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Questionnaire 
Project Results Summary 
The City of Madison Heights Received "High Performer" Dollars through MSHDA Round 5. 
With those funds we installed a Disc Golf Course at our South end of town premier park. The 

What indicators were used to measure results? 
Was the projected completed on time, 
Did the project come in on or under budget 

How were the indicators measured? 
These indicators were measured by timelines If we could complete the project within the given 
timeline. And if there were any increases in costs with the project or not. 
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What were the findings of the measurementsincluding baseline data? 
The project was completed before the April 30th Deadline, 
The project came in under budget by $246 dollars. 

What Lessons Were Learned? 
We learned that communication at all levels is essential to ensure a project is completed on 
time and within budget. 
 
Residents quality of life will increase significantly by this new park feature and will introduce 
people to the game of Disc Golf 

Leverage Funds Summary 
$ Amount: 3000 Funding Source: 

City Community 

Advisory Board 
 
Brief Description: 
The City has established a community advisory board to help out with projects that affect the 
whole community. we were awarded a $3,000 grant to install all of the concrete "tee boxes." 
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Sample Questionnaire 
Project Results Summary 

• Sample Response #1: As a result of the NEP in the Smithvale neighborhood, property values will 
increase. 

• Sample Response #2: As a result of the pavilion upgrades being added to the neighborhood park more 
public gatherings have taken place. 

• Sample Response #3: As a result of the Housing Enhancement in the North neighborhood, 
homeownership pride has increased. 

• Sample Response #4: As a result of the Housing Enhancement in the North neighborhood, 
visual/tangible enhancements can be seen in the neighborhood. 

What indicators were used to measure results? 
• Sample Response #1: Home sale prices in the neighborhood 
• Sample Response #2: The number of reservations for the pavilion. 
• Sample Response #3: Community surveys, social media pages, and emails were used to get 

neighborhood feedback. 
• Sample Response #4: Code violations, and inspections were used to measure the results along with 

before and after photos. 
How were the indicators measured? 

• Sample Response #1: Compared the average sale price at the start of the NEP to the average price at 
the end of 2- 1/2 years. 

• Sample Response #2: Compared the number of reservations at the start of the NEP grant to the end of 
the NEP for the following year. 

• Sample Response #3: Gathered the resident responses from public forms and compiled them for an 
overall average response. 

• Sample Response #4: Compared number of code violations at the start of the NEP grant and at the 
end of the NEP grant. Compared before and after photos. 

What were the findings of the measurements including baseline data? 
• Sample Response: Average sales price in the beginning was $61,000; at the end was $67,000. 
• Sample Response #2: The pavilion had 3 rentals last year and 6 rentals for the upcoming year. 
• Sample Response #3: The average response of residents in the area was a positive outcome and 

more interest has developed in the program. 
• Sample Response #4: There were 10 code violations in the beginning of the NEP grant and 7 at the 

end of the NEP grant. 

What Lessons Were Learned? 
• Sample Response #1: Not only have the sales prices increased, but the time on the market has also 

decreased. The homes we built had waiting lists as we built them; and other properties in the 
neighborhood are selling more quickly. 

• Sample Response #2: The community needed outdoor gathering spaces for community events. 
• Sample Response #3: The community supported the program and there is much more interest from 

other neighborhoods. 
• Sample Response #4: Dangerous safety conditions were corrected to help residents’ quality of life. 
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Approval and Requeat for Contractor Payment 
8UBMl88IONI: DATE: Af>r L l},ZC,21 

NameofOWner: E,IK t> " 
Property Adena: .-....city, etate zip vJ KA lr-t , Mr.Jlflr\ Hef5ht-S Ptt 4(t,7, 
Name of Contractor: NOri- Con 
Total Contract Amount: $  , 400 
Amount Being Approved for Payment: $ q,, OD 

Dncrtptlon of Work Pelfonned: 

Deno t Pore.\--\ ll.ebu d. 
Notes, Correctlana: 

 

Workmllllhlp: rcceptable C Unacceptable 

Grantee Approval: I hereby certify that I have mlawad the work completed and find I 0 
acceptable • daacribecl In the Contract \Nork SpeclftcaUona. N. lhls time, the Contraclor has 
completed rd) % of1he project and may C may not be paljl.$ &IM . 

Date: Y-3- Zl 
 

 

I hanlby express approval of the work performed and hereby agree the apecffiad work has been 
perfonned to  b>t above CoulradDr.  Ful1h•. I authorize the above payment In an 
amount of$_....,  • the   draw an this project. 

 
Date: 

Date: 
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Signature of-'=r 

s1gnwatdreo:r e:t: 
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Household Participation Engagement Survey 

Ratings:***** 
1. Overall, how would yo the experience out of 5 stars (5 is the best rating 

and O is theworst) 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Suggestions on how the process could it be improved. 

i/t3 Jl %"' ..vy k/Af £/< el/e 
 
 
 
 

3. HcMr\\OUld youdesaibe theOJerall benefit/ir,ipaacl thisgrant on your 
household and neighborhood? 

d //f/j (f)c?l t?} : j r' /IPe,- fJf J/u_,., ), 
 
 
 

4. Did you receive arr; energy efficiency assistance? If so. \NEIS this benefidal? 

/1/'tJ LJ t./7 W-o>PtrJ / tJve. , tPo 
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Household Participation Engagement Survey 
 

 
1. Overall, how would you rate the experience out of 5 stars (5 is the best rating 

and O is theworst) 

4 
2. Suggestions on how the process could it be improved. 

f><cc <S s +t-mlL • I+ +ob \L a.. 0"'6 ( ,k I i mOYl..+ s 
Fr- o.n''3t(\."'-' a..(Jpl,· (tAi"\'O<\,  0-<tt.e. a.. t>Dd <olc..O Wa.J 
o Med.   f)<r,c.e.5'.r wa..S 'bU-1' r- 

3. Hcww:>uld youdesaibetheCMl'all bEI efit/i11 pd dttisgra,t on your 
hoJ IS el"Old and  neigl tx:whood? 
i1u. t.ut, i'(tf'X,d- :s ,.e.J>d, m . ½o v0-l k0-s.MoS+ 

, _,, \, \q lj , (> ro.J'..(J_ a ct..(\ 6- , .t..f ba,c h C) Cid a. pp-ea.rlLr1ce.. 
· \. s i mpro.1-e.d dt \A.i'f. \L l :'"'.l ':'h.cm,es wi\l 

\.NA-v\.. +-c m o.....\lCA- C V\.cu·\. .J -\-o ',M.. ht>i'>'\IJS. 
4. act you receive ant a egy  efficiency assistalce? If so, 'MIS ttis beneficia? 

'D e, e... t.. nc.. Q..SS\S-k..n ce -9 
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Neighborhood Enhancement Program 
Policy and Compliance Handbook 
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Household Participation Engagement Survey 

Ratings:***** 
1. Overall, how would you rate the experience out of 5 stars (5 is the best rating 

andO is theworst) 

5 
 
 

2. Suggestions on how the process could it be improved. 

NoC'le, 

 
3.  How would you describe the overall benefit/impact of this grant on your 

household and neighborhood? 

H\fJe,  bene :+1 

one(\ ;t--1 \'1 o e 
we hc.\/e a neL,,.1 PubilC.. 

O-f ovr Per KS• 

4. Did you receive any energy efficiency assistance? If so, was this beneficial? 

NO. 
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NEP Grantee Participation Engagement Survey 

Overall  Ratings:*  **** 
(5isthebest rating and O is the worst) 

5 
1. Suggestions on how the process could it be improved. 

N()f'/Q., 1h1S lS re¾+- mM, 
 
 
 
 
 

2. How would you describe the overall benefit/impact of this grant on the 
neighborhood and community? J../. 

l_c..«je- bene +- +o e (/JfVtMLlf'l  T,, 

R_es\def\+-S ore \fcrj huPPf '' jd ,:Pvecn nf- 
IS Who.t- we \-'levr ab?v+ th'$  .ProM Pun-1c.,l6""1';, 
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Approval and Request for Contractor Payment 

SUBMISSION#: DATE: 
Name of OWner: S1.rt. (\f\ 't J\u,er. l 
Property Address: - address, city, state zip qiG HvoS:>nI t'\A-Dl I\ Hel ""f-S r\I. 4go71. 
Name of Contractor: LWG-IJ.rd· 
Total Contract Amount: $ S.,\\2. 
Amount Being Approved for Payment: $ 5;)12.. 

Des rtptlon of Work Performed: 
 

Notes, Corrections:  \c.ev1aeec\ Gutters t {2_G,vQ,S  C,() hOr-'\e.. 

Workmanship: l Acceptable  □Unacceptable 

Grantee Approval: I hereby certify that I have reviewed the work completed and find it 
acceptable as described in the Contract Work Specifications. At this time, the Contractor has 
completed  \0Q  % of the project and D may O may not be paid$ 5. lll    . 

Date,   9/7/zl 
Grantee Signature  

 

Request for Contractor Payment 
 

I hereby express approval of the work performed and hereby agree the specified work has been 
performed to satisfaction by above Contractor. Further, I authorize the above payment in an 
amount of $ S.)\2 as the fv\\ draw on this project. 

Date 't-1  J I 4,  (J,)L 
Sig at of owner 

Date: :f- 1- J I 
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Household Participation Engagement Survey 

R ngs:** * * * 
1 . Overall, how would you rate the experience out of 5 stars (5 is the best rating 

and O is theworst) 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Suggestions on how the process could it be improved. 

fl,,... rroltM I)? -JI 
 

3. HoNv.ould youdesaibe thewerall ber iefitlit rpad:of thisgra,t onyour 

;::J LiUJL 
-'ftr,,v,  fL v ,.(?} J .. ,.,,. 

4. Dd you receive art/ enegy efficiency assistance?  If so, v.as this beneficial? • 

No 
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