Appendix H: Online Survey Resu{f$ection 3

Results for Individual Park Survey Questions

203



Online Survey: Section 8Individual Park Improvements

In Section 3 of the online survey, participants were gitlen option of answering questions
tailored to individual park sites. Twentne specific parks and one general park area (shore
and dock fishing) were included in Section 3 of the survey (Table 53). Due to the length of the
survey, participants were ginethe option of skipping Section 3 and proceeding to the end of
the survey. If participants chose to participate in Section 3, they were able to skip any of the
parks. Of the 279 participants in the online survey, 61.9% (173) of respondents chose to
participate in Section 3 while 31.8% (105) chose to skip Section 3 and proceed to the end of the
survey.

Each park site received some responses from online survey participants. The maximum number
of respondents for any individual park sectinas 125 atCrosroads Village and Huckleberry
Railroad and the minimum number of respondents waat Zemmer Park. Due to the low
number of respondents for the individual park locations, a statistically sound confidence
interval was not achieved for many of the indivaduwark survey sections. Therefore, the
results in Section 3 of the online survey includedppendixH should be viewed as an example

of how some park users rate each park site and what their recommendations for that site are.
But it is not a statistidly representative sample of the entire population of park users and
residents as was defined in the in the introductory sections of the online survey results
(Overview of Research Design for the Online Survey and Online Survey Responses).

This page is epeated in Appendix H which contains the Section 3: Individual Park
Improvements.

Table 53. Online Survey: Sectiorg3ndividual Parks

1 Davison Roadside Park 12 Buell Lake County Park

2 Hogbacks Area 13 Linden County Park and Clover Beach

3 Zemmer Rrk 14 Wolverine Campground and Buttercup Beach
4 Flint River Trail 15 Bluebell Beach and Splash Pad

5 Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area 16 Flushing County Park

6 Toboggan Hill 17 ForMar Nature Preserve and Arboretum

7 Elba Equestrian Complex 18 Ciossroads Village and Huckleberry Rail Road
8 Everett A. Cummings Center 19 Bluegill Boat Launch

9 Mounds OffRoad Vehicle Area 20 Walleye Pike Boat Launch

10 Goldenrod Disc Golf Course 21 Holloway Reservoir Regional Park Dam and Canoe Lal
11 Richfiedd County Park and BMX Track 22 Shore and Dock Fishing (various locations)
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Table 54. Number of respondents who chose to participate in Section 3: Individual Park Improveme
of the survey

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count
Yes, | wouldike to give specific input regarding one or more park 61.9% 172
No, | would not like to answer any additional questions regarding 38.1% 106
the parks. Please take me to the end of the survey.
answered question 278
skipped question 0

All participants in Section 3 were required to answer the following question for each of the 22
parks in order to advance through the survey:

How familiar are you witliPark Namelocated at (street address or cressads)?

wSalLlyasSa 2F b2 ODSINE FEYATAYNEARNE & Chbrad A N&
NBIFNRAY3I (GKA& LINJE€ Y2O0SR LI NIAOALIYyGa G2 0
wSalLkyasSa 2F G{2YSoKIG FLIYAtAINE FYR axSNEB ¥
guestions tailoed to that specific park area. The percentages listed for each park below in
response to this question are based on a percentage of the 172 respondents who participated

in Section 3 of the online survey. Results for specific park questions are baskee anber

of individuals who answered questions pertaining to that specific park area.

When reviewing the data collected from the survey for each park location, it is important to
note the number of respondents for each site. The number of respondenissviaiom park to

park. Table55 showsthe number of respondents for each park location. The park locations
that received a high number of responses are more representative than those which received
few responses.

Survey respondents also were given Klcy OS G2 Sy G4SN ahidKSNE O2
characteristics for each park site and for general comments. These comments are included for
each park and are stratified by topic were applicable. Responses have not been altered from

the form in which they wee received.
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Table %. Online Survey: Section@Individual Parks: Number of Respondents for Each Ratestions

Survey Park Number of Respondents
Park No.
1 Davison Roadside Park 58
2 Hogbacks Area 21
3 Zemmer Park 7
4 Flint River Trail 43
5 Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area 80
6 Toboggan Hill 12
7 Elba Equestrian Complex 12
8 Everett A. Cummings Center 40
9 Mounds OffRoad Vehicle Area 9
10 Goldenrod Disc Golf Course 12
11 Richfield County Park and BMX Track 54
12 Buell Lake Couy Park 32
13 Linden County Park and Clover Beach 42
14 Wolverine Campground and Buttercup Beach 29
15 Bluebell Beach and Splash Pad 44
16 Flushing County Park 55
17 ForMar Nature Preserve and Arboretum 85
18 Crossroads Village and Huckleberryl Raad 125
19 Bluegill Boat Launch 12
20 Walleye Pike Boat Launch 15
21 Holloway Reservoir Regional Park Dam and Canoe Launcl 17
22 Shore and Dock Fishing (various locations) 17
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Davison Roadside Park

61.9% of respondents to Section 3 of then&y indicated they were not at all familiar with
Davison Roadside Park. Féight individuals (23.6%@hoseto give input regarding Davison
Roadside Park. (Table 56) Of those, 31.0% indicated they had visited the park in the past 12
months. (Table 57)

Table 56. Familiarity of respondents with Davison Roadside Park located &
Davison and Burton Rd., Davison

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 46.8% 81

Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 13.3% 23
Somewhat familiar 19.1% 33

Very familiar 14.5% 25
Familiar, but choose not to give any input 6.4% 11
regarding this park (SKIP TO NEXT PARF

Total Number of Respondent for Davison Roadside 58
Park

Table 57. Time frame in which respondents last visiteedvison Roadside

Park

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 31.0% 18
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 39.7% 23
Never visited 6.9% 4
No response 22.4% 13

answered question 100.0% 58

Respondents rated the characteristics ohvidon Roadside Park as being good overall with

more than 80% of all responses in the OK to Excellent range. Receiving the highest rankings
GSNBE (KS LINJIQa 20SNIff @lFrtdzS G2 GKS 02YYdzyah
(Table 58, Figure 23)

Only three characteristics received significant rankings (between 10% and 20% of the 58
respondents) of Poor or Very Poor. These characteristics were the restroom facilities (porta
potties), abundance of wildlife/trees/nature, and parking. The majooityespondents rated
these characteristics as being OK.
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Table 58. Rating of characteristics of Davison Roadside Park

Answer Options Very Poor Poor OK Good Excellent 52y Q No Total
Know Response
BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 6.9% 24.1% 39.7% 15.5% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
QUALITY OF FACILITIES 0.0% 6.9% 25.9% 44.8% 8.6% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
PARKING 0.0% 10.3% 32.8% 27.6% 15.5% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 1.7% 15.5% 44.8% 20.7% 3.4% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATU
SENSE OF SAFETY ANI 3.4% 1.7% 25.9% 34.5% 20.7% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
SECURITY
MAINTENANCE 0.0% 5.2% 27.6% 39.7% 13.8% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
CLEANLINESS 0.0% 5.2% 24.1% 41.4% 15.5% 1.7% 12.1% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0% 0.0% 31.0% 39.7% 13.8% 1.7% 13.8% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES 5.2% 13.8% 27.6% 20.7% 3.4% 17.2% 12.1% 100.0%
(PORTA POTTIES)
PAVILLION 0.0% 3.4% 17.2% 31.0% 25.9% 10.3% 12.1% 100.0%
PICNIC AREAS 0.0% 0.0% 31.0% 34.5% 17.2% 3.4% 13.8% 100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
SLEDDING HILLS 3.4% 5.2% 13.8% 13.8% 34.5% 17.2% 12.1% 100.0%
OVERALL VBE TO THE 0.0% 0.0% 20.7% 27.6% 36.2% 3.4% 12.1% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
Figure 23
Characteristic Ratings for Davison Roadside Park : \P/gg Poor

OOK

® Good

B Excellent

OVERALL VALUETO THE COMMUNITY
SLEDDING HILLS
PAVILLION

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)
CLEANLINESS

BEAUTY OF PARK

PARKING

LEVEL OF CROWDING

MAINTENANCE
QUALITY OF FACILITIES

ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE

RESTROOM FACILITIES (PORTA POTTIES) [

Very Poor Excellent

Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at Davison Roadside Park. Modern restroom facilities received the most resporisegg dooy
playground equipment, lighting within the park and sledding hill improvements. (Table 59,
Figure 24)
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More parking and more picnic areas (tables and grills) received the highest responses as
improvements of moderate priority followed by more traseceptacles and barrier free access
(handicap accessibility). Ranking as a low priority was more picnic shelters (pavilions).

Table 59. Park amenities to prioritize for future development or improvements at Davison Roadsit

Park

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS 22.4% 34.5% 19.0% 6.9% 17.2% 100.0%

(HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)
PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT 19.0% 27.6% 34.5% 3.4% 15.5%  100.0%

MORE PICNIC AREAS 259%  39.7%  138%  3.4%  17.2%  100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)

MORE PICNIC SHELTERS 41.4%  29.3%  8.6% 3.4%  17.2%  100.0%
(PAVILIONS)

MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES 25.9% 36.2% 19.0% 1.7% 17.2%  100.0%
MODERN RESTROOM FACILI  20.7% 20.7% 36.2% 3.4% 19.0%  100.0%
SLEDDING HILL IMPROVEME  19.0% 22.4% 31.0% 12.1% 15.5% 100.0%

MORE PARKING 241%  39.7%  155% = 3.4% 17.2%  100.0%
LIGHTING WITHIN PARK 13.8%  32.8% 345%  6.9% 12.1%  100.0%
OTHER 241%  1.7% 5.2% 6.9%  62.1%  100.0%
Figure 24
Improvement to Amenities at Davison Roadside Park W Low Priority

@ Moderate Priority
O High Priority

MODERN RESTROOM FACILITES

LIGHTING WITHIN PARK

PLAYGROUND EQUPMENT

SLEDDING HILL IMPROVEMENTS

MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)
MORE PARKING

MORE PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

MORE PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS)

OTHER

Low Priority High Priority
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents wouldtbksee prioritized for
future development or improvements at Davison Roadside Park

e Parking
e playground

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regarding Davison Roadside Park

¢ Only 10 respondents gave additional comments regarding Davison Roadsid8iRaikthe 10
pertained to improvements to the sledding hill. Specifically, they addressed safety issues with
the road, access to hill from the roadside, hill grooming and the addition of a rope to ease
climbing.

Additional Comments:

Facilities
e Addingplayground equipment would be nice.
¢ Needs restroom facilities. It is a nice little park to have lunch.

Staff / Security / Safety
¢ Something to make people feel safer about sledding down the hill. Itis a safety issue to sled
towards the road.

Programs /Activities

e Only thing | like about it is the sledding. Not much to keep my interest there.

e Their access to the sledding hill from roadside park.

¢ | have enjoyed picnicking at this park many times.

e Sledding hill is a waste of time and staff. Small hillnwade smaller by road widening. Sometimes
staff sits around all day while nobody comes and uses it!!! County should just abandon this whole
thing. Find a nicer hill somewhere else in the Genesee recreation area and develop it.

Maintenance / Cleanliness

e Thesledding hill could be groomed (less bumps). Also could use a better way to get to the top of
the hill.

e Rope next to tires for toboggan hill for climbing.

General Positive / Negative

e Probably a park that should be turned over to the city of Burton. Do¢dit in a regional park
system.
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Hogbacks Area

70.3% of respondents indicatadey were not at all familiar with the Hogbacks. Tweahe
individuals (12.2%¢hoseto give input regarding the Hogbacks. (Table 60) Of those, 47.6%
indicated they had igited the Hogbacks in the past 12 months. (Table 61)

Table 60. Familiarity of respondents with the Hogbacks Area located at the Genesee al
Lapeer County Line, bordered by Elba, Washburn, McDowell and Stanley Roads

Answer Options Response Resporse
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 70.3% 121
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 13.4% 23
Somewhat familiar 7.6% 13
Very familiar 4.7% 8
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding this 4.1% 7
park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Numberof Respondents for the Hogbacks Are 21

Table 61. Time frame in which respondents last visited the Hogbacks

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 47.6% 10
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 33.3% 7
Never visied 4.8% 1
No response 14.3% 3
Total 100.0% 21

Respondents rated the characteristics of the Hogbacks as primarily good to OK with more than
75% of all responses in the OK to Excellent categories. Receiving the highest rankings in the
Excellentcategoa ¢ SNB (GKS LI NJ] Q& FodzyRFIyOS 2F gAf RfA
the community. (Table 62, Figure 25) Receiving rankings predominately of Good to Excellent
were the beauty of the park and the hiking trails.

The majority of respondents werunfamiliar with the dog training area, fishing at the Hogbacks
or the horseback riding trails. Those who ranked the dog training area and horseback riding
trail ranked them as OK to Excellent while fishing was ranked primarily as Poor to OK.

Only three characteristics received significant rankings (between 10% and 25% of the 21
respondents) of Poor or Very Poor. These were the restroom facilities {potti@s), parking

and maintenance. However, the majority of respondents rated these characterasti€3K,
except for the restroom facilities, of which a majority indicated unfamiliarity.
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Table 62. Rating of characteristics of the Hogbacks Area

Answer Options Very Poor OK Good Excellent 52y C No Total
Poor Know Response
BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 0.0% 143% 38.1% 23.8% 4.8% 19.0% 100.0%
PARKING 4.8% 19.0% 33.3% 14.3% 9.5% 4.8% 14.3% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NA 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 23.8% 52.4% 4.8% 19.0% 100.0%
SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY 4.8% 4.8% 19.0%  33.3% 14.3% 9.5% 14.3% 100.0%
MAINTENANE 9.5% 9.5% 28.6%  28.6% 0.0% 9.5% 14.3% 100.0%
CLEANLINESS 0.0% 9.5% 33.3%  28.6% 0.0% 9.5% 19.0% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0% 4.8% 33.3% 14.3% 23.8% 4.8% 19.0% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES (PORTA POT 9.5% 14.3% 19.0% 19.0% 0.0% 23.8% 14.3% 100.0%
HIKING TRAILS 4.8% 0.0% 143%  38.1% 19.0% 9.5% 14.3% 100.0%
HORSEBACK RIDING TRAILS 0.0% 0.0% 143%  14.3% 19.0% 33.3% 19.0% 100.0%
DOG TRAINING AREA 4.8% 0.0% 9.5% 14.3% 14.3% 42.9% 14.3% 100.0%
FISHING 0.0% 9.5% 19.0% 9.5% 4.8% 42.9% 14.3% 100.0%
OVERAL VALUE TO THE COMMUNITY  0.0% 4.8% 14.3% 19.0% 42.9% 4.8% 14.3% 100.0%
Figure 25.
Characteristic Ratings for the Hogbacks Area m bory Poor
OOK
B Good
B Excellent

ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
OVERALL VALUE TOTHE COMMUNITY
BEAUTY OF PARK

LEVEL OF CROWDING

HIKING TRAILS

HORSEBACKRIDING TRAILS

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY

DOG TRAINING AREA

PARKING

FISHING

CLEANLINESS

MAINTENANCE

RESTROOM FACILITIES (PORTA POTTIES)

Very Poor Excellent

Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at the Hogbacks. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority waswvesdpinent.

Additional comments pertained to marking and mapping of the trails. Other responses also
ranked as High Priority were the need for trash receptacles followed by the need for restroom
facilities, which ranked equally in the High and Moderaiery categories. (Table 63, Figure

26)
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More parking and picnic areas (tables and grills) received the highest responses as
improvements of Moderate Priority. Ranking as a Low Priority was picnic shelters (pavilions)
and barrier free access (handicagassibility).

Table 63. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at the Hogbacks

Area

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS 33.3% 9.5% 19.0% 14.3% 23.8% 100.0%

(HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)

TRAIL DEVELOPMENT 0.0% 28.6% 47.6% 4.8% 19.0% 100.0%

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRI  19.0% 28.6% 19.0% 9.5% 23.8%  100.0%
PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIOI 38.1% 14.3% 19.0% 9.5% 19.0%  100.0%

TRASH RECEPTACLES 9.5% 23.8% 38.1% 9.5% 19.0%  100.0%

RESTROOM FACILITES 4.8% 33.3% 33.3% 9.5% 19.0%  100.0%

MORE PARKING 9.5% 38.1% 23.8% 9.5% 19.0%  100.0%

OTHER 9.5% 4.8% 14.3% 4.8% 66.7%  100.0%
Figure 26.

B Low Priority
B Moderate Priority
O High Priority

Improvements to Amenties at the Hogbacks Area

TRAIL DEVELOPMENT

TRASH RECEPTACLES

RESTROOM FACILITES

MORE PARKING

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS)

BARRIER FREEACCESS
(HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)

OTHER

Low Priority High Priority
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to seeifized for
future development or improvements at the Hogbacks

e Mapped and marked trails
¢ Would like to see more priority for walking and hiking. Possibly camping.
e Trail signage and a trail map

Only seven respondents gave additional comments regardingitigbacks. Comments related
to the general facilities, trails and signage and the natural areas and landscaping at the
Hogbacks.

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regarding the Hogbacks

Facilities
e Better parking lots with a trash can or two. éwfextra porta potties spread across the area
would also be nice. And a couple of fishing piers would be great!!

Trails / Signage

e Horseback riding is causing erosion of trail making it unenjoyable for hiking for this reason |
am no longer a frequent visir to this park

e Consider working with the mountain bikers to develop trails that they can use without
breaking park rules about bikes in the Hogbacks.

Natural Areas / Nature / Landscaping
¢ | heard there's a bog there. | really like bogs and plan onngsstometime.
e Do not over develop it. Leave it natural or at the very most use it as an educational area.
CKS &al1A KAff Ad KAAG2NROO® [ SI @S AGX odzi f S0
e This area is a wonderful example of Michigan's glacial geology with nice wetfaneists,
and kettle lakes. Wildlife is abundant. The focus of the commission should be to remove
invasive species, improve trail to prevent erosion, and add some signage so it is a little
easier to find the way to it. | would not have figured out frone website directions that |
would need to park at a fishing site parking lot and walk back down the road to get to the
entrance trail.

General Positive / Negative

e Horses are a LUXURY enjoyed by a wealthy few in thisdnaaall facilities for the stup
horses and their rich elite owners and devote area to bikes or other things of more interest
to the public.
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Zemmer Park

93.1% of respondents indicated they were not at all or not very familiar with the Hogbacks.
Only seven individuals (4.1%h)oseto give input regarding Zemmer Park (Table 64). Of those
respondents, 42.9% indicated they had visited Zemmer Park in the past 12 months (Table 65).

Table 64. Familiarity of respondents with Zemmer Park located on N.
Hanmann Road

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARI 88.4% 152
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK 4.7% 8
Somewhat familiar 1.2% 2
Very familiar 2.9% 5
Familiar, but choose not to give any inp 2.% 5
regarding this park (SKIP TO NEXT PA

Number of Respondents for the Hogbacks Ar 7

Table 65. Time frame in which respondents last visited Zemmer Park

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 42.9% 3
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 14.3% 1
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 42.9% 3
Total 100.0% 7

Respondents rated the characteristics of Zemmer Park as primarily as OK with the majority of

all responses in the OK to Excellent categories. Receiving the highest rankings in the Excellent
categorB&d GSNBE (GKS LI N}l Qa | odzyRIyOS 2F gAf Rt ATFSk
community. (Table 66, Figure 27)

One charactastic, the restroom facilitiegporta-potties), received a significant ranking of Poor
or Very Poor by 57.1% by respondentawer rankings of Poor were noted for the boat launch,
parking and the cleanliness of the park with the majority of respondents ranking these
characteristics as OK or Good.
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Table 66. Rating of characteristics of Zemmer Park

Answer Options Very Poor OK Good Excellent 52y No Total
Poor Know Response

BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 14.3% 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

PARKING 0.0% 28.6% 28.6% 42.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 42.9% 42.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

WILDLIFE/TREES/NATU

SENSE OF SAFETYANC  0.0% 0.0% 42.9% 28.6% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

SECURITY
MAINTENANCE 0.0% 14.3% 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
CLEANLINESS 0.0% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

LEVEL OF CROWDING = 0.0% 0.0% 57.1% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

RESTROOM FACILITIES 14.3% 42.9% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
(PORTA POTTIES)

BOAT LAUNCH 0.0% 42.9% 42.9% 143% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
SHORE FISHING AREA  0.0% 14.3% 71.4% 143% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

OVERALLVALUETOTE 0.0% 14.3% 14.3% 286% 42.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

COMMUNITY
Figure 27
Characteristic Ratings for Zemmer Park B bory Poor
O OK
@ Good
B Excellent
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Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at Zemmer Park. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority for future development or
improvements were trash receptad and restroom facilities. (Table 67)

Table 67. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at Zemme

Park
Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCE 57.1%  14.3%  28.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
(HANDICAP@CESSIBLIT
TRAIL DEVELOPMEN™ 42.9%  42.9%  14.3%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
PICNIC AREAS 28.6% 57.1%  14.3%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
PICNIC SHELTERS 71.4%  28.6%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
(PAVILIONS)
TRASH RECEPTACLE 14.3%  28.6%  57.1%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITE 14.3%  28.6% 57.1%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
MORE PARKING 14.3%  85.7%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
OTHER 0.0%  14.3%  0.0% 0.0%  857%  100.0%

Figure 28

Improvement to Amenities at Zemmer Park B Low Priority

@ Moderate Priority
O High Priority
I

RESTROOM FACILITES

TRASH RECEPTACLES

BARRIER FREEACCESS
(HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)

TRAIL DEVELOPMENT

PICNIC AREAS
(TABLES/GRILLS)

OTHER

PICNIC SHELTERS
(PAVILIONS)

MORE PARKING

Low Priority High Priority

Only one respondent gave additional comments regarding Zemmer Paglardiag
Maintenance-- the need for road repair at the boat launch and throughout the park.
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Flint River Tralil

50.0% of respondents indicated they were not at all familiar with the Flint River Trail. 16.9%
indicated they were not very familiar and 6.4H#id they were familiar but chose not to answer
guestions pertaining to the Flint River Tralil.

Fifty-three individuals (30.8%) chose to give input regarding the Flint River Trail.

Of those,

75.9% indicated they had visited the trail in the past 12 momthd 17.2% indicated they had

visited the trail, but not within the past 12 months.

Table68. Familiarity of respondents with the Flint River Trail with access

Bray and Carpenter Roads in Flint
Answer Options

Not at al familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK

Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK
Somewhat familiar

Very familiar

Familiar, but choose not to give any inp
regarding this park (SKIP TO NEXT PA

Table 69. Time frameniwhich respondents last visited the Flint River Tra
Count
22

Answer Options
Visited in past 12 months
Have visited, but not in past 12 months
Never visited
No response
Total

Response
Percent

50.0%

16.9%
14.0%
11.0%
8.1%

Percent
51.2%
11.6%

4.7%
32.6%

100.0%

Response
Count

86

29
24
19
14

5
2

14

Respondents rated theharacteristics of the Flint River Trail as being OK to Good overall with
YI22NRAGE& 2F NBaLRyaSa
overall value to the community and the bridge to Stepping Stone Falls. Characsamseiving

majority rankings of Good were the abundance of wildlife/trees/nature followed by the beauty
of the trail and the level of crowding.

NIFIyl1Ay3 Al

hyo

wSOSA DA

Four characteristics received significant rankings (greater than 20% of the 53 respondents) of

Poor or VeryPoor.

These characteristics were road crossing, sense of safety and security,

restrooms and wayside signage. The majority of respondents rated these characteristics as
being OK with the exception of sense of safety and security, which received a magjakiyg

of Good.
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Table70. Rating of characteristics of the Flint River Trail

Answer Options Very
Poor
BEAUTY OF TRAIL 2.3%
PARKING 0.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 0.0%

WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE

SENSE OF SAFETY AND  16.3%
SECURITY

MAINTENANCE 4.7%
CLEANLINESS 4.7%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0%

RESTROOM FACILITIES  7.0%

TRAIL SURFACE 2.3%
TRAIL CONNECTIONS 4.7%
ROAD CROSSINGS 9.3%
WAYSIDE SIGNAGE 4.7%

BRIDGE TO STEPPING ST (0.0%
FALLS

ACCESS TO SHORBEING  0.0%

OVERALL VALUE TO THE 2 304
COMMUNITY

Figure 29

Poor
4.7%

4.7%
2.3%

16.3%

16.3%
11.6%
0.0%

20.9%

18.6%
14.0%

25.6%
23.3%
0.0%

2.3%

2.3%

OK

20.9%

34.9%
20.9%

20.9%

34.9%
37.2%
32.6%

32.6%

32.6%
37.2%

37.2%
39.5%
11.6%

20.9%

7.0%

Good
39.5%

32.6%
46.5%

27.9%

20.9%
20.9%
39.5%

7.0%

25.6%
18.6%

9.3%
9.3%
16.3%

20.9%
20.9%

Characteristic Ratings for the Flint River Trail

OVERALL VALUE TO THE COMMUNITY
BRIDGE TO STEPPING STONE FALLS
ACCESS TO SHORE FISHING

BEAUTY OF TRAIL

ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
LEVEL OF CROWDING

PARKING

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY
MAINTENANCE

TRAIL SURFACE

CLEANLINESS

TRAIL CONNECTIONS

ROAD CROSSINGS

WAYSIDE SIGNAGE

RESTROOM FACILITIES

Excellent

23.3%

11.6%
20.9%

11.6%

11.6%
9.3%
18.6%

4.7%

9.3%
7.0%

7.0%
4.7%
51.2%

25.6%

53.5%

52y 0Q No Total
Know Response
0.0% 9.3% 100.0%
7.0% 9.3% 100.0%
0.0% 9.3% 100.0%
0.0% 7.0% 100.0%
2.3% 9.3% 100.0%
4.7% 11.6% 100.0%
0.0% 9.3% 100.0%
16.3% 11.6% 100.0%
2.3% 9.3% 100.0%
9.3% 9.3% 100.0%
2.3% 9.3% 100.0%
7.0% 11.6% 100.0%
9.3% 11.6% 100.0%
20.9% 9.3% 100.0%
2.3% 11.6% 100.0%

B Very Poor

| Poor

0O OK

B Good

B Excellent

Very Poor
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Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
on the Flint River ®&il. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority for future development
or improvements was trail development (more connections). This was followed by road
crossings (pedestrian lights and crosswalks.) Distance markers, better directional signage,
restroom facilities, trash, modern restroom facilities and water fountains also received majority
rankings of High Priority.

Roadway separation (i.e. Trail too close to/on road) and trailhead signs received the highest
ranking as Moderate Priority improvemss. This was followed by trash receptacles, more
parking, water fountains and trail lighting. Ranking as a Low Priority was access to shore fishing
and barrier free access (handicap accessibility).

Table71. Park amenities to prioritized for future deslopment or improvements
along the Flint River Trail

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Q No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACC 39.5%  18.6% 20.9% 9.3% 11.6% 100.0%
(HANDICAP

ACCESSIBLITY)

TRAIL DEVELOPMEN 4.7%  20.9% 60.5% 4.7%  9.3%  100.0%
(MORE

CONNEGODNS)

ROADWAY 47%  442% 34.9% 7.0%  9.3%  100.0%
SEPERATION (IE. TR

CLOSE TO/ON ROAL

ROAD CROSSING 0.0% 27.9% 535% 7.0% 11.6% 100.0%
(PEDESTRIAN

LIGHTS/CROSSWALI

TRAIL LIGHTING 18.6% 34.9% 30.2% 7.0%  9.3%  100.0%
TRASH RECEPTACLI 9.3%  39.5% 395% 2.3%  9.3%  100.0%
RESTROOM FACILIT 14.0% 32.6% 39.5% 4.7%  9.3%  100.0%
WATER FOUNTAINS 14.0% 37.2% 37.2% 2.3%  9.3%  100.0%
ACCESS TO SHORE 41.9% 32.6% 11.6% 4.7%  9.3%  100.0%

FISHING

TRAILHEAD SIGN 7.0% 442% 349% 4.7% 9.3%  100.0%
BETTER DIRECTION, 4.7% 37.2% 442% 4.7% 9.3%  100.0%
SIGNAGE

DISTANCE MARKER! 4.7% 37.2% 46.5%  0.0% 11.6% 100.0%
MORE PARKING 30.2% 39.5% 11.6% 9.3% 9.3%  100.0%

OTHER 18.6% 2.3% 11.6% 9.3% 58.1% 100.0%
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Figure 30

Improvement to Amenities on the Flint River Trail W Low Priority
B Moderate Priority
O High Priority

TRAIL DEVELOPMENT (MORE CONNECTIONS)

ROAD CROSSING (PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS/CROSSWALKS)
DISTANCE MARKERS

BETTER DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE

TRASH RECEPTACLES

RESTROOM FACILITES

WATER FOUNTAINS

ROADWAY SEPERATION (IE. TRAIL CLOSE TO/ON ROAD)
TRAILHEAD SIGN

TRAIL LIGHTING

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)
MORE PARKING

ACCESS TO SHORE FISHING

OTHER

Low Priority High Priority

Comments relatel to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvementon the Flint River Trall

Staff / Security / Safety
e BETTER SECURITY
e Better Security, | don't feel safe in or around the trail and especiallp#nking area.

Maintenance / Cleanliness

e Clean it up or at least encourage users to keep it clean

e Stepping Stone Falls concrete area really needs to be cleaned up, pressure washing would
do it wonders, | professionally do pressure washing and was consydetacing a bid,
Robert Napolitano 24821-4989

e Resurface

Trail Extension / Signage

e Improve the trail surface, particularly from Blue Gill Boat Ramp north to Genesee Road.
Complete trail around Mott Lake.
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Noted in the Other category for improvement&ere comments specific to trail surfacing and/or
cleaning, which was noted particularly for the area at Stepping Stone Falls and from Bluegill
Boat Launch to Genesee Road). Also mentioned was better security, maintenance and
completion of the trail aroud Mott Lake.

Twentythree respondents gave additional comments regarding the Flint River Trail. Many
comments pertained to the area of the trail outside of the portion of the trail owned and
operated by the Genesee County Parks and Recreation CommiEk&se comments pertained

to a low sense of security on the trail and in the parking areas near the trail.

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regardhng Flint River Trail

Staff / Security / Safety

e The Flint River Tralil is very nice out towatlds Genesee area but other areas in the Flint
section are a little scary. | also have the feeling that parking areas attract a criminal element
during the evening and weekend hours. | would like to see more security in the parking
areas and perhaps sectyripatrols on the trail itself. | would love to see the trail expanded
and networked with other trails in Genesee County and beyond.

e | have never felt safe on this trail, especially alone or with one other person. Broken glass in
several areas, gang grdtifi etc. Would never recommend unless riding with large organized
group.

e Areas of trail in need of repair for safety reasons, area behind the water plant and Dort Hwy
crossing especially dangerous. Would be more family friendly if crossing of majomwasids
made easier and safer

e The Flint river trail is a combination of the best and worst of the parks system. | sometimes
use it for long runs starting and finishing at the Flint Farmer's Market. Some of the trail is
clean and scenic, other parts need semmelp. Some of the road crossings (Dort Hwy.) are
dangerous at best. A tunnel/bridge would be nice but probably too expensive

e Some of this is downright scarey to go through!! Needs more patrols by cops or rangers or
somebody. | would not even consideaking small children or the elderly. Used needles,
trash, everywhere.

¢ | have heard a number of warnings about riding the trail alone or in small groups and would
like to know about actual crimes that occur on the trail so | have a better idea about when it
is safe to use it and what things to watch out for. Also some of the road crossings are a
discrase. The section where you have to get off the trail, go through McDonald's drive
through, sit through a lite and take a dirt path behind the water treatmeminplis hard to
find, unsafe and it would certainly improve plant security to have more members of the
public going by where they can spot problems instead of a little used access road.
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Maintenance / Cleanliness

Trash receptacles need to be emptied mofeeq.

We walk and cross country ski alot on the trail system. In the winter time | am very
disappointed with the amount on dog crap that is left on the trails. It is disgusting, unsightly,
and unhealthy. More trash containers + bags for people to cleaaitgx their pets or
someone to issue tickets to those that don't!

Programs / Activities

If there were family activities, | will go with my childrer8pb

Trail Extension / Signage

The trail needs to be extended around Mott Lake and out toward Columleiawiconnect

to trails being developed there. The Bluebell beach section eventually needs to- be re
surfaced, but | am much more concerned about getting the connection between Stepping
Stones and Bluegill boat launch.

All of the flint river trails shouldonnect to one another.

It is a wonderful resource, but needs some attention to make it a¢iests facility. Links to
other trails would be very helpful.

If you build it they will come. Visit the Huron Metro system for evidence.

General Positive / Ngative

| think it's a great idea.

Waste of money

| think this was a great idea and a great improvement.

| THINK THE IMPROVEMENTS ARE VERY NICE OUR FAMILY LOVES THEM

Great to have in Flint!

Some improvements would do it wonders.

The sections operated and fiméained by the County Parks are of far superior quality to the
sections maintained by the City of Flint.
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Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area

22.7% of respondents indicated they were not at all familiar with Stepping Stone Falls and
Picnic Area. 18.0%dicated they were not very familiar and 12.8% said they were familiar but
chose not to answer questions pertaining to Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area.

Table72. Familiarity of respondents with Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area located :
5161 Banch Road

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 22.7% 39

Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 18.0% 31
Somewhat familiar 27.9% 48

Very familiar 18.6% 32
Familiar, but choose not to give any input aeding this 12.8% 22

park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respondents for Stepping Stone F: 80

Eighty individuals (46.5%Mhoseto give input regarding Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area. Of
those, 27.5% indicated they had visited Stepping Stonks Bald Picnic Area in the past 12
months, 21.3% indicated they had visited the park, but not within the past 12 months, 1.2 %
indicated they had never visited and 50.0% did not answer the question.

Table 73. Time frame in which respondents last visite@@ting Stone Falls and

Picnic Area

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 27.5% 22
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 21.3% 17
Never visited 1.3% 1
No response 50.0% 40

Total 100.0% 80

Respondents rated the characteristics aé@ping Stone Falls and Picnic Area as being Good
overall with more than 75% of all responses in the OK to Excellent range. The characteristic
GKFG NBOSAQYSR GKS KAIKSald lyR 2yfeée YI22NRGS®
overall value to te community.

Level of crowding, beauty of park, parking, and cleanliness were all rated by the majority of
respondents as Good. Maintenance of buildings, benches/seating areas, restroom facilities,
picnic areas (tables/grills), sense of safety and sgcand docks were ranked by the majority

of respondents as OKrour characteristics received significant rankings (between 10% and 24%
of the 80 respondents) of Poor or Very Poor. These characteristics were the sense of safety and
security (23.8%) folloed by the restroom facilities (portpotties), cleanliness, and picnic areas
(tables/grills). The majority rated these characteristics as being OK.
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Table 74 . Rating of characteristics of Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area

Answer Options Very Poor OK Good Excellent Dono No Total
Poor Know Response

BEAUTY OF PARK 1.3% 1.3% 21.3% 42.5% 30.0% 1.3% 2.5% 100.0%

PARKING 0.0% 1.3% 27.5% 41.3% 25.0% 2.5% 2.5% 100.0%

ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 5.0% 21.3% 37.5% 31.3% 1.3% 3.8% 100.0%

WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE

SENSE OF S8FETY AND 38%  200%  288%  27.5% 16.3% 1.3% 2.5% 100.0%
SECURITY

MAINTENANCE OF 2.5% 8.8%  38.8% 27.5% 13.8% 5.0% 3.8% 100.0%
BUILDINGS

CLEANLINESS 25%  125%  33.8%  350% 12.5% 1.3% 2.5% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 1.3% 3.8% 300%  47.5% 12.5% 1.3% 3.8% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES ~ 25%  163%  31.3% 21.3% 11.3% 12.5% 5.0% 100.0%

(PORTA POTTIES)

BENCHES/SEATING 0.0% 10.0% 37.5% 28.8% 15.0% 5.0% 3.8% 100.0%
AREAS
PICNIC AREAS 0.0% 12.5% 30.0% 28.8% 12.5% 8.8% 7.5% 100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
DOCKS 0.0% 8.8% 25.0% 23.8% 11.3% 21.3% 10.0% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUE TO THE 0.0% 6.3% 17.5% 28.8% 40.0% 3.8% 3.8% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
Figure 31
Characteristic Ratings for Stepping Stone Falls :ggg; Poor
O OK
@ Good
B Excellent

OVERALL VALUE TO THECOMMUNITY
ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
BEAUTY OF PARK

PARKING

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY
BENCHES/SEATING AREAS
MAINTENANCE OF BUILDINGS

LEVEL OF CROWDING

CLEANLINESS

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

DOCKS

RESTROOM FACILITIES (PORTA POTTIES)

Very Poor Excellent
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Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at Stepping Stone Falls and Picniear Receiving the most responses as a High Priority for
future development or improvements was lighting in the parking area, followed by restroom
facilities, lighting within the park and landscaping/beautification.

Trash receptacles received the highessponses as improvements of Moderate Priority. This
was followed by more picnic areas (tables and grills), opening the concession area, more picnic
shelters (pavilions) and dock improvements. Ranking as a Low Priority was more parking.
Barrier free acces (handicap accessibility) received similar ranking in all the categories with
slightly lower ranking in both the Moderate and High Priority categories.

Table75. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at Stepping Stoa#s-

and Picnic Area
Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDIC  31.3% 26.3% 30.0% 3.8% 8.8% 100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)

OPEN CONCESSION AREA 28.8% 40.0% 23.8% 2.5% 5.0% 100.0%
MORE RINIC AREAS (TABLES/GRII 22.5% 41.3% 26.3% 3.8% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIC 30.0% 36.3% 23.8% 3.8% 6.3% 100.0%

TRASH RECEPTACLES 11.3% 46.3% 32.5% 6.3% 3.8% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITES 10.0% 30.0% 47.5% 8.8% 3.8% 100.0%
LIGHTING WITHRARK 10.0% 33.8% 43.8% 7.5% 5.0% 100.0%
LIGHTING IN PARKING AREA 10.0% 25.0% 51.3% 7.5% 6.3% 100.0%
DOCK IMPROVEMENTS 22.5% 35.0% 17.5% 16.3% 8.8% 100.0%
LANDSCAPING/BEAUTIFICATION  12.5% 38.8% 40.0% 2.5% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PARKING 38.8% 32.5% 12.5% 7.5% 8.8% 100.0%

OTHER 16.3% 3.8% 6.3% 12.5% 61.3%  100.0%
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Figure 32

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)

Improvements to Amenities at Stepping Stone Falls | Low Priority
@ Moderate Priority
O High Priority

OTHER

MORE PARKING

LANDSCAPING/BEAUTIFICATION

DOCKIMPROVEMENTS

LIGHTING IN PARKING AREA

LIGHTING WITHIN PARK

RESTROOM FACILITES

TRASH RECEPTACLES

MORE PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS)

MOREPICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

OPEN CONCESSION AREA

Low Priority High Priority

Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvements aStepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area

Maintenance / @eanliness

Repair all lighting along sidewalk

Needs a lot of wood replaced

The concrete area around the falls, the docks and viewing area of the falls need to be
pressure washed, you would be amazed at how nice it would clean up. | was just there last
night and thought to myself that | could make it look great.

The only one time | went it was too ditry with trash and animal poop, so | did not return
anymorel!!

Clean up grafitti.

Park is not maintained well.

Nice facility, but needs constant cleaning. Mar@sh cans would help.

Cost / Hours / Marketing

More hours open

Trails / Signage

Signage; a permanent map to show which way to go for picnics, how many, how far, and
which way to go to the Falls.
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Natural Areas / Nature / Landscaping
e The parking lot isdo big now. Why would you want it bigger? Make it smaller to add to
the beauty of the area.

Programs / Activities
Better access for canoes and kayaks below and above the dam

Eleven respondents gave additional comments in the Other category regandprgviements

to Stepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area, Seven of the 11 comments pertained to issues related
to needing better maintenance at the park. Specifically listed were graffiti removal, wood
cleaning/replacement, trash and litter cleanup, and repditighting along the sidewalk. Other
comments included adding a map of the park, longer hours of operation, reducing the size of
the parking lot and better access for canoes and kayaks above and below the dam.

Additional Comments Given by RespondentsdgaedingStepping Stone Falls and Picnic Area

Facilities

¢ What about play equipment??? Even a slide or some swings will help a lot.

e Add playground equipment.

¢ An open concession area would be great. We walk there and it would be great to buy water
and othe drinks. It would be cool to buy bird food to feed the birds with.

e Needs a playground. Needs more security on busy weekends after dark. Some employees
here are greatothers are idiots.

o | really like this park, but the restrooms are terrible. | hategshem.

e The bridge to Stepping Stone is a delightful addition and is utilized even more by young
families.

Maintenance / Cleanliness

e Stepping Stone Falls has been a long term favorite of mine. | love to be able to watch the
falls and walk in the park.would like to see continued maintenance of the facilities and
maybe some development of the walking areas but | like the natural feel of the area and
wouldn't want to lose that.

¢ | would be more than willing to give you a pressure washing bid for the cnerewing
area and pathways around stepping stone falls, | could also bid any other areas within the
parks that need to be pressure cleaned. | noticed the park benches were a little dingy and
worn looking, | could also clean those up. Robert Napolita#8521-4989

e This was long time ago. | was just moving from Atlanta and | wanted to continue with my
park activities, so | went there and it was very dirty and not taking care and depressing, so |
did not go anymore. Time has passed, but | have learned to §anada camping, and that
is what we do. Use the parks in the city a lot Mott Park and Kersley some times. For
swimming, | use a small park in Holly.

¢ Maintain fencing at front of park. Signage asking people not to feed the ducks and geese.
Redo tle bulletin board and make sure the information in it is current.
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Natural Areas / Nature / Landscaping

e The flowers are well taken care of.

e Thisis a very nice park and it is exciting to feed the big fish and birds.

¢ Flowers are gorgeous!

e Recent improvementsave helped to bring back a long neglected area. It would make a
great area for more flower plantings.

Cost / Hours / Marketing
e Having later hours of operation including the concession area.

Staff / Security / Safety
e More security

Trails / Signage

e More trails!!

e A map of the trails would be nice. It is a nice place to visit during the evening, but | would
appreciate the presence of a park ranger or staff for additional security. Fix the lighting in
the falls. The light display in the falls is notrapressive as it was in the past.

Programs / Activities

e Enough with the restrictions on fishing below the dam. People fish there. You may not like it
but should recognize that you can't stop it with your current staffing levels and make it safer.
People ae also blazing trails through the woods, so some designated paths might help
reduce erosion and direct them toward fishing sites and other places of interest without
walking off trail and disturbing plant habitat to find them.

e We really enjoyed the Genesdell Dinner Cruses

General Positive / Negative

e WE (MY MOTHER AND FATHER) USED TO OWN THE LAND WHERE STEPPING STONE FA
IS ...WE PLANNED ON MOVING THERE AFTER BUILDING A HOUSE... A FOUNDATION W/
STARTED FOR A HORSE BARN, BUT THE FLINT RIVER IMPRRYEHMENCHANGED
OUR PLANS.. IT IS FUN TO GO TO THE FALLS AND REMEMBER THE FUN DAYS WITH FAN
WE HAD THERE...
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Toboggan Hill

86.6% of respondents indicated they were not at all or not very familiar with Toboggan Hill.

Twelve respondentshoseto give input regarding the Toboggan Hill. (TaB& Of those, only
five (%) indicated they had visited the park in the gesmonths. (Tabl&7)

Table76. Familiarity of respondents with the Toboggan Hill in Oregon Township in

Lapeer County
Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count
Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 75.0% 129
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 11.6% 20
Somewhat familiar 2.3% 4
Very familiar 4.7% 8
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding 6.4% 11
this park (SKIP TO NEBXARK)
Number of Respondents for the Toboggan + 12
Table77. Time frame in whth respondents last visitedoboggan Hill
Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 41.7% 5
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 25.0% 3
Never vsited 0.0% 0
No response 33.3% 4
Total 100.0% 12

The sledding hill was the highest rated characteristic at Toboggan Hilhwita than75% of
respondentgatingthe sledding hill as either Good or Excellehebeauty of the park and the
LJ- NJ @8l vaRiedtS the community rated highly. 50% of respondents rated the restroom
facilities and lighting at the park as Poor or Very Poor. (TAR)Eigure33)

Table78. Rating of characteristics of the Toboggan Hill

Answer Options Very Poor OK Goa Excellent 52y C No Total
Poor Know Response

BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 8.3% 0.0% 25.0% 50.0% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%

PARKING 8.3% 25.0% 16.7% 16.7% 16.7% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%

ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 25.0% 41.7% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%

WILDLIFE/TREES/NATL

SENSE OF SAFEND 0.0% 8.3% 41.7% 33.3% 8.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%

SECURITY

CLEANLINESS 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 25.0% 16.7% 8.3% 16.7% 100.0%

LEVEL OF CROWDING  8.3% 0.0% 41.7% 16.7% 16.7% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%

RESTROOM FACILITIES 16.7% 33.3% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 8.3% 100.0%

SLEDDINSILL 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 16.7% 58.3% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%

HOURS OF OPERATIO!M  0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 25.0% 33.3% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%
HELPFULNESS OF STA 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 8.3% 25.0% 25.0% 16.7% 100.0%

LIGHTING 16.7% 33.3% 8.3% 8.3% 8.3% 8.3% 16.7% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUB THE 8.3% 0.0% 16.7% 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
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Figure 33

Characteristic Ratings for the Toboggan Hill :ggg; Poor

O oK
B Good
B Excellent
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LEVEL OF CROWDING
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LIGHTING

RESTROOM FACILITIES W

Very Poor Excellent

Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at the Toboggan Hill. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority were the restroom
facilities followed by the sledding hill and more trash receptacles at the park. Also ranked as
High Priorities were lighting in the park and the parking area. Barrier free access and picnic
shelters rated as the lowest priorities for improvements at faboggan Hill. (Tablgd, Figure

34)

Table79. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at the Toboggan Hill

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (BARD 41.7% 16.7% 8.3% 0.0% 33.3%  100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS 33.3% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS) 33.3% 41.7% 8.3% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%

TRASH RECEPTACLES 8.3% 16.7% 58.3% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITES 0.0% 16.7% 66.7% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
LIGHTING WITHIN PARK 16.7% 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%

LIGHTING IN PARKING AREA 16.7% 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
SLEDDING HILL IMPROVEMENT  8.3% 16.7% 58.3% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
MORE PARKING 16.7% 25.0% 41.7% 0.0% 16.7%  100.0%
INCREASE HOURS OF OPERATI 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 25.0%  100.0%
OTHER 16.7% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 66.7%  100.0%
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Figure 34
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or imgovements at the Toboggan Hill

e Open for other use in spring/summer/fall months
Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regarding the Toboggan Hill

Facilities

e | enjoy running/hiking the trailsvhich are accessible from the Toboggan Hill. It would be
cool if there were a picnic area and pofjahn there outside of winter months. ight now |
use the facilities at the Equestrian Complex, but that means a 20 minute run with a river
crossing to get to it.

e The hill could desperately use some kind of stairgsopes for ascending the hill ;) And a
port-a-potty would be great!

General Positive / Negative
e Very fun place!!
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Elba Equestrian Complex

88.4% of respondent indicated that they were either not at all or not very familiar with Elba
Equestrian Compx.  Twelve survey respondenthioseto give additional input for Elba
Equestrian Complex. (TalB@) Of thoseanswering questions for Elba, 50% indicated they had
visited the park in the pasit2 months.(Table81)

Table80. Familiarity of respondentsvith Elba Equestrian Complex in Oregon Township in

Lapeer County
Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 79.7% 137
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 8.7% 15
Somewhat familiar 2.3% 4
Very familiar 4.7% 8
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding this pal 4.7% 8
(SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respondents for Elba Equestrian Comg 12

Tabk 81 Time frame in which respondents last visited Elba Equestrian

Complex
Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 50.0% 6
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 8.3% 1
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 41.7% 5

Total 100.0% 12

The characteristics of Elba Equestrian Complex that received the highest ratings were the
overall value tolhe community, the horseback riding trails and the abundance of wildlife, trees
and nature. All characteristics received majority ratings of either OK or better. Rated as Poor
or Very Poor bynore than30% of respondents were the benches and seating arehpicnic

areas (tables and grills), with 25% rating the event arena as Poor. @afegure3b5)
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Table82. Rating of characteristics of Elba Equestrian Complex

Answer Options Very Poor OK Good Excellent 52y Q No Total
Poor Know Response
BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 8.3% 25.0% 41.7% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
PARK ENTRANCE 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 41.7% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
PARKING 0.0% 8.3% 25.0% 41.7% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 33.3% 50.0% 8.3% 0.0% 100.0%
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
SENSE OF SAFETY AND 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 50.0% 25.0% 8.3% 0.0% 100.0%
SECURITY
MAINTENANCE OF 0.0% 16.7% 25.0% 16.7% 8.3% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%
BUILDINGS
CLEANLINESS 0.0% 0.0% 41.7% 33.3% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0% 0.0% 41.7% 41.7% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES 0.0% 8.3% 41.7% 25.0% 0.0% 16.7% 8.3% 100.0%
(PORTA POTTIES)
BENCHES/SEATING AREA  8.3% 33.3% 41.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%
PICNIC AREAS 8.3% 25.0% 33.3% 8.3% 0.0% 16.7% 8.3% 100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
RUSTIC CAMPSITES 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 25.0% 16.7% 33.3% 8.3% 100.0%
EVENT ARENA 0.0% 25.0% 16.7% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
HORSEBACK RIDING TRA  0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 50.0% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUE TOTHE  8.3% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 58.3% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
Figure 35
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Respondentsated expansion of the trail system #ise Highest Priority for future development
or improvement to Elba E@strian Complex Also rated as High Priorities were improvements
to the campsites, addition of more picnic areas, lighting at élvent arena and campground
and adding more trash receptacles to the site. (T@&3g-igure36)

Table83. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at Elba Equestrian Complex

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP 58.3% 16.7% 8.3% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)

ROAD IMPROVEMENTS 33.3% 50.0% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS 25.0% 25.0% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
PICNIC SHEERS (PAVILIONS) 58.3% 16.7% 16.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
TRASH RECEPTACLES 33.3% 16.7% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
MODERN RESTROOM FACILITES 33.3% 41.7% 16.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
UPDATE EVENT ARENA 16.7% 41.7% 25.0% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
LIGHTING AT EVENT ARENA/CAMPGR( 33.3% 16.7% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
TRAIL EXPANSION 16.7% 16.7% 50.0% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
CAMPSITE IMPROVEMENTS 16.7% 33.3% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
MORE FIREPITS IN CAMPGROUND ARI  8.3% 50.0% 33.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
EXPAND PARKING AREAS 25.0% 25.0% 33.3% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
OTHER 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 66.7%  100.0%
Figure 36
Improvements to Amenities at Elba Equestrian Complex W Low Priority
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvements aElba Equestrian Complex

No response
Additional Corments Given by Respondents RegardiBlipa Equestrian Complex

Facilities
¢ Install acollectionbox for camping fees for people who don't make advance reservations.

General Positive / Negative

e Love thigark, use it SEVERAL TIMES a year for the pasti20 yea

e Horses are a luxury item for the very wealttwhat percentage of county residents own
horses?? .0001 %??? Why are we maintaining this facility for such a tiny minority of wealthy
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Everett A. Cummings Cente

66.6% of respondents to Section 3 of the survey indicated they were not at all or not very
familiar with the Everett A. Cummings Center. Forty individuals gave additional input regarding
the center. (TableB4) Of those individuals answering questidasEverett A. Cummings Center,
32.5% indicated that they had visited the park in the ggsmonths.(Table85)

Table84 . Familiarity of respondents with Everett A. Cummings Center at 6130 Mt.

Morris Road
Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 50.0% 86
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 16.9% 29
Somewhat familiar 13.4% 23
Very familiar 9.9% 17
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding 9.9% 17
this park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respndents for Everett A. Cummings Cent 40

Table85. Time frame in which respondents last visited Everett A. Cummings Center

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 32.5% 13
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 22.5% 9
Never visited 2.5% 1
No response 42.5% 17

Total 100.0% 40

The majory of characteristicof the Everett A. Cummings Center were rated as being OK by
survey respondentsTheexceptionwasthe overall value to the communityvhich was rated as
Excellent or Good by265%. Most respondents were not familiar with the horseback riding and
snowmobile trails or with the horse stalls at thenter. More thana quarter of all respondents
rated the benches/seating areas and maintenance of the buildings as being eitherPdgeryo
Poor. (Tabl&6, Figure37)
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Table86. Rating of characteristics of the Everett A. Cummings Center

Answer Options Very Poor Poor OK Good Excellent 52y Q No Total
Know Response
BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 12.5% 50.0% 25.0% 7.5% 2.5% 2.5% 100.0%
PARKING 0.0% 2.5% 37.5% 35.0% 20.0% 0.0% 5.0% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 12.5% 45.0% 22.5% 12.5% 2.5% 5.0% 100.0%
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
SENSE OF SAFETY AND 0.0% 10.0% 42.5% 32.5% 10.0% 2.5% 2.5% 100.0%
SECURITY
MAINTENANCE OF 15.0% 15.0% 32.5% 22.5% 5.0% 7.5% 2.5% 100.0%
BUILDINGS
CLEANLINESS 2.5% 12.5% 47.5% 25.0% 10.0% 0.0% 2.5% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 2.5% 0.0% 57.5% 30.0% 7.5% 0.0% 2.5% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES 2.5% 17.5% 45.0% 22.5% 7.5% 2.5% 2.5% 100.0%
BENCHES/SEATING AREA  5.0% 22.5% 40.0% 15.0% 2.5% 10.0% 5.0% 100.0%
PICNIC AREAS 5.0% 20.0% 42.5% 15.0% 0.0% 10.0% 7.5% 100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
HORSE STALLS 2.5% 5.0% 17.5% 22.5% 2.5% 42.5% 7.5% 100.0%
EVENT ARENA 2.5% 7.5% 40.0% 12.5% 17.5% 12.5% 7.5% 100.0%
HORSEBACK RIDING TRA  2.5% 0.0% 15.0% 10.0% 17.5% 45.0% 10.0% 100.0%
SNOWMOBILE TRAILS 5.0% 0.0% 12.5% 15.0% 10.0% 47.5% 10.0% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUE TOTHE  0.0% 5.0% 22.5% 25.0% 37.5% 5.0% 5.0% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
Figure 37
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Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities forreitdievelopment or improvements

at Everett A. Cummings CenteRestroom facilities receivethe most responses as a High
Priority for future devéopment or improvements Other amenities prioritized for future
improvements were updates to the event aremapre trash receptacles and improvements to

the campsites at the park. Expansion of the parking areas and expansion or improvements to
the snowmobile trails were the lowest priorities for improvements at Everett A. Cummings
Center. (Tabl&7, Figure38)

Table87. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at the Everett A.

Cummings Center
Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Qi No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANI 17.5% 52.5% 15.0% 7.5% 7.5% 100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)

MORE PICNIC TABLES 25.0% 40.0% 17.5% 10.0% 7.5% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC GRILLS 25.0% 40.0% 17.5% 10.0% 7.5% 100.0%
PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS 20.0% 45.0% 15.0% 10.0% 10.0%  100.0%
TRASH RECEPTACLES 7.5% 47.5% 32.5% 5.0% 7.5% 1000%
IMPROVE RESTROOM FACILIT  7.5% 32.5% 47.5% 2.5% 10.0%  100.0%
UPDATE EVENT ARENA 10.0% 40.0% 35.0% 7.5% 7.5% 100.0%

LIGHTING AT EVENT ARENA 15.0% 40.0% 27.5% 10.0% 7.5% 100.0%
HORSEBACK RIDING TRAIL 25.0% 15.0% 20.0% 32.5% 7.5% 100.0%
EXPANSION/IMPROVEMENTS
SNOWMOBILE TRAIL 32.5% 20.0% 12.5% 27.5% 7.5% 100.0%
EXPANSION/IMPROVEMENTS
CAMPSITE IMPROVEMENTS 15.0% 27.5% 27.5% 20.0% 10.0%  100.0%

EXPAND PARKING AREAS 40.0% 22.5% 15.0% 10.0% 12.5% 100.0%
OTHER 10.0% 7.5% 12.5% 17.5% 52.5% 100.0%
Figure 38
Improvements to Amenities at Everett A. Cummings Center W Low Priority
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvements aEverett A. Cummings Center

Maintenance / Cleanliness

e (ean the place up, add more events

e Fix the existing buildings

e Fix the buildings. Tear down the exhibit building! Build new barns.

Facilities
e Dog Park

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Reqaifewegett A. Cummings Center

Maintenance / Cleanliness

e The Fair Board causes extreme damage to the main arereay eyear and should be
accountable for returning it to excellent condition.

e | was very disappointed in the exhibit building during the fair. This building should be
condemned and replaced immediately! Our fairgrounds are very poor compared with the
Shiavassee fairgrounds.

e Renovate buildings so they're usable or tear them down.

e Having attended the Genesee County Fair at this site since | was a kid | have watched the

facilities go down hill every year with no apparent maintenance. For Pete's Gaikleln't

the restrooms behind the Pizza stands have been replaced once in the last 20 years. | would

rather drive 20 minutes off the site or use a tree than be forced to use the fixed restrooms.
The building across from the pizza stand and restrooms (an old pid tiaink) can be seen

to decay and leak a little more each year. Fix it or tear it down and rebuild it. There is
enough parking here, but you almost have to own an SUV in order to get to the trails from
the main entrance.

Facilities
e Playground equipment
¢ Need more bleachers for the fair when it comes

Programs / Activities

e Access to public horseback riding, offering horse rentals. My family would love to go
horseback riding but can't find anywhere to rent a horse

e Horseback riding has taken this facilityeo completely except in the winter. We need a
dog park at this site, there is shade and water already available.

e Use this park several times a ye®Would use more if more horse trails were added

General Positive / Negative
e Horses are a luxury for any minority of wealthy people- why do we maintain all these
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Mounds OffRoad Vehicle Area

84.9% of respondents indicatedey were not at all familiar with the Mounds G®oad Vehicle
Area. Nine individuals (5.2%Mhoseto give input regarding the Hogbacks. (TaB8 Of those
respondents, 44.4% indicated that they had visited the Mounds ORV Area in theldast
months.(Table89)

Table88. Familiarity of respondents with the Mounds OfRoad Vehicle Area at 6145 E
Mt. Morris Road

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 69.2% 119
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 15.7% 27
Somewhat familiar 2.9% 5
Very familiar 2.3% 4
Familiar, but boose not to give any input regarding 9.9% 17
this park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respondents for the Mounds ORV Al 9

Table89. Time frame in which respondents last visited the Mounds ®fbad Vehicle

(ORV) Area
Answer Options Percent Count
Visted in past 12 months 44.4% 4
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 33.3% 3
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 22.2% 2

Total 100.0% 9

The characteristiceceivingthe highest rating at the Mounds ORV Area was the overall value to
the community that he park provides. Also receiving ratings of Excellent were the abundance
of wildlife, trees and nature at the park and the ATV trails. The majority of characteristics at the
Mounds were rated as Gooavith only the level of crowding, restroom faciliti@sd picnic
areas rated as poor or very poor by 22.2%. (Tab|d-igure39)
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Table90. Rating of characteristics of the Mounds GRoad Vehicle (ORV) Area

Answer Options Very Poor Poor OK Good Excellent 52y Q No Total
Know Response
BEAUTY OF PARK 0.0% 0.0% 22.2% 44.4% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
PARKING 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 88.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 0.0% 22.2% 33.3% 44.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATUFR
SENSE OF SAFETY AND 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 55.6% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SECURITY
MAINTENANCE OF 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 44.4% 22.2% 22.2% 0.0% 100.0%
BUILDINGS
CLEANLINESS 0.0% 0.0% 22.2% 44.4% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0% 22.2% 33.3% 44.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILITIES 0.0% 22.2% 44.4% 22.2% 0.0% 11.1% 0.0% 100.0%
(PORTA POTTIES)
ATV TRAILS 0.0% 0.0% 22.2% 33.3% 33.3% 11.1% 0.0% 100.0%
PICNIC AREAS 11.1% 11.1% 0.0% 55.6% 11.1% 11.1% 0.0% 100.0%
(TABLES/GRILLS)
PAVILION 0.0% 11.1% 0.0% 55.6% 11.1% 11.1% 11.1% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUE TO THE  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 77.8% 0.0% 11.1% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
Figure 39
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Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at the Mounds ORV AreaThe addition of modern restroom facilities receivélte most
responses as a High Priority fiuture development or improvements Also ranked as High
Priorities were improvements and expansion of the trail system, lighting in the parking area and
concession stands. (Taldé, Figured0)

Table91. Park amenities to prioritized for future devefument or improvements at the Mounds OfRoad
Vehicle (ORV) Area

Answer Options Low Priority Moderate High Priority 52y Qi No Response
Priority Know Response Count

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAF 44.4% 44.4% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)

TRAIL IMPR@&MENTS 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
TRAIL EXPANSION 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRIL 22.2% 66.7% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS) 22.2% 66.7% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
TRASH RECEPTACLES 11.1% 77.8% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
MODERN RESTROOM FACILITES 11.1% 11.1% 77.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
LIGHTING IN PARKING AREA 11.1% 33.3% 55.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
CONCESSION STAND 22.2% 22.2% 55.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
EXPAND PARKING AREAS 11.1% 44.4% 44.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
OTHER 11.1% 0.0% 11.1% 0.0% 77.8% 100.0%

Figure 40

Improvements to Amenities at the Mounds ORV Area W Low Priority
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Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvements athe Mounds OffRoad Vehicle Area

o Offer more offroad events and ompetitions

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regattimlylounds OffRoad Vehicle Area

Maintenance / Cleanliness
e Repair fencing in parking area.

Programs / Activities

e | think this place is great. It gives people a safe and fun environmemisiyowith their big
toys.

e YESWE ENJOY THE AREA (AS | STATED EARLIER) AND FIND IT A GOOD FAMILY OUTIN
WITH 11 GRANDCHILDREN, IT IS SOMETHING WE CAN DO ALL TOGETHER... LOOKIN
FORWARD TO THE ROCK CLIMBING FEATURE... WOULHBAREMI@RE ABOUT ITS
PRORESS

¢ Mounds should have some nice clean trails and rock hills for rock climbing. There seems to
be a lot of mud holes.
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Goldeniod Disc Golf Course

86.0% of respondents indicated they were not at all familiar with Goldenrod Disc Golf Course.
Twelve indviduals (6.9%¢hoseto give input regarding Goldenrod Disc Golf Course. (Te)le

Of those respondents, 41.7% indicated that they had visited Goldenrod in thelpambnths.
(Table9d)

Table92. Familiarity of respondents with Goldenrod Disc Golf €sellocated at 6405
Irish Road in Davison

Answer Options Response Response
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 71.5% 123
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 14.5% 25
Somewhat familiar 1.7% 3
Very familiar 5.2% 9
Familiar, but chose not to give any input regarding 7.0% 12
this park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respondents for Goldenrod Disc Golf Cot 12

Table93. Time frame in which respondents last visited Goldenrod Disc Golf Course

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited inpast 12 months 41.7% 5
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 8.3% 1
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 50.0% 6

Total 100.0% 12

Table94. Rating of characteristics of Goldenrod Disc Golf Course

Answer Options Very Poor Poor OK Good Excellent 52y Q No Response
Know Response Count
BEAUTY OF PARK 8.3% 0.0% 16.7% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
PARKING 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 41.7% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
ABUNDANCE OF 0.0% 8.3% 0.0% 41.7% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
SENSE OF SAFETY AND 0.0% 16.7% 8.3% 25.0% 41.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
SECURITY
MAINTENANCE OF FACILITI 0.0% 25.0% 25.0% 33.3% 8.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
CLEANLINESS 8.3% 16.7% 41.7% 16.7% 8.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
LEVEL OF CROWDING 0.0% 8.3% 41.7% 41.7% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
RESTROOM FACILSTIEORTA 0.0% 16.7% 25.0% 25.0% 8.3% 16.7% 8.3% 100.0%
POTTIES)
DISC GOLF COURSE 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 25.0% 50.0% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GR 8.3% 8.3% 33.3% 25.0% 8.3% 8.3% 8.3% 100.0%
OVERALL VALUE TO THE 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 75.0% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
COMMUNITY
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Figure41

Characteristic Ratings for Goldenrod Disc Golf Course B Loy Poor

OOK
B Good
B Excellent

OVERALL VALUE TO THE COMMUNITY

DISC GOLF COURSE

PARKING

ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY

BEAUTY OF PARK

MAINTENANCE OF FACILITIES

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

RESTROOM FACILITIES (PORTA POTTIES)

CLEANLINESS

LEVEL OF CROWDING

Very Poor Excellent

The characteristic receiving the highest rating at Goldenrod Disc Golf Course was the overall
value to the community that the park provides. Also receiving a rating of Excellent was the disc
golf course itself. (Tab@4, Figure 41)

Table95. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at Goldenrod Dis

Golf Course

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y¢ No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HAND 50.0% 16.7% 25.0% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%

ACCES4IRY)

ADDITIONAL DISC GOLF HOLES 16.7% 16.7% 58.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
CONCRETE TEE PADS 16.7% 8.3% 66.7% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC AREAS 25.0% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 8.3% 100.0%

(TABLES/GRILLS)

PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS) 16.7%  41.7%  33.3% 0.0% 8.3%  100.0%
MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES  8.3%  16.7% 66.7% 0.0% 8.3%  100.0%
MODERN RESTROOM FACILITE 16.7%  25.0% 50.0% 0.0% 8.3%  100.0%
MORE PARKING 58.3% 25.0% 83% 00% 83%  100.0%
LANDSCAPING/BEAUTIFICATIOl 25.0%  33.3%  33.3% 0.0% 83%  100.0%
OTHER 250%  0.0%  16.7% 0.0% 58.3%  100.0%
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Figure 42

W Low Priority
B Moderate Priority
O High Priority

Improvements to Amenities at Goldenrod Disc Golf Course

MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES

CONCRETETEEPADS

ADDITIONAL DISC GOLF HOLES

MODERN RESTROOM FACILITES

PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS)

LANDSCAPING/BEAUTIFICATION

MORE PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)

OTHER

MORE PARKING

Low Priority High Priority

Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at Goldenrod Disc Golf Course. Equally ranking as High Priorities for future development or
improvements were the need for concrete tee pads and more trash receptacles at the park.
Also ranked as High Priorities were modern restroom facilities and additional disc golf holes.
Barrier free access and additional parking were rated as low prioribiesrfprovements at
Goldenrod. (Table 95, Figure 42)

Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would like to see prioritized for
future development or improvements at Goldenrod Disc Golf Course

¢ Alot of people want the beach to reopen
e Stdrs from hole 10 up to hole 11

Additional Comments Given by Respondents RegardBaidenrod Disc Golf Course

Programs / Activities
e | would like to see the baskets away from water. It is almost impossible to recover a disc
from a water area with tons dfees.

General Positive / Negative

e CKAA A& I gl aGS 2F SOSNE2YySQa UAi-YidhodyyaR Y2y S
ever heard of disk golf. Should reopen as primitive campground

e This is a fantastic course. I'm very grateful it was put in. Kharbunch
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Richfield County Park and BMX Track

59.3% of respondents indicated they were not at all or not very familiar with the Richfield
County Park and BMX Track. Ffiyr respondentschoseto give input regarding Richfield
County Park. (Tabl6) Of those54respondents (31.4%) indicated they had visited the park in
the past1l2 months(Table97)

Table96. Familiarity of respondents with Richfield County Park and BMX Track at 63:
N. Irish Road in Davison

Answer Options Response Respamse
Percent Count

Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 48.3% 83

Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 11.0% 19
Somewhat familiar 15.1% 26

Very familiar 16.3% 28
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding 9.3% 16

this park (SKIP TO NEXT PARK)

Number of Respondents for Richfield County Park and BMX Ti 54

Table97. Time frame in which respondents last visited Richfield County Park and BV

Track

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 42.6% 23
Have visited, but not in past 12anths 14.8% 8
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 42.6% 23

Total 100.0% 54

The overall value to the community that the park provideseived the highest tang at
Richfield County ParkAlso receiving high ratings were the beauty of the park, the adooel

of wildlife, trees and nature, the level of crowding and the walking trails. Nearly a quarter of all
respondents ranked the restroom facilities, tennis courts and baseball diamonds as being in
Poor orVery Poor Condition. (Table@8, Figure43)
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Table98. Rating of characteristics of Richfield County Park and BMX Track
Very Poor

Answer Options

BEAUTY OF PARK
QUALITY OF FACILITY
HELPFULNESS OF STAFF

ABUNDANCE OF
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE A
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT

SENSE OF SAFETY AND
SECURITY

MAINTENANCE OF BUILDIN

CLEANLINESS

LEVEL OF CROWDING
RESTROOM FACILITIES
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURE
PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GR

PICNIC AREAS (PAVILIONS)
PLAYGROUND HQMENT
BMX MOTOCROSS TRACK
CROSSOUNTY SKI TRAILS
WALKING TRAILS
HORSEBACK RIDING TRAILS
TENNIS COURTS
BASEBALL DIAMONDS
SNOWMOBILE AREA
BASKETR.L COURT

OVERALL VALUE TO THE
COMMUNITY

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.9%

5.6%

1.9%

3.7%
1.9%
5.6%
0.0%
1.9%

1.9%
0.0%
0.0%
1.9%
0.0%
0.0%
9.3%
9.3%
1.9%
5.6%
0.0%

Poor

1.9%
5.6%
5.6%
7.4%

7.4%

5.6%

5.6%
1.9%
20.4%
3.7%
3.7%

7.4%
3.7%
1.9%
3.7%
3.7%
3.7%
14.8%
13.0%
3.7%
3.7%
1.9%

OK

18.5%

35.2%

22.2%
9.3%

33.3%

40.7%

25.9%
27.8%
25.9%
20.4%
33.3%

24.1%
13.0%
3.7%
13.0%
20.4%
11.1%
11.1%
16.7%
9.3%
20.4%
5.6%
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Good

35.2%
37.0%
18.5%
37.0%

31.5%

29.6%

38.9%
24.1%
27.8%
14.8%
31.5%

37.0%
37.0%
29.6%
5.6%
24.1%
5.6%
7.4%
14.8%
5.6%
5.6%
25.9%

Excellent

42.6%
20.4%
20.4%
38.9%

20.4%

16.7%

22.2%
37.0%
9.3%
25.9%
16.7%

22.2%
25.9%
11.1%
5.6%
25.9%
9.3%
1.9%
1.9%
3.7%
1.9%
53.7%

52y Q
Know

0.0%
0.0%
29.6%
1.9%

0.0%
1.9%

0.0%
1.9%
9.3%
27.8%
5.6%

3.7%
16.7%
48.1%
64.8%
20.4%
64.8%
48.1%
37.0%
70.4%
55.6%

5.6%

No
Response

1.9%
1.9%
3.7%
3.7%

1.9%
3.7%

3.7%
5.6%
1.9%
7.4%
7.4%

3.7%
3.7%
5.6%
5.6%
5.6%
5.6%
7.4%
7.4%
5.6%
7.4%
7.4%

Total

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%



Figure 43

Characteristic Ratings for Richfield County Park & BMX Track B pogy Foor

O0OK
B Good
B Excellent

OVERALL VALUETO THECOMMUNITY

BEAUTY OF PARK
ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT

LEVEL OF CROWDING

PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT

WALKING TRAILS

HISTORIC ARCHITECTURE

CLEANLINESS

PICNIC AREAS (PAVILIONS)

QUALITY OF FACILITY

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY

HELPFULNESS OF STAFF

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)

MAINTENANCE OF BUILDINGS

BMXMOTOCROSS TRACK

RESTROOM FACILITIES

HORSEBACKRIDING TRAILS

CROSS-COUNTY SKITRAILS

SNOWMOBILE AREA

BASEBALLDIAMONDS

TENNIS COURTS

BASKETBALL COURT

Very Poor

Excellent

Respondents were asked to prioritize park amenities for future development or improvements
at Rchfield County Park. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority for future
development or improvements were the restroom facilities. Also ranked in the top five priority
improvements were enhancements to the natural areas of the parks, expansibe @falking
paths/trails, signage and way finding for the park and preservation and restoration of the
historic architecture within Richfield County Park. (T&8eFigured4)
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Table99. Park amenities to prioritized for future development or impvements at Richfield County
Park and BMX Track

Answer Options Low Priority Moderate High Priority 52 y Qi No Total
Priority Response

BARRIER FREE ACCES¢ 25.9% 27.8% 25.9% 11.1% 9.3% 100.0%

(HANDICAP ACCESSIBL

LIGHTING WITHIN PARK 22.2% 31.5% 33.3% 7.4% 5.6% 100.0%

MORE PICNIC TABLES 18.5% 46.3% 22.2% 7.4% 5.6% 100.0%

MORE PICNIC GRILLS 20.4% 42.6% 22.2% 9.3% 5.6% 100.0%

MORE PICNIC SHELTEF 31.5% 31.5% 20.4% 7.4% 9.3% 100.0%

(PAVILIONS)

MORE TRASH 18.5% 38.9% 29.6% 5.6% 7.4% 1000%

RECEPTACLES

PRESERVE/RESTORE 11.1% 25.9% 44.4% 13.0% 5.6% 100.0%

HISTORIC ARCHITECTU

IMPROVE RESTROOM 5.6% 20.4% 61.1% 7.4% 5.6% 100.0%

FACILITES

DRINKING FOUNTAINS 13.0% 37.0% 37.0% 5.6% 7.4% 100.0%

PARKING AREAS 33.3% 33.3% 24.1% 1.9% 7.4% 100.0%

IMPROVENETRANCE 20.4% 31.5% 35.2% 3.7% 9.3% 100.0%

FROM IRISH ROAD

TRAIL EXPANSION 11.1% 18.5% 57.4% 7.4% 5.6% 100.0%

(WALKING TRAILS)

TRAIL EXPANSION 29.6% 24.1% 16.7% 24.1% 5.6% 100.0%

(HORSEBACK RIDING

TRAILS)

SIGNAGE/WAYFINDING 13.0% 22.2% 46.3% 11.1% 7.4% 100.0%

FOR TRAILS

MORE PLAYGROUND 18.5% 27.8% 42.6% 5.6% 5.6% 100.0%

EQUIPMENT

IMPROVE CANOE LAUN 14.8% 20.4% 25.9% 33.3% 5.6% 100.0%

IMPROVE TENNIS COUF 18.5% 29.6% 13.0% 31.5% 7.4% 100.0%

IMPROVE BASKETBALL 20.4% 27.8% 9.3% 35.2% 7.4% 1000%

COURTS

IMPROVE BALL 16.7% 33.3% 16.7% 25.9% 7.4% 100.0%

DIAMONDS

ENHANCE NATURAL 7.4% 20.4% 59.3% 7.4% 5.6% 100.0%

AREAS IN PARK

OTHER 11.1% 1.9% 13.0% 16.7% 57.4% 100.0%

251



Figure 44

Improvements to Amenities at Richfield County Park & BMX Track B | ow Priority
B Moderate Priority

O High Priority

IMPROV E RESTROOM FACILITES

ENHANCE NATURAL AREAS IN PARK

TRAIL EXPANSION (WALKING TRAILS)
SIGNAGE/WAY FINDING FOR TRAILS
PRESERVE/RESTORE HISTORIC ARCHITECTURE
MORE PLAY GROUND EQUIPMENT

DRINKING FOUNTAINS

IMPROV E ENTRANCE FROM IRISH ROAD

LIGHTING WITHIN PARK

MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES

BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLITY)
IMPROV E CANOE LAUNCH

PARKING AREAS

MORE PICNIC TABLES

MORE PICNIC GRILLS

MORE PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIONS)

IMPROVE BALL DIAMONDS

TRAIL EXPANSION (HORSEBACK RIDING TRAILS)
IMPROVE TENNIS COURTS

OTHER

IMPROVE BASKETBALL COURTS

Low Priority High Priority

Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents wolikel o see prioritized for
future development or improvements aRichfield County Park and BMX Track

Facilities

¢ Replace roofing on all pavilions

IMPROVE PARKING AREA AT THE BMX TRACK
Make electricity available at all pavilions
Directions and signage of ypéions

Visitor safety and drinking fountains

Maintenance / Cleanliness

¢ This used to be one of my favorite parks, it could really use a makeover

e Repave roads, possible bike path inside park, with edging\s6 6 N2 2da g2y Qd 31
path

Additional Comrants Given by Respondents Regardiichfield County Park and BMX Track
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Maintenance / Cleanliness

e | was wondering why maiahancealways leaves the brush piled in big piles all around the
outskirts of the parkit is a big eyesore

e Need to have pavilionsoof replaced

e The last time | was there it seemed very well maintained and clean.

e REPLACE OLD PICNIC TABLES AT BMX TRACK. REPLACE BLEACHERS AT FRONT AND B/
BMX TRACK. PAVE PARKING LOT AT BMX TRACK. CONSTRUCT INDOOR BATHROOMS
THE BMX TRACK.

e This park has a lot of natural beautpall fields and horse shoe pits and tennmaids, but all
have been let gowhile the park rangers, in their brand neSlU\$ just drive right by trash
containers that have been tipped ovegrely stepping out of their vables. Maybe rangers
should be on bikes thus, letting them be more in tune with the park they patrol! And yes |
did observe this aBluegillBoat launch.

e Broken picnic tables need to be picked up and fixed as promised earlier in the season. Need
to enforee stay of the wet track. Track needs park rangers to help protect the
improvements and work that is being done weekly by the volunteers from being destroyed.

Staff / Safety / Security

e The last time | went to Richfield Park | went alone with my 6 childréfile at the new
playground (which is very nice) | was quite concerned by the number of single men walking
into the woods across the street. After a few minutes a different man would walk out. | can
only guess what was going on. One man actuallyehgdung boy with him that he sent to
the playground while he was in the woods. Ok, get a room. What goes on behind closed
doors is their business. However, sex in the park (whether is involves men, women or
whatever) is wrong. | won't be going backrbyself ever.

e Safety is a big concern.

e It's a beautiful, old park. If visitors felt safer and there were more features, like labeled
historic architecture, walking trails, or canoe launches, the park may become more popular.

e Need more park rangers here feecurity purposes. Please :)

Trails / Signage

o | attended several educational events there last summer and the first time there | was
completely lost and | could not find signs or insignia on the pavilions so | knew where | was
going or where | was.

e I've keen lost several times in this park. Make signage a priority! Also, the long entrance
could use parking spaces and trails.

e There are no cross country skiing "trails" in the park. Although snowmobiling is supposed to
be confined they ride everywhere, avaedown the steps and over the swinging bridge.
Where is enforcement in the winter?

Facilities

¢ | love this park, just wish it had modern restrooms, although | will say the vault toilets are
still better than the modern restrooms &eppingSone Falls.
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BMX track wasl/is a huge waste of time and money. Massive facility maintained for a very
few users. Weeds grow on it most of the time.

Natural Areas / Nature / Landscaping

Very beautiful place. | like that it has a lot of foresty areas and trails that dmwkt too
unnatural.

This park is great for birding, walking, plant iddnéfion and just getting out tenjoy
nature. | love that you can spend hours in it without seeing another person or walking the
same trail twice. Unfortunately, illegal dumping se®to be epidemic here and piles along
well used trails can go form months to an entire season without being cleared up. Some old
dumping sites appear to have been there for several years with no attention by park staff.
The existing sites need to be cleghup and more attention paid to catching violators in the
future. Invasive plants like autumn olive have taken over large sections of the park, and a
program to control these species and restore native plant and animal communities should
be started. One ther thing | love about this park are the old CCC pavilions, the CCC bridge
and the CCC stairway. However, these appear to be in a state of complete neglect. | would
encourage their restoration before building new pavilions or infrastructure. In fact, that
could be my main recommendation for this park and the rest of the park system: maintain
what we already have and fix it up and promote it before taking on new projects. The main
problem | have had with park facilities in Genesee County throughout mig life lake of
upkeep at the facilities | have visited. Adar is a notable exception to this although | don't
know what possessed anyone to build the nature center so close to the river. That little
erosion incident a few years ago threatened to underenine building.

General Positive / Negative

Nice park with lots of things to do
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Buell Lake County Park

74.4% of respondents indicated they were not at all or not very familiar with Buell Lake County
Park. Thirtytwo respondentschoseto give input rgarding Buell Lake County Park. (Téll6)
Of those, only five (%) indicated they had visited the park in the J#astonths.(Tablel101)

Table100. Familiarity of respondents with Buell Lake County Park located at 14098
Genesee Road in Clio

Answer Opions Response Response
Percent Count
Not at all familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 58.1% 100
Not very familiar (SKIP TO NEXT PARK) 16.3% 28
Somewhat familiar 10.5% 18
Very familiar 8.1% 14
Familiar, but choose not to give any input regarding 7.0% 12

this park (SKI TO NEXT PARK)

Table 101. Time frame in which respondents last visited Buell Lake County Park

Answer Options Percent Count
Visited in past 12 months 53.1% 17
Have visited, but not in past 12 months 12.5% 4
Never visited 0.0% 0
No response 34.4% 11
Total 100.0% 32

The characteristiceceivingthe highest rating at Buell County Park was the overall value to the
community that the park provides. Also receiving high ratings were the beauty of the park, the
fishing docks and the boatdnch. The remaining characteristics listed were rated primarily as
good or OK. (TablE02, Figure45)
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Table102 Rating of characteristics of Buell Lake County Park

Answer Options

BEAUTY OF PARK
QUALITY OF FACILITY
HELPFULNESS OF STAFF

ABUNDANCE OF
WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECUR

MAINTENANCE OF STRUCTURE
CLEANLINESS

LEVEL OF CROWDING
RESTROOM FACILITIES

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS
PICNIC AREAS (PAVILIONS)
PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT
BALL DIAMONDS
SNOWMOBILE AREA

FISHING DOCKS

BOAT LAUNCH

RADIGCONTROLLED AIRPLANE
FIELD

OVERALL VALUE TO THE
COMMUNITY

Figure 45

Very Poor

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

3.1%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

Poor

0.0%
6.3%
6.3%
6.3%

6.3%

12.5%
6.3%
0.0%

12.5%
0.0%
0.0%
9.4%
6.3%
6.3%
6.3%
3.1%
3.1%

0.0%

OK

9.4%
12.5%
15.6%
12.5%

21.9%

18.8%
25.0%
37.5%
37.5%
31.3%
31.3%
25.0%
25.0%
12.5%
15.6%
12.5%
15.6%

9.4%

Characteristic Ratings for Buell Lake County Park

OVERALL VALUE TO THE COMMUNITY
BEAUTY OF PARK

FISHING DOCKS

ABUNDANCE OF WILDLIFE/TREES/NATURE
LEVEL OF CROWDING

BOAT LAUNCH

QUALITY OF FACILITY

SENSE OF SAFETY AND SECURITY
RADIO-CONTROLLED AIRPLANE FIELD
CLEANLINESS

MAINTENANCE OF STRUCTURES
PICNIC AREAS (PAVILIONS)

PICNIC AREAS (TABLES/GRILLS)
HELPFULNESS OF STAFF

PLAY GROUND EQUIPMENT

RESTROOM FACILITIES

BALL DIAMONDS

SNOWMOBILE AREA

Good

37.5%
40.6%
15.6%
43.8%

34.4%

40.6%
40.6%
25.0%
25.0%
34.4%
37.5%
37.5%
15.6%
12.5%
18.8%
12.5%
15.6%

25.0%

Excellent

50.0%
31.3%
21.9%
34.4%

28.1%

25.0%
25.0%
34.4%
18.8%
25.0%
25.0%
18.8%
6.3%
6.3%
37.5%
34.4%
28.1%

56.3%

52y Q No Total
Know Resmnse
0.0% 3.1% 100.0%
6.3% 3.1% 100.0%
34.4% 6.3% 100.0%
0.0% 3.1% 100.0%
3.1% 3.1% 100.0%
0.0% 3.1% 100.0%
0.0% 3.1% 100.0%
0.0% 3.1% 100.0%
3.1% 3.1% 100.0%
3.1% 6.3% 100.0%
0.0% 6.3% 100.0%
6.3% 3.1% 100.0%
37.5% 9.4% 100.0%
56.3% 6.3% 100.0%
15.6% 6.3% 100.0%
21.9% 15.6% 100.0%
34.4% 3.1% 100.0%
3.1% 6.3% 100.0%

B Very Poor

@ Poor

O OK

B Good

W Excellent

Very Poor
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Respondents were asked to prior#éi park amenities for future development or improvements

at Buell Lake County Park. Receiving the most responses as a High Priority for future
development orimprovements was modernizatioof restroom facilitieswhich ranked equally

with the needfor more playground equipment. Drinking fountains and lighting within the park
were dso ranked as High Priorities. Improvements to the roads, ball fields, boat launch, and to
the radio-controlled airplane field rated as the lowest priorities. (T8, Figure46)

Table103 Park amenities to prioritized for future development or improvements at Buell Lake County
Park

Answer Options Low Moderate High 52y Q No Total
Priority Priority Priority Know Response
BARRIER FREE ACCESS (HANDIC  31.3% 344% 21.9% 6.3% 6.3% 100.0%
ACCESSIBLITY)
LIGHTING WITHIN PARK 28.1% 21.9% 37.5% 6.3% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC TABLES 28.1% 31.3% 31.3% 3.1% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC GRILLS 25.0% 31.3% 31.3% 6.3% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PICNIC SHELTERS (PAVILIC 31.3% 34.4% 25.0% 3.1% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE TRASH RECEPTACLES 18.8% 40.6% 34.4% 3.1% 3.1% 100.0%
MODERNIZE RESTROOM FACILITI  12.5% 37.5% 43.8% 0.0% 6.3% 100.0%
DRINKING FOUNTAINS 21.9% 28.1% 40.6% 3.1% 6.3% 100.0%
PARKING AREAS 46.9% 40.6% 6.3% 0.0% 6.3% 100.0%
MORE PLAYGROUND EQWEIRT 15.6% 31.3% 43.8% 6.3% 3.1% 100.0%
IMPROVE DOCKS 28.1% 43.8% 9.4% 12.5% 6.3% 100.0%
IMPROVE BOAT LAUNCH 34.4% 31.3% 15.6% 12.5% 6.3% 100.0%
IMPROVE BALL DIAMONDS 34.4% 21.9% 9.4% 28.1% 6.3% 100.0%
LANDSCAPING/BEAUTIFICATION ~ 15.6% 53.1% 18.8% 6.3% 6.3% 100.0%
IMPROVE RADICONTROLLED 31.3% 25.0% 12.5% 28.1% 3.1% 100.0%
AIRPLANE FIELD
IMPROVE ROADS 37.5% 28.1% 15.6% 12.5% 6.3% 100.0%
OTHER 21.9% 0.0% 9.4% 21.9% 46.9% 100.0%

Comments related to OTHER park amenities that respondents would likeet® prioritized for
future development or improvements at Buell Lake County Park

e this is my family's most often used fishing area and the fishing docks and boat launch would
be more utilized if updated
e electricity at all pavilions and modern toilets

Additional Comments Given by Respondents Regardigll Lake County Park
Facilities
e | like swings! This applies to all the parks.

e The recent upgrades to the boat launch and fishing docks at this park are outstanding!!!
¢ |love this park and take my kidshisg there all the time
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Natural Areas / Nature / Landscaping

e One of the things | like is the quiet, non fussy nature of Buell Lake park. Nice to go and have
lunch in. Staff is friendly and nice

e More types of fish Please!!!!!l!

e The forgotten gem of theqoks systemgreatplaceR2 y QG aLIR2 At A0 6A0GK Y2]|

Staff / Security / Safety
e The park needs more staff supervision. Parents commented on being afraid to take kids to
park; other kids swam unsupervised in the fishing area.

Trails / Signage
e Graat park. Should post history of how park was named.

Figure 46
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