V. Public Input

Bay County used several methodsto gather public input regarding the recreation plan. Shortly
after the planning process began, a web site was developed for the recreation plan. It described
the process, provided amap locating the parksand it offered the opportunity for input. The web
Stewaslocated at http://baycountyrecplan.wordpress.com. Further, the web site provided
information about the community input sessionsand it provided a link to the on-linesurvey. On
March 12,2008 Bay County Commissioner Don Tilley, Michael K. Gray, and Brent Goik were
part of a programon local public access Bay 3 TV that described the recreation plan processand
the upcoming community input open house forums.

Community input open house forums
Toallow for input from residentsacross the county, four public community input open house
forumswere held in various locations across the county in March and April of 2008:

*  Pinconning Branch Library (March 13, 3:30 - 6:30 pm)

*  Auburn AreaBranch Library (March 19, 3:30 - 6:30 pm)

* Essexville Garber High School (March 24, 3:30 - 6:30 pm)

= Bay City Mdl (April 3,4-6 pm)

Bay County Recreation Plan: 2009-2013
20



[ R EE B
= B R Py Pe
:_-__ll-i-pn-l—nr-h- - o ._' oD il @Sinss

s i s

Bay County Recreation Plan

P ] win | Frf Sididvige Pus  MabOF fuam)

e T

We Need Vour input!

e B Lo v iy =i 1
e s e
sy B AR L ETE R

e e T

Py ke afeng ook
(ST
-

s

A web site was developed to share information and
collect input regarding the recreation plan.

A pressrelease announced the meetings and storiesgppeared in the Bay City Times. The forums
werer un by the Spicer Group consultants. At the forums, residentscould stop by for a few
moments to |learn about Bay County Parksand offer suggestionsfor improvements. They were
also given cardsthat directed them to the on-linesurvey.

Attendance at each forum varied from gpproximately 8 peopleto 25 people. Commentsreceived
were widely varied. Many focused on the need to take advantageof the available naturd re-
sourcessuch as the Saginaw River and the Saginaw Bay. Many of these mentioned a need for
better access to the bay and cleaned-up beaches. Other commentsfocused on the need for more
pathwaysand trails. Still other comments were regarding improvementsfor specific parks,
facilities,and programs, some wanted to see more school facilitiesused for recreation. A
summary of the input received at each forumis contained in the Appendix.

Disability Focus Group
A focusgroup was held on May 29,2008 at the Bay County Golf Course to discussthe new
recreation plan and solicit their input on needed improvements. Groups invited included:

e Disahility ServicesResource Center
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+ Michigan Sports Unlimited

+ Disability Network of Mid-Michigan

+ New Dimensions

o Do-All, Inc.

e V.O.I.CE. Servicesfor Hearing Impaired

Theissue of inaccessible portable outdoor toilets at local parks and recrezation facilities was one
concern identified at the focus group. The Americans with Disabilities Act requires that 5% of
these portable outdoor toilets, not |less than one, be handicapped accessible. In many cases there
isonly one at a facility, which must by law be the handicapped accessible. This has been noted at
some local parks and events, e.g. the St. Patrick’s Day Parade in Bay City. Itis most likely that
this occurs due to alack of awareness. It iscounty policy to comply with the ADA 5% require-

ment at all county facilities by placing the appropriate number of accessible outdoor portable
toilet units.

On-line survey

Bay County offered an on-line survey that was accessed through the County web site and the
Recreation Plan web site. It was also publicized through an e-mail sent to all County staffersand
with business cards that advertised the link. These cardswere distributed at the April 19 Beach
Wellness Run held at the Bay City State Recreation Areaas well asat other events. The survey
was available from March 1 through May 12. Three hundred fifty-two responses were received
to the 21 question survey. A complete summary of the responses to the on-line survey is
contained in the Appendix. Significant results are discussed in the paragraphs bel ow.

About therespondents

More than 80% of the respondents had lived in Bay County for 20 years or more. Geo-
graphically, each city or township in the County was represented by at least one respondent
except Pinconning Township. Thelargest percentage or respondents was from Bay City
(38.5%) followed by Bangor Township (20.1%) and Monitor Township (9.9%). Forty-six
percent of the respondents had children age 17 or younger living in their household. More
than 60% of the respondents were between the ages of 40 and 64.
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Visiting the parks

Nearly 85% of the respondents had visited a county-owned park in the past year. TheFair-
grounds was the most popular park; 52% of the respondents said they had visited it in the past
12 months. The Civic Arenawas the second most popular with 44% of the respondents hav-
ing visited it in the past year. Respondents said the facilities that they most often used at the
parks were nature trails and paved pathways (71% each), playgrounds (52%) and picnic pa-
vilions (48%). When asked why they visited parksin Bay County, respondents most often

replied they were used for casual or informal use (90.1%). Seventy-four percent visited the
parks to enjoy nature.

Respondents were generally quite positive about various qualities of parksin Bay County.
Question 14 asked them to rate the following five aspects of the parks as very good, good,
neutral, poor or vary poor:

e Quadlity of programs

o  Quality/friendliness of staff

o Variety of facilities/amenities

e Maintenance and appearance

e Safety and security
All aspects wererated very good or good by at least 55% of the respondents. No individual
item received more than 10% being scored as poor or very poor.

I mprovementsneeded

In Question 12, respondents were asked to indicate which of 16 different facilities or ameni-
ties they would like to see added to parksin Bay County. Sixty-two percent wanted to seea
wooded nature area. Fifty-one percent wanted to see paved pathways and 45% wanted to see
asplash park. All responses are shown in the Figure 4 on the following page.

Question 13 was open ended and asked respondents to fill in any other facilities or amenities
that they wished to have added to the parks. One hundred thirteen respondents offered sug-
gestions. Some of the more common answers were more restrooms, an indoor recreational
facility, and bike/walking/nature paths.
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Figure 4 - Question 12 asked respondents what additional facilities or amenities they
wanted to see added to the parks in Bay County.

Disabilities

Ten percent of the respondentsindicated that there was a person with disabilitiesin their fam-
ily. Those peoplewere then asked to check any of six improvements that would makethe
parksand facilities more user friendly for them and their disabled family member. Seventy-
nine percent checked paved trails. Sixty-four percent wanted to see accessiblerestrooms.
Fifty-four percent wanted accessible parks. Fifty percent wanted barrier-free access to
river/lakes and 50% wanted flatter/easier grades.

Open ended questions

Questions 18 through 21 alowed respondentsto type in open ended responsesto questions
about parks and recreation in Bay County. Question 18 asked for suggestionsfor recreational
activitiesthat respondentswould like to see offered in Bay County. Seventy-four respon-
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dents offered awide variety of programs. Some of the more common responses were disc
golf, indoor volleyball, and more swimming/water based recreation. Question 19 asked re-
spondentswhat they liked about parksin Bay County and 145 of the respondentsreplied.
Common responseswere cleanliness, natural beauty, and variety.

Question 20 asked respondentswhat they would |
do to improve parksand recreation in Bay
County. One hundred forty-four respondents
offered specificsuggestions. Many were very B
detailed. Common responseswere cleaner L.i
beaches and better maintenance, expanding the |
rail trail/adding more trailsand updating
playground equipment. Question 21 asked if
therewere any recreational educational pro-
gramsthey would like to see offered. Sixty-four
respondents offered suggestions that included
youth golf programs, boater and hunter safety,
and fishing clinics.

Other public input

Two presentationswere made to the Human
Services Committee of the Bay County Board of
Commissioners, hed on April 15,2008 and May
20,2008. These sessionswereinstrumental in
formulating goals, objectivesand actions plans
for Bay County.

Thefinal opportunity for public input occurred |
at the public meeting held on December 16 at
4:00 p.m. at the County Building. Thispublic
meeting was advertisedin the Bay City Times,
the Demoacrat Legal, and the Pinconning Journal .
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