 9 o
N 2(75) (131) 21% (61) A% (13) I1%(4) 3% (9) 758
24% (72 44% (131 22% (66 3% (8 1% (1 6% (17
Turf areas -( ) o (131) (6%) ® I< m ) 05
18% (51 47% (137 26% (77 3% (9 1% (1 5% (16
RefneElen s (G} b (137) 77) ©) I< m (16) 201
14% (40 46% (135 22% (63 12% (34 3% (8 4% (12
Seating o (40) b (135) (63) (34) | (O] (12) 200
ADA Accessible  18% (52) 34% (101) 31% (92) 4% (13) <1% (1) 12% (37) o
playgrounds . I
o ° 41% (123 o o %
Pickleball court ].3“38) 30% 91) (123) 1% (2) I1°/ &) 14% (42) 200
17% (50 23% (70 37% (111 7% (22 3% (10 12% (35
Disc golf course . (c0) 70 am 22) I (1% S 298

Figure 9: Satisfaction with existing amenities and features
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Response to the Proposed Plan

Additional park furnishings of most interest
Select all that apply | n = 192 respondents

Increased path shading _ 81% (156)
More benches _ 57% (110)
Riparian observation areas _ 30% (58)
More trash cans _ 25% (48)

More pet waste stations 16% (31)

Bike repair stations - 9% (18)

Figure 10: Additional park furnishings of most interest

Proposed additions respondents consider important
Select all that apply | n = 205 respondents

Shade amenities 82% (169)

56% (114)

Seating amenities

Lighted walking paths 53% (108)

Riparian observation areas 51% (104)

Nature play areas A47% (97)

Disc golf features 38% (77)

Adult exercise amenities 34% (70)

Water-smart features 32% (69)

Figure 11: Proposed additions considered important
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Agreement with statements about the proposed plan

Percent of respondents answering each ifem (number of responses in parentheses). Rows ranked most in agreement first.

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly Prefer not
agree agree Neutral disagree disagree  I'm not sure  to answer n
| |
Provides a good mix of active 52% (107)  32% (66) 9% (18) 1% (2) 1% (2) 3% (7) 1% (3) 205
and passive recreation - |
Supports open space  45% (93 37% (75 10% (20 2% (5 2% (5 2% (4 1% (3
preservation and sustainable 53) 79) S ® ® “@ © 205
recreation - |
50% (103 28% (58 13% (26 2% (4 1% (3 4% (9 1% (3
Wil feel safe and well lit -n( ) ©8) (26) @ | @ © S 206
Offers appropriate  44% (91 31% (63 1% (22 3% (6 3% (7 6% (12 2% (4
accessibility and ease of use > O ©3) @) © @ (12 @ 205
for all ages and abilities - |
There are enough shaded areas 149, (33) 31% (63)  16% (32) 18% (37) 13% (26) 5% (10) 1% (2)
and seating options in the 203
plan . l

Figure 12: Agreement with statements about the proposed plan
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Visual Preference Results

Respondents chose up to 8 of 16 images for landscaping and for nature play. Results
are shown with the survey images, so they are easy to compare.

Landscaping Concepts

Respondents favored natural, planted settings over hardscape. The top choices pair soft
or narrow paths with native shrubs, trees, grasses, and wildflowers: Natural Landscape 2
and Natural Landscape 16 tie for first at 69%, followed by Natural Landscape 5 at 68%.
Wildflower meadows (Natfural Landscape 1 and Natural Landscape 12) also placed in
the top 8. The least-selected images are dominated by rock, riprap, and decomposed
granite with little vegetation: Natural Landscape 3, 15, 10, and 14, each under 30%.

Top 8 Landscaping Concepts Ranked

Share of respondents selecting each image (chose up to 8 of 16) | n= 185

quur'l qr;dscqpez =l Natural Landscape 16 Natural Landscape gorss . Natural Landscape 6
ol e - Wy TRy b

]
Natural Lands . Natural Landscape 8

'v‘ A

Figure 13: Top 8 landscaping concepts
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All 16 Landscaping Concepts Ranked
Blue =top 8 | n=185

; ¥
Natural Landscape 2 2 sl Natural Landscape 16

1st (tie)

Natural Landscape 1
- R

41% 11th

-

Natural Landscape Natural Laﬁdscape 10
e

- p e =
- s W, i

13th 29%  14th 23%  15th 19%  16th 12%

Figure 14: All 16 landscaping concepts, ranked
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Landscaping concepts: share selecting each (top 8 highlighted)

Respondents chose up to 8 of 16 images | n = 185
6% 69%  sgo

64%
62%
56%
51%
9%
2% e
36%
34%
29%
23%
19%
12%
‘bql @-\t} G"O g ‘ZD\ ®,\

s [
o

A Q% G'V @o‘ S NS 0:3 L ~ g
g F & £ & & & & & & & & & & &£ &
O o) O O o & O O O O o} () O (o) O o
& & F F F & F F F F & & F & & &

< F £ £ £ F £ £ &£ £ g O £ v & O
o < O o o < & (e} (e} (e} < < [} $ < <

NN NN NN N N AN N S AN N

(o} N O &3 &3 RN O O O &} N X O b N RN

N g S N N & 5 S N N & ¢ 3 g & ¢
F ~ & & & =~ 5 & & F ¥ & 5 & & 0
S S T < T G

Figure 15: Share selecting each landscaping concept

Nature Play Concepts

Respondents favored climbing, balancing, and exploring with natural materials over
musical play. The top five are Nature Play 1, a rock-and-culvert tunnel (75%); Nature
Play 12, log balance beams (71%); Nature Play 11, a fimber play area with a net and
balance beams (70%); Nature Play 14, stepping boulders (66%); and Nature Play 3, a
boulder-and-log course (61%). All six musical or sound-making elements (Nature Play 2,
5,7,10, 13, and 16) fell outside the top 8, at 21-38%. This matches written comments
asking for natural, quiet play that avoids noise near wildlife and neighbors.
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Top 8 Nature Play Concepts Ranked

Share of respondents selecting each image (chose up to 8 of 16) | n= 170

N>Iuré‘PIay1 .+l Nature Play 12 ™ ’ quurér‘quy li
Fo ; g

Figure 16: Top 8 nature play concepts
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All 16 Nature Play Concepts Ranked
Blue =top8 | n=170

o

| iy uﬁlﬂ”‘ 4
,,IML..MHW o
a Ll 'gve
Wity

9th 38%  10th 35%  11th 34%  12th 32%

Nature Play 10
~5rw 3

. 4 2

-

13th 25% 14th 24% 15th 21% 16th 21%

Figure 17: All 16 nature play concepts, ranked
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Nature play concepts: share selecting each (top 8 highlighted)

Respondents chose up fo 8 of 16 images | n =170
75%
/1% 70%

66%

61%

51%

48%  46%
38%
35D/° 340]6
32%
25% 4%
21% 1%

NN

~ v ~ 4 D O, A © ' % o] ) el ©
Q\o \OA‘ \OA‘ \@\ Q\O Q\o Q\C’ Q\C} Q\O \5\ Q\o Q\C’ \OA‘ \DA‘ \Cﬁ Q\O
¢ o o o @ @ e e @ g @@ & & &
&0 6\$ (’}\$ O’“$ &\) &\) &0 6‘\) &0 0\$ &\) &0 6\3 53 O\& &\)
I S e T s

Figure 18: Share selecting each nature play concept
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What We Heard: Open-Ended Comments

271 respondents left at least one written comment. Comments were keyword-coded
info themes, and a comment can count toward more than one theme. Percentages
are of substantive comments, excluding answers such as “no,” *none,” or “n/a.”

What people wrote about most (all comment questions)
Share of the 271 respondents who left af least one comment | keyword-coded

shad / recs I 75 (170
seating / benches [ININEGEGEEEE 375 (101)
Disc golf maintenance., upkeep and signage [ 16% (43)
Other park maintenance and upkeep _ 14% (37)
tighting | G 0% ¢
Accessivility 7 ADA [ I 7% 2
Drinking fountains - 8% (23)
Drainage / erosion [ 7% (19
Native / drought-tolerant plants - 5% (13)
Restrooms - 1% (12)
Splash pad / water play - 4% (11)

Figure 19: Most frequent comment topics across all questions

In Their Own Words: one comment for each of the top three topics

SHADE / TREES SEATING / BENCHES DISC GOLF MAINTENANCE,

“...We love this park but “Several benches, UPKEEF AND SIGNAGE

never come because of the  preferably with sunshades, “Improve signage/markings -

lack of shade.” would be welcomed, some aren't super clear - It

— Survey respondent especially by elderly and/or just needs kept up - we
handicapped users.” always have fun though and
— Survey respondent are thankful to have it!"”

— Survey respondent

Top Three Themes by Question
Table 2: Top three themes for each open-ended question

l_

How could the park improve More trash cans (80%); Along paths, trails & disc golf
existing frash cans? (29%); Emptying, cleaning & odor/pests (21%)

Q6 How could the park improve 62 | More stations (51%); Along frails, grass & disc golf
existing pet waste stations? (16%); Keep bags stocked / emptied (4%)

Q7 How could the park improve 88 | More benches (80%); Near playground, paths & disc
existing benches? golf (47%); Shaded benches (34%)

Q8 How could the park improve 177 | Plant more shade trees (59%); Shade along paths,
existing path shading? seatfing & play areas (32%); Add shade

structures/covers (11%)
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[_ QUESTION coum TOP THEMES (% OF SUBSTANTIVE COMMENTS)

Ql1l

Q15

Q20

Q24

Q25

Q26

Q27

Q28

Q29

Q30

How could the park provide
better ADA accessible
playgrounds?

How could the park provide
better turf areas?

How could the park improve
the pickleball court?

How could the park improve
the disc golf course?

How could the park improve
walking paths?

How could the park improve
green and open space?

How could the park improve
seating?

How could the park improve
ramadas?

How could the park improve
natural areas?

Is there any other information
about GENERAL USE AND
EXISTING FEATURES that you
would like to share with us?
How can the plan better
provide enough shaded areas
and seating options?

How can the plan better
provide appropriate
accessibility and ease of use?
How can the plan help the park
feel well lit and safe?

How can the plan help the park
implement a better mix of
active and passive recreation
opportunities?

How can the plan better
support local wildlife and
sustainability2

Are there amenities or features
you think are missing from the
park plan?g

Is there any other information
about PROPOSED additions that
you would like to share with us?e

33

63 *%

21

35

37

74

40

42

146

56

13*

18*

10*

13*

105

More / inclusive play equipment (53%); Shade &
seating af playground (34%); Accessible routes &
surfacing (19%)

Turf condition, leveling & holes (54%); Shade on turf
(21%); Drainage & maintenance (18%)

Does not use / no opinion (67%); Shade, seating,
water & fencing (12%); More courts / capacity (10%)
Maintenance (overgrowth, greens, baskets) (35%);
Signage, tee signs & course maps (25%); Safety
conflicts with path users / relocate (9%)

Shade & seating along paths (42%); Drainage,
erosion & surface maintenance (24%); Lighting,
loops & connections (12%)

More trees, shade & native landscaping (43%);
Maintenance & turf upkeep (31%); Keep natural /
balance with recreation (20%)

More seating overall (92%); Near playground, paths
& disc golf (36%); Shaded seating (28%)

More / larger ramadas (65%); Closer to playground
& activity areas (12%); Cleaning, maintenance &
reservation mgmt. (6%)

Weed, debris & vegetation maintenance (38%);
Native plants / keep natural character (27%); Paths,
bridges, shade or seating for access (27%)

Shade, seating & drinking water (44%); Disc golf &
playground comments (33%); Maintenance,
drainage & access issues (19%)

More shade trees & structures (71%); Near
playgrounds, paths & disc golf (37%); More shaded
benches/seating (35%)

ADA-accessible paths & grades (50%); Parking,
amenities & wayfinding (25%); Wider/maintained
routes with rest areas (8%)

More lighting on paths & parking (76%); Patrols,
cameras & security (29%); Concern about lighting
impacts (wildlife/dark sky/neighbors) (12%)

More active recreation (fitness, courts, play) (56%];
Reduce disc golf/shared-use conflicts (22%)

Native, drought-tolerant & habitat plants (36%); Less
mowing, paving & disturbance (36%); Wildlife-
friendly design (lighting, water, cover) (36%)

More play, dog & sports amenities (36%); Disc golf,
shade & seating improvements (28%); Water play,
fountains & restrooms (22%)

Shade, seating, lighting & nature play support (30%);
Maintain basics first (fountains, upkeep) (20%);
Nafive landscaping, water-smart & signage (14%)
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|Q | QUESTION | COUNT | TOP THEMES (% OF SUBSTANTIVE COMMENTS) |
Q33 | Is there any other information 49 ' Natural climbing, digging & exploration (28%); Avoid
about NATURE PLAY that you noise / conflicts with wildlife & neighbors (28%);
would like to share with us? Safety, age-appropriateness & upkeep (14%)

* Fewer than 20 comments; too few to generalize.

** QI12: Most pickleball comments (67%) came from people who said they do not use the
courts.
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Who Responded

About 200 respondents answered the demographic questions, which appear at the
end of the survey. Results describe those respondents only.

Age range
n = 197 respondents

35-44 yedars old 24% (47)

45 to 54 years old 18% (29)

Prefer not to answer 4% (8)

18 to 24 years old . 2% (3)

Under 18 yearsold 0% (0)

Figure 20: Age range

Gender identity

mm fFemale 55%
Male 39%
Prefer not to answer 6%

Figure 21: Gender identity
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Which best describes you?
n = 197 respondents

I'm a local tourist (I live in I 3% (6)
Arizona)

I'm a seasonal resident I 2% (4)

| own d business in Prescott I 2% (4)
Valley

| work in Prescott Valley but do I 2% (3)
not live there

Prefer not fo answer I 2% (3)

Other - Write In I 1% (2)
I'm an out of state tourist (I | 1% (1)

live outside of Arizona)

Figure 22: Respondent type

Do you reside in Prescott Valley?

n = 197 respondents

No . 9% (18)

Prefer not fo answer I 1% (2)

Figure 23: Resides in Prescott Valley
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How long have you lived in Prescott Valley?
n = 177 respondents

20+ years 27% (47)

1-4 years 24% (43)

5-9 years 23% (40)

10-14 years 14% (25)

15-19 years 10% (17)

Less than 1 year 3% (95)

Figure 24: Years in Prescott Valley

Status at place of residence

n = 196 respondents

| rent my place residence - 13% (25)

| am purchasing a place of 4% (7)
residence

Prefer not to answer I 2% (3)

Other - Write In | 1% (1)

Figure 25: Residence status
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Parent of a child under 18?

n = 197 respondents

Prefer not to answer. . 4% (8)

Figure 26: Parent of a child under 18

How many children under 18 do you bring to the park?

n = 82 respondents

5+ children I 2% (2)

0 children I 2% (2)
Figure 27: Children brought to the park

Zip code

n = 197 respondents

86315 - 13% (26)
Ofther - Write In - 7% (14)

86327 (Quallwood) . 5% (9)

86312 I 3% (6)

Figure 28: Zip code
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Appendix: Closed-Ended Result Tables

Reporting dataset (318). Base = respondents who answered the question or item. Multi-select percentages
can total more than 100%.

Q1. How often do you visit Santa Fe Station Park?
Table 3: Q1 results

[ RESPONSE___________________________________ | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Weekly 34.9%
Monthly 77 3] 8 24.2%
A few times a year 63 318 19.8%
Daily 39 318 12.3%
Rarely 17 318 5.3%
Never 9 318 2.8%
Prefer not to answer 2 318 0.6%

Q2. What time(s) of day do you tend to visit?
Table 4: Q2 results

[ RESPONSE | COUN IE- PERCENT

Morning (6 am-12 pm) 306 60.8%
Evening (5-10 pm) 123 306 40.2%
Afternoon (12-5 pm) 108 306 35.3%
Prefer not to answer 5) 306 1.6%

Q3. How often do you use the following EXISTING amenities and features?
Table 5: Q3 results

[TEM | RESPONSE | COUNT | BASE | PERCENT |
Walking paths Always 44.9%
Walking paths Often 7] 3]4 22.6%
Walking paths Sometimes 59 314 18.8%
Walking paths Rarely 22 314 7.0%
Walking paths Never 18 314 5.7%
Walking paths Prefer not fo answer 8 314 1.0%
Natural areas Always 96 305 31.5%
Natural areas Often 73 305 23.9%
Natural areas Sometimes 72 305 23.6%
Natural areas Rarely 39 305 12.8%
Natural areas Never 22 305 7.2%
Natfural areas Prefer not to answer 3 305 1.0%
Seating Sometimes 84 301 27.9%
Seating Often 70 301 23.3%
Seating Always 64 301 21.3%
Seating Never 44 301 14.6%
Seating Rarely 36 301 12.0%
Seating Prefer not to answer 3 301 1.0%
Turf areas Sometimes 79 304 26.0%
Turf areas Always 64 304 21.1%
Turf areas Often 64 304 21.1%
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| TEM | RESPONSE | COUNT | BASE | PERCENT
Turf areas Never 15.8%
Turf areas Rarely 44 304 14.5%
Turf areas Prefer not to answer 5) 304 1.6%
Ramadas Sometimes 96 302 31.8%
Ramadas Rarely 58 302 19.2%
Ramadas Often 53 302 17.5%
Ramadas Never 52 302 17.2%
Ramadas Always 39 302 12.9%
Ramadas Prefer not to answer 4 302 1.3%
ADA Accessible Playground Never 137 300 45.7%
ADA Accessible Playground Always 64 300 21.3%
ADA Accessible Playground Rarely 34 300 11.3%
ADA Accessible Playground Sometimes 31 300 10.3%
ADA Accessible Playground Often 27 300 9.0%
ADA Accessible Playground Prefer not to answer 7 300 2.3%
Disc golf course Never 157 303 51.8%
Disc golf course Always 69 303 22.8%
Disc golf course Sometimes 32 303 10.6%
Disc golf course Rarely 23 303 7.6%
Disc golf course Often 19 303 6.3%
Disc golf course Prefer not to answer 3 303 1.0%
Pickleball court Never 176 301 58.5%
Pickleball court Sometimes 50 301 16.6%
Pickleball court Rarely 40 301 13.3%
Pickleball court Often 23 301 7.6%
Pickleball court Always 7 301 2.3%
Pickleball court Prefer not to answer 5 301 1.7%
Q4. How satisfied are you with the following EXISTING park furnishings?

Table 6: Q4 results
mm-
Trash cans Safisfied 41.5%
Trash cans Very safisfied 85 31 l 27.3%
Trash cans Neutral 74 311 23.8%
Trash cans Dissatisfied 16 311 5.1%
Trash cans Prefer not to answer 7 311 2.3%
Trash cans Very dissatisfied 0 311 0.0%
Benches Satisfied 123 311 39.5%
Benches Neutral 69 311 22.2%
Benches Very safisfied 63 311 20.3%
Benches Dissatisfied 40 311 12.9%
Benches Prefer not to answer 9 311 2.9%
Benches Very dissafisfied 7 311 2.3%
Pet waste stations Satisfied 120 309 38.8%
Pet waste stations Neutral 90 309 29.1%
Pet waste stations Very saftisfied 63 309 20.4%
Pet waste stations Prefer not to answer 25 309 8.1%
Pet waste stations Dissatisfied 10 309 3.2%
Pet waste stations Very dissatisfied 1 309 0.3%
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[TEM | RESPONSE | COUNT | BASE | PERCENT |
Path shading Neutral 33.0%
Path shading Dissatisfied 85 31 2 27.2%
Path shading Satisfied 63 312 20.2%
Path shading Very dissatisfied 31 312 9.9%
Path shading Very satisfied 19 312 6.1%
Path shading Prefer not fo answer 11 312 3.5%

Q9. How satisfied are you with the EXISTING amenities and features?

Table 7: Q9 results

[ TEM | RESPONSE | COUNT | BASE | PERCENT |
Green and open space Satisfied 47.3%
Green and open space Very safisfied 88 294 29.9%
Green and open space Neutral 30 294 10.2%
Green and open space Dissatisfied 23 294 7.8%
Green and open space Prefer not to answer 9 294 3.1%
Green and open space Very dissatisfied 5 294 1.7%
Walking paths Satisfied 145 294 49.3%
Walking paths Very satisfied 75 294 25.5%
Walking paths Neutral 49 294 16.7%
Walking paths Prefer not fo answer 11 294 3.7%
Walking paths Dissatisfied 10 294 3.4%
Walking paths Very dissafisfied 4 294 1.4%
Natural areas Safisfied 131 293 44.7%
Natural areas Very satisfied 75 293 25.6%
Natural areas Neutral 61 293 20.8%
Natfural areas Dissatisfied 13 293 4.4%
Natural areas Prefer not fo answer 9 293 3.1%
Natural areas Very dissatisfied 4 293 1.4%
Turf areas Safisfied 131 295 44.4%
Turf areas Very safisfied 72 295 24.4%
Turf areas Neutral 66 295 22.4%
Turf areas Prefer not to answer 17 295 5.8%
Turf areas Dissatisfied 8 295 2.7%
Turf areas Very dissatisfied 1 295 0.3%
Ramadas Satisfied 137 291 47.1%
Ramadas Neutral 77 291 26.5%
Ramadas Very satisfied 51 291 17.5%
Ramadas Prefer not fo answer 16 291 5.5%
Ramadas Dissatisfied 9 291 3.1%
Ramadas Very dissafisfied 1 291 0.3%
Seating Satisfied 135 292 46.2%
Seating Neutral 63 292 21.6%
Seating Very safisfied 40 292 13.7%
Seating Dissatisfied 34 292 11.6%
Seating Prefer not to answer 12 292 4.1%
Seating Very dissafisfied 8 292 2.7%
ADA Accessible playgrounds Satisfied 101 296 34.1%
ADA Accessible playgrounds Neutral 92 296 31.1%
ADA Accessible playgrounds Very safisfied 52 296 17.6%
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ITEM (RESPONSE______________ | COUNT | BASE PERCENT

ADA Accessible playgrounds
ADA Accessible playgrounds
ADA Accessible playgrounds
Pickleball court
Pickleball court
Pickleball court
Pickleball court
Pickleball court
Pickleball court
Disc golf course
Disc golf course
Disc golf course
Disc golf course
Disc golf course
Disc golf course

Prefer not to answer

Dissatisfied 1 3
Very dissatisfied 1
Neutral 123
Satisfied 91
Prefer not to answer 42
Very satisfied 38
Very dissatisfied 3
Dissatisfied 2
Neutral 111
Satisfied 70
Very safisfied 50
Prefer not to answer 85
Dissatisfied 22
Very dissatisfied 10

12.5%
296 4.4%
296 0.3%
299 41.1%
299 30.4%
299 14.0%
299 12.7%
299 1.0%
299 0.7%
298 37.2%
298 23.5%
298 16.8%
298 11.7%
298 7.4%
298 3.4%

Q19. | primarily utilize Santa Fe Station Park for the following features

Table 8: Q19 resulis

[ RESPONSE _ | COUN IE- PERCENT

Multi-Use Path
Playground

Disc Golf Course
Turf Area
Pickleball Courts
Ramada Areas

l lO
98
96
42
42

298
298
298
298
298

Q21. What types of additional PARK FURNISHINGS most interest you?

Table 9: Q21 resulis

60.1%
36.9%
32.9%
32.2%
14.1%
14.1%

[ RESPONSE | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Increased path shading
More benches

Riparian observation areas
More trash cans

More pet waste stations
Bike repair stafions

Q22. Select all of the PROPOSED additions that you think are important

Table 10: Q22 resulis

HO
58
48
31
18

192
192
192
192
192

81.2%
57.3%
30.2%
25.0%
16.1%

9.4%

[ RESPONSE | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Shade amenities

Seating amenities

Lighted walking paths
Riparian observation areas
Nature play areas

Disc golf features

Adult exercise amenities

114
108
104
97
77
70

205
205
205
205
205
205

82.4%
55.6%
52.7%
50.7%
47 3%
37.6%
34.1%
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[ RESPONSE__ | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Water-smart features 205 31.7%

Q23. Agreement with statements about the PROPOSED park plan
Table 11: Q23 results

ITEM _RESPONSE | COUNT IE- PERCENT

The park plan provides a good Strongly agree 10 205 52.2%

mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan provides a good
mix of active and passive
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreation opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreation opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreafion opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreation opportunities.

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreafion opportunities.

Somewhat agree

Neutral

I'm not sure

Prefer not to answer

Somewhat disagree

Strongly disagree

Strongly agree

Somewhat agree

Neutral

Somewhat disagree

Strongly disagree

I'm not sure

66

93

75

20

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

32.2%

8.8%

3.4%

1.5%

1.0%

1.0%

45.4%

36.6%

9.8%

2.4%

2.4%

2.0%
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ITEM (RESPONSE______________ | COUNT | BASE PERCENT

The park plan adequately
supports open space
preservation and sustainable
recreation opportunities.

The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan has proposed a park
that will feel safe and well lit.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
The plan offers appropriate
accessibility and ease of use for
visitors of all ages and abilities.
There are enough shaded areas
and seating options outlined in
the park plan.

There are enough shaded areas
and seating options outlined in
the park plan.

There are enough shaded areas
and seating options outlined in
the park plan.

There are enough shaded areas
and seating options outlined in
the park plan.

Prefer not to answer

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Neutral

I'm not sure
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Prefer not fo answer

Strongly agree

Somewhat agree

Neutral

I'm not sure

Strongly disagree

Somewhat disagree

Prefer not to answer

Somewhat agree

Somewhat disagree

Strongly agree

Neutral

58

26

21

63

22

63

37

33

32

205

206

206

206

206

206

206

206

205

205

205

205

205

205

205

203

203

203

203

1.5%

50.0%

28.2%

12.6%

4.4%

1.9%

1.5%

1.5%

44.4%

30.7%

10.7%

5.9%

3.4%

2.9%

2.0%

31.0%

18.2%

16.3%

15.8%
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ITEM (RESPONSE | COUNT | BASE PERCENT

There are enough shaded areas | Strongly disagree 12.8%
and seating options outlined in

the park plan.

There are enough shaded areas | I'm not sure 10 203 4.9%
and seating options outlined in

the park plan.

There are enough shaded areas | Prefer not to answer 2 203 1.0%
and seating options outlined in

the park plan.

Q31. Top 8 LANDSCAPING concepts (visual preference)
Table 12: Q31 results

[ RESPONSE | COUN IE- PERCENT

Natfural Landscape 2 69.2%
Natural Landscape 16 128 185 69.2%
Natural Landscape 5 126 185 68.1%
Natural Landscape 6 118 185 63.8%
Natural Landscape 1 114 185 61.6%
Natural Landscape 12 103 185 55.7%
Natural Landscape 7 95 185 51.4%
Natural Landscape 8 91 185 49.2%
Natural Landscape 4 78 185 42.2%
Natural Landscape 9 75 185 40.5%
Nafural Landscape 11 67 185 36.2%
Natfural Landscape 13 63 185 34.1%
Natural Landscape 3 54 185 29.2%
Natural Landscape 15 42 185 22.7%
Natfural Landscape 10 36 185 19.5%
Natural Landscape 14 23 185 12.4%

Q32. Top 8 NATURE PLAY concepts (visual preference)
Table 13: Q32 results

[ RESPONSE | COUN IE- PERCENT

Nafure Play 1 75.3%
Nature Play 12 121 170 71.2%
Nature Play 11 119 170 70.0%
Nafure Play 14 112 170 65.9%
Nature Play 3 104 170 61.2%
Nature Play 4 86 170 50.6%
Nature Play 8 81 170 47.6%
Nafure Play 9 79 170 46.5%
Nature Play 7 65 170 38.2%
Nature Play 16 60 170 35.3%
Nature Play 6 58 170 34.1%
Nature Play 2 54 170 31.8%
Nature Play 10 42 170 24.7%
Nafure Play 15 40 170 23.5%
Nafure Play 13 36 170 21.2%
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[ RESPONSE | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Nature Play 5 20.6%

Q34. Age range
Table 14: Q34 results

[ RESPONSE | COUN IE- PERCENT

35-44 years old 23.9%
25 to 34 years old 38 197 19.3%
55 to é4 years old 37 197 18.8%
65+ years old &3 197 17.8%
45 to 54 years old 29 197 14.7%
Prefer not to answer 8 197 4.1%
18 to 24 years old 3 197 1.5%
Under 18 years old 0 197 0.0%

Q35. Gender identity
Table 15: Q35 resulis

| RESPONSE_____________________________________ | COUN BASE PERCENT

Female 197 54 .8%
Male 77 197 39.1%
Prefer not to answer 12 197 6.1%

Q36. Which of the following best describes you?
Table 16: Q36 results

[ RESPONSE | COUNI _BASE______ PERCENT

I'm a full-fime resident 174 197 88.3%
I'm a local tourist (I live in Arizonal) 6 197 3.0%
| own a business in Prescott Valley 4 197 2.0%
I'm a seasonal resident 4 197 2.0%
Prefer not to answer 3 197 1.5%
| work in Prescott Valley but do not live there 3 197 1.5%
Other - Write In 2 197 1.0%
I'm an out of state tourist (I live outside of Arizona) 1 197 0.5%

Q37. Do you reside in Prescott Valley?
Table 17: Q37 results

[ RESPONSE____________________________________ | COUNI BASE PERCENT

Yes 89.8%
No 18 197 9.1%
Prefer not to answer 2 197 1.0%
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Q38. How long have you lived in Prescott Valley?
Table 18: Q38 results

[ RESPONSE | COUNI BASE PERCENT

20+ years 26.6%
1-4 years 43 177 24.3%
5-9 years 40 177 22.6%
10-14 years 25 177 14.1%
15-19 years 17 177 9.6%
Less than 1 year S| 177 2.8%

Q39. Status at place of residence
Table 19: Q39 results

[ RESPONSE______ | COUN IE- PERCENT

| own my place of residence 81.6%
I rent my place residence 25 l% 12.8%
| am purchasing a place of residence 7 196 3.6%
Prefer not fo answer 3 196 1.5%
Other - Write In 1 196 0.5%

Q40. Parent to a child under 18?
Table 20: Q40 resulis

_ COUNT BASE PERCENT

54.3%
Yes 82 l 97 41.6%
Prefer not to answer. 8 197 4.1%

Q41. How many children under 18 do you go to the park with?
Table 21: Q41 results

[ RESPONSE | COUNI IE- PERCENT

2-4 children 69.5%

1 children 2] 82 25.6%

0 children 2 82 2.4%

5+ children 2 82 2.4%
Q42. Zip code

Table 22: Q42 results
_rm—

86314 72.1%
86315 26 197 13.2%
Other - Write In 14 197 7.1%
86327 (Quailwood) 9 197 4.6%
86312 6 197 3.0%
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