• Provided opportunity for the public to review the draft Master Plan.
• Presented the plan at a Public Hearing.
The plan also considered National Recreation and Park Association’s
“Recommended Classification System for Local and Regional
Recreation Open Space and Trails” (Appendix A) and “Suggested
Facility Development Standards” (Appendix E). These tables are only
considered general guidelines; therefore, it is more appropriate to
integrate and evaluate information from various sources to determine
the community’s recreational needs.
Detailed information on the planning processes follows.

B. Assessment of Trends
Participants engaged in discussion at the Manchester public meeting

V. PLANNING & PUBLIC INPUT
A. Planning and Development Process

Washtenaw County Parks and Recreation Commission (WCPARC) park
planning staff led the effort in updating the 5-Year Recreation Master
Plan. The process began in the spring of 2018 and involved research
and various avenues to gather staff and community input to produce
the Master Plan, principally the Action Program. Staff:
• Evaluated the County’s physical characteristics for natural areas
preservation and recreational opportunities (Section II).
• Reviewed and evaluated County demographics, including
population, social, and economic data, in addition to anticipated
trends as they relate to recreation needs and/or opportunities
(Section II).
• Evaluated recreation inventory and existing programming
opportunities (Tables 7 & 8 in Section IV).
• Assessed national, state, and local recreational trends and initiatives.
• Analyzed criteria for open space throughout Washtenaw County.
• Conducted a statistically representative survey in the fall of 2018.
• Met with WCPARC Commissioners, staff, stakeholders, and
members of the public.

Evaluating national and regional recreational trends help determine an
activity’s potential for future growth. Various sporting and recreationbased organizations, such as the National Sporting Goods Association
(NSGA), regularly conduct surveys to assess the general population’s
recreation interests and participation. In 2016, the NSGA released the
results of its 2015 sports/activity participation survey, which indicates
that the top three most popular activities for people ages seven and
above were exercise walking, exercising with equipment, and swimming.
These activities are unchanged from the previous year. The ten most
popular sports/recreational activities in 2015 are shown in Table 9.

Table 9 - Sports/Activity Participation in 2015
Rank

Sport/Activity

Participation (in mils.)

1

Exercise Walking

106.3

2

Exercising with Equipment

56.3

3

Swimming

46.3

4

Aerobic Exercise

45.1

5

Running/Jogging

44.5

6

Hiking

42.0

7

Camping (Vacation/Overnight)

40.1

8

Work-Out at Club/Gym/Studio

36.6

9

Bicycle Riding

36.0

10

Bowling

35.2
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Another organization, the Physical Activity Council, issued the 2018
Participation Report, which tracks participation in 118 sports and
fitness activities based on demographics and participation intensity.
Nearly 40,000 individuals (ages six and above) were surveyed. When
reviewing data from the years 2012 through 2017, trends indicate that
interest in fitness sports continues as to be the top focus of activity,
with participation in winter sports increasing. Of those who do not
participate in sports, activities garnering the most interest in all age
groups include camping, fishing, bicycling, and swimming. The survey
also indicates that people want to recreate with a partner and that
interest in individual sports is declining.

Nature preserves are distributed throughout the County, ensuring a
better quality of life and enhanced health benefits. Surveys across the
country have shown that people identify open space, the concept of
“rural character,” and trails near their home as among the top features in
choosing a place to live, thus providing economic value to the County.

Perhaps most relevant is local data derived from the 2017 State
of Play: Southeast Michigan report issued by the Aspen Institute,
which analyzed regional sports programs and facilities, highlighted
accomplishments, and addressed strategies for deficiencies in
recreation opportunities. More than 160 youth sports providers and
regional leaders stated that adults could do better in encouraging
activity among youth, providing an overall C+ grade. The report
suggests specific actions to improve recreation planning, including
asking kids what they want, reintroducing free play, and provide sports
sampling programs.

The Natural Areas Technical Advisory Committee (NATAC), comprised of
various conservation and biology experts, reviews properties that are
predominantly natural area. NATAC was established by the Washtenaw
County Board of Commissioners (BOC) with the passage of Ordinance 128
on August 2, 2000. Members of the committee are appointed by the BOC.

The State of Play report indicates that Washtenaw County is lacking
in some areas, such as skate parks and year-round weather proof
facilities. Such information provides the WCPARC with the opportunity
to fill these gaps. Still, 92% of Washtenaw County residents state they
have adequate access to physical activity opportunities.

C. Analysis of Open Space

1. Criteria for Open Space/Natural Area Acquisition
The goal of the Natural Areas Preservation Program (NAPP) is to
identify lands, which, through long-term preservation, will:
• Protect and preserve the natural and ecological diversity/heritage
of Washtenaw County
• Complement the existing network of publicly and privately
protected lands
• Maximize the public benefit
66
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Washtenaw County’s NAPP millage is dedicated to acquiring land for
nature preserves and purchasing conservation easements on private
natural and agricultural land to protect ecological values. Landowners
nominate their own land to NAPP, then multiple levels of evaluation
determine which lands to acquire.

NATAC visits each site and records a summary of their features and
overall ecological value in a form (Appendix C). In autumn, NATAC
reviews applications received that year and ranks them in importance
of acquisition based on site visits, ecological value, ability to provide
access, and partnerships available. Staff proceed with acquisition or
additional research, as appropriate, based on this ranking.
Properties that are at least 50% covered by active agriculture use are
reviewed by the Agricultural Lands Technical Advisory Committee
(ALPAC), comprised of agricultural producers, real estate professionals,
citizens, and one County Commissioner. ALPAC was also established by
the Washtenaw County Board of Commissioners by Resolution 06-0161
of August 2, 2006. Its purpose is to assist the County in determining
whether it should purchase the development rights on a particular
parcel, as well as how much the County should pay for those rights as
per the Washtenaw County Purchase of Development Rights Ordinance
(Resolution 06-0160) and Washtenaw County ordinance 128, as revised.
In addition to the above-mentioned goals of NAPP, ALPAC’s goal is
preserve Washtenaw County’s farming economy by permanently

preserving working farms, particularly those with high percentage of
prime and unique soils, and farms that support the ecological integrity
of wildlife habitat. Staff first score properties in GIS using a scoring
system (Appendix C) developed by ALPAC, and then in autumn, staff
present the properties to ALPAC in order of their score. ALPAC typically
recommends that staff proceed with acquisition in accordance to
property scores, and recommends which properties to submit for
matching funds opportunities.
Based on a nomination’s land cover composition and context within the
landscape, both committees may review and contribute funds to a project.
Finally, the Parks and Recreation Commission have recently developed
a scoring system that looks at the recommendations made by NATAC
and ALPAC, the Assessment and Prioritization Mapping described
below, and other political aspects.
Parks Commission Acquisition Criteria
• NATAC/ALPAC review
•
• Assessment and Prioritization
Mapping
•
• Partnerships/leveraged funds
• Addition to existing countyowned park or preserve (fee
•
simple purchase only)
• Stewardship considerations
•
(fee simple purchase only)
•

Site readiness costs (fee
simple purchase only)
Monitoring considerations
(conservation easements
only)
Geographic distribution of
NAPP funds
Township support/interest
Land preserved in township

2. Assessment and Prioritization Mapping

In September 2015, the Parks and Recreation Commission adopted
guidelines for the Natural Areas Preservation Program’s (NAPP)
future intending to “address [and set] priorities for future purchases”
and “[identify] high-quality, unprotected ecotypes/landscapes.”
The Assessment and Prioritization Mapping is the result of these
guidelines and the need for a deliberate process that would objectively,
consistently, and accurately identify high-potential-quality land across
Washtenaw County.

The Assessment is a Geographic Information Systems (GIS) based
scoring system that evaluated the potential quality of all natural
(larger than 20 acres) and agricultural land (> 50% active agriculture,
on a parcel basis) in the county, which covered about 264,000 acres
of land (Figure 15). There are separate methodologies for natural
and agricultural land to account for differences in criteria to identify
high quality land. The natural land assessment is an expansion of
the “Bioreserve Site Assessment,” a locally established method
pioneered by the Huron River Watershed Council. ALPAC felt strongly
that their existing scoring system, created using state and federal land
scoring systems as guides, would achieve the goal of a county-wide
assessment. Each methodology’s resulting distribution of scores are
grouped into “low,” “medium-low,” “medium-high,” and “high” quality.

Natural Lands Assessment Criteria
• Core habitat size
• Presence of water resources
• Presence of wetlands
• Potential for groundwater
recharge
• Potential presence of
less common precolonial
vegetation types
• Presence of glacial
landforms/features
• Topographical variation
• Connectivity to other
Bioreserve Sites
• Unchanged vegetation
between years 1800 and 2000
(level of site disturbance)
• Restorability potential
• Documented plant and
animal occurrence, from
Michigan Natural Features
Inventory (MNFI)
• Biorarity Index from MNFI

Agricultural Lands Assess. Criteria
• Soil quality, relative to parcel
size
• Acreage of parcel
• Percentage of parcel in
agricultural use
• Scenic quality (large open
views and road frontage)
• Septic field suitability (depth
to water table)
• Percentage of perimeter in
agricultural use or natural
area
• Percentage of perimeter
zoned for agriculture or
conservation
• Proximity to existing and
planned public sanitary
sewer or water service area
• Proximity to protected lands
• Protection of water resources
• Biorarity Index, from MNFI
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These 264,000 acres of assessed land show existing undeveloped
land and its quality, but not what should be protected nor the reason
for doing so. Permanently protecting 264,000 acres in Washtenaw
County would also be an unrealistic goal. To develop goals around the
assessments and help guide NAPP in the future, additional ecological
factors were deemed necessary to filter the results and begin to define
“priority areas.”
Patch Expansion: Patch expansion looked to grow identified clusters of
High and Medium-High quality natural areas within ¼ mile of existing
parks and preserves and High and Medium-High quality agricultural
parcels within ¼ mile of existing farmland easements.
Corridors: The corridor analysis intended to identify existing
connectivity, prioritizing natural areas and agricultural land that made
the most connections between existing preserved lands.
New Patch Establishment: This analysis essentially identifies places
for new preserves or easements. It searched for clusters of High and
Medium-High Quality natural areas at least ½ mile away from existing

parks & preserves and clusters of High and Medium-High quality
agricultural parcels at least ½ mile away from existing farmland
easements. Like corridors, establishing patches also generates
structural connectivity, but in a “stepping stone” style appropriate for
birds, who do not need contiguous corridors.
Protecting Waterways: All assessed sites of High and Medium-High
quality that contained streams were prioritized.
Ecoregion Focus: Huron/Erie Lake Plains— the historical location of
the Great Lakes during glaciation 13,800 to 12,500 years ago—are
underrepresented in protected areas in Washtenaw County. Any
assessed sites located in the Lake Plain ecoregion were prioritized.
The resulting prioritization map (Figure 16) highlights lands that most
likely meet these requirements and whose acquisition serves the goals of
NAPP. The prioritized lands also tend to overlap with townships’ natural
areas and agricultural preservation overlay districts shown in their
master plans.

Figure 15 - Natural and Agricultural Land Assessment
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Figure 16 - Natural and Agricultural Land County Prioritization
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D. 2018 Community Needs Assessment

600 residents. This goal was exceeded, with a total of 696 residents
completing the survey. The county was divided into seven sub-areas
to determine what, if any, different community needs or recreational
priorities existed. That random sampling was stratified by sub-area
location only, not by any demographic distribution.

The Washtenaw County Parks and Recreation Commission depends
on feedback from residents to help guide the direction of park
planning, health/wellness opportunities, development of new
recreation opportunities and programming efforts. At the beginning
of plan development, staff determined the importance of issuing a
statistically-valid survey of County residents, especially because it had
been about fifteen years since the last formal survey was conducted.
In the fall of 2018, staff issued a Request for Proposals, and received
five submissions. WCPARC awarded the project to ETC Institute (ETC),
located in Olathe, Kansas, to objectively assess usage, satisfaction, and
needs for a wide range of park and recreation facilities and programs in
order to identify opportunities for the County to better serve the leisure
and recreation needs of the community.

1. Methodology

Sub-Area

Goal

Actual

Southwest

60

74

Central

100

101

Northwest

80

84

East

140

160

Southeast

80

83

City of Ann Arbor

60

114

Northeast

80

80

Figure 17 - Washtenaw County Sub-Areas
SOURCE: ETC INSTITUTE

ETC was chosen, in part, due to their significant experience conducting
surveys for parks and recreation agencies and was recently engaged
by neighboring communities, including Huron Clinton Metroparks
Authority (HCMA), Oakland County Parks, among others. Thus,
the company was familiar with the general needs and resources
in Southeast Michigan. They have also developed nation-wide
benchmarking data for agency comparison.

Table 10 - Response per Sub-Area, Goal vs. Actual

ETC Institute mailed a survey packet to a random sample of
households in Washtenaw County. Each survey packet contained a
cover letter, a copy of the survey, and a postage-paid return envelope.
Ten days after the surveys were mailed, ETC Institute sent emails to
the households that received the survey to encourage participation.
The 15-minute survey could be completed via mail, phone, or email,
and was offered in multiple languages to accommodate the diverse
Washtenaw County community.
It was identified that 400 survey responses would provide WCPARC
with a statistically-valid survey; however, staff elected to add an
additional 200 responses throughout the county in an effort to collect
more data. Therefore, the goal was to obtain completed surveys from
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Respondent households represented by red dots

The results for the sample of 696 households have a statistically valid
precision of at least +/-3.7% at the 95% level of confidence. The overall
results were weighted to reflect the population of each of the County’s
seven sub-areas (Figure 17). There were negligible differences between
the reporting. Weighted data is presented in this plan.

2. Survey Results

To provide organizations with an objective tool for evaluating the
priority that should be placed on specific facilities and programming,
ETC developed a Priority Investment Rating (PIR). Its formula combines
the importance that respondents place on facilities/programs and
the number of respondents that have unmet needs for the facility/
program. Based on the PIR, the facilities/programs are then categorized
as High, Medium, or Low Priority. WCPARC interprets the “High Priority”
facilities not necessarily as the most important ones to invest in, but
rather the ones that would have the most impact should WCPARC
choose to invest.

abundance of use by residents, as a county agency many of its facilities
are intended to be regional amenities. Daily park use is usually the
responsibility of the local municipality, unless they need assistance.
Programs that respondents participated in most often were community
festivals (18%), adult fitness and wellness programs (16%), and kayak,
canoe, and paddleboard rentals (15%). Percentages drop to 6% (dog
park programs) from there.

Figure 18 - Facilities Survey Respondent Households
Have Used in the Past 12 Months

The data show that Washtenaw County residents are strongly satisfied
with the value and condition of their facilities. In general, 66% of
respondents are satisfied with the value their household receives from
the Parks and Recreation Commission and that the organization is
providing well maintained facilities (93%).
Facility, Trail, and Program Usage
Eighty-two percent (82%) of respondents had visited a WCPARC
facility within the last 12 months, and all parks and most preserves
were represented in those responses. The Border-to-Border Trail
was the facility used by the most respondents (41%) and the most
often (45%), followed by County Farm Park (33%, 31%), Rolling Hills
County Park (33%, 28%), and Parker Mill County Park (22%, 16%).
Some respondents (17%) had not used a WCPARC facility in the last 12
months.
Of those who have visited facilities, 39% visit a WCPARC facility less
than once per month; 27% visit one to three times per month; 13% visit
once per week; 15% visit two to four times per week; and 6% visit five
or more times per week. Although WCPARC hopes for frequency and

Needs and Priorities: Facilities
The survey asked about specific unmet facility needs, described by
50% or less met. ETC Institute estimates a total of 34,507 households
in Washtenaw County have unmet needs for indoor aquatic centers,
the top unmet facility need. Paved (2nd) and unpaved (5th) multi-use
trails had a combined need that affected more than 79,000 households.
Nature centers were the third most unmet need; sledding hills were the
fourth. When asked what the most important need was, playgrounds
jumped to the top four and indoor aquatic center fell a few places.
Though there were not as many households with a need for curling,
ropes courses, equestrian facilities, and archery, these facilities were
the least available to respondents.
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Facility Priorities
• Paved multi-use trails (PIR=199)
• Unpaved multi-use trails (PIR=184)
• Nature centers (PIR=141)
• Indoor aquatic centers (PIR=134)
• Sledding hills (PIR=114)
• Canoe and kayak livery (PIR=104)
• Water parks and water slides (PIR=102)
• Dog parks (PIR=101)
• Camping areas (tents) (PIR=101)
The PIR was also determined for each sub-area of the county. Most
of the High Priority facilities listed above appear in all sub-areas,
but some disappear and other facilities become high priorities.
For example, dog parks and camping are not high priorities in the
southwest sub-area, but historical buildings/museums and boating/
fishing areas are (Table 11).
On the other end of the spectrum, the survey also revealed facilities that
were meeting needs of respondents, described as greater than 50% of

SOURCE: ETC INSTITUTE

Table 11 - Top 10 Facility Priorities for Sub-Areas
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needs met. The most well-met needs were golf courses, picnicking areas
and pavilions, playgrounds, baseball/softball diamonds, and canoe and
kayak liveries. This does not answer how many households needed and
were sufficiently provided with these facilities.

Figure 19 - Facility Priorities for Investment Based on
the Priority Investment Rating

Needs and Priorities: Programming
The same questions asked about facilities were asked about
programming. The four programs with the highest percentage of
households that had needs were: adult fitness and wellness programs;
winter programs; gardening; and community festivals. When asked
what the most important need was, kayak, canoe, and paddleboard
rentals, as well as senior fitness and wellness programs, jumped to the
top four, with gardening and winter programs falling a few places.

programs, perhaps, have the greatest gap between priority and
perceived availability.

Figure 20 - Program Priorities for Investment Based on
the Priority Investment Rating

Programming Priorities
• Adult fitness and wellness programs (PIR=200)
• Kayak, canoe, paddleboard rentals (PIR=118)
• Community festivals (PIR=117)
• Winter programs (PIR=114)
It is evident respondents were very interested in more adult fitness
and wellness programs, kayak, canoe and paddleboard rentals, and
community festivals, but it is important to note that these needs are
simultaneously acceptably met, compared to other programs. Winter

SOURCE: ETC INSTITUTE

Table 12 - Top 10 Program Priorities for Sub-Areas
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When looking at sub-area specific PIRs (Table 12), other programs that
became High Priority were bike rentals (Ann Arbor); traditional folk art,
skills and crafts (Ann Arbor, Northwest); historical programming (Ann
Arbor); gardening (Ann Arbor, East, Southeast); winter programs (Ann
Arbor, Central, East, Northwest); swim lessons and programs (Northwest);
and senior fitness and wellness programs (Ann Arbor, Southwest).
Disregarding number of households whose needs are met, programs
that already meet the needs of respondents, described as greater
than 50% of needs met, were kayak, canoe, and paddleboard rentals,
community festivals, adult fitness and wellness programs, and bird/
wildlife watching programs.
Support for Investment
Respondents were asked to select up to two statements that best
reflected their opinion on open space acquisition actions. The
conclusion from this question is that more acquisition is supported,
with only 12% of answers indicating that no new land should be
acquired. Land acquisition with improvement for passive (e.g., nature
trails) usage had the most votes (49%); this response implies support
for WCPARC’s current nature preserve model. Forty-two percent (42%)
indicated land should be acquired and left undeveloped; this implies
support for conservation easements. Acquisition for passive and active
usage was supported by 38% of responses.
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accessible for all abilities (33%). Repairing older structures and
playgrounds was also the top choice of the four ranking possibilities,
followed by new trails and boardwalks, land purchase for open space,
and land purchase for new trails.
Respondents were asked how they would vote if an election was
held to renew the current millage for funding operations and
capital improvements for Washtenaw County Parks and Recreation
Commission. Sixty-three percent (63%) who had an opinion indicated
they would vote in favor of renewing the current millage; 20% said they
might vote in favor, 11% were not sure, and 6% would vote against
renewal of the millage. Of the 17% who indicated they were not sure
or would vote against the renewal of the current millage, 59% said
the reason is because they need more information; 47% indicated
the reason is that they do not support any increase to taxes; 27% said
it is because they believe County currently has sufficient recreation
opportunities; and 17% believe those who use the facilities should bear
the burden of paying for them.

A similar survey questions asked specifically about land acquisition
within the Natural Areas Preservation Program. The majority (57%) of
respondents supported additional natural areas to be purchased and
provide public access. A smaller group (19%) supported the purchase
of conservation easements on farmland. Overall, the results showed
support for NAPP millage and the preservation of additional land in
Washtenaw County. Only 12% do not want any more land purchased
for open space preservation.

Barriers to Use
Respondents were asked what reasons prevented them from utilizing
existing WCPARC facilities and programs. The most significant reason
they indicated was that they did not know what was offered (38%),
compared to the national average of 22%. Thirty-six percent (36%) of
respondents indicated that they just do not have time to visit parks.
Sixty-four percent (64%) stated they have heard about parks from family,
friends and coworkers, higher than national average (41%), suggesting
that either the organization needs to invest in more comprehensive
marketing measures, or park users are very willing to talk about their
WCPARC experiences. While most respondents indicated they had good
access to green space, 30% of respondents said they did not have access
via a 10-minute walk and 10% of respondents said they did not have
access within a 15-minute drive of their residence.

When asked about funding willingness, 48% of respondents said
repairing older structures and playgrounds was the top choice out of
11 options. Following that was developing new trails and boardwalks
(42%), land purchase for new trails (38%), and making facilities

Conclusions
When planning for future development, sustaining and/or improving
the performance of the highest facility and program PIR would provide
the greatest benefit for the largest number of residents. The survey
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Figure 21 - Reasons Preventing Households from Using
Washtenaw County Parks and Recreation Facilities More Often

E. Staff Input & Public Engagement
1. Staff Input

Several working meetings were held with select Parks and Recreation
Commissioners and staff to help formulate the plan. One such meeting
included a broader coalition of staff to provide valuable revision of the
organization’s goals and objectives. Other meetings addressed:
• Development of the Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
• Formulation of strategies to obtain public input
• Review of Master Plan content, formatting, and graphics

shows the strongest needs are paved and unpaved multi-use trails;
nature centers; indoor aquatic centers; adult fitness and wellness
programs; winter programs; kayak, canoe, and paddleboard rentals;
and community festivals. Facility priorities are consistent with
programming priorities: trails and indoor aquatic centers are directly
related to adult fitness and wellness; canoe and kayak liveries are
directly related to the ability to rent canoes, kayaks, and paddleboards.
This plan’s Action Program reflects survey respondents’ interest in
various programs and facilities including investigating construction of
a canoe livery and campground, among others.
Multiple survey questions verify public support for continuing to
acquire land for preservation and passive recreation. Renewal of parks
millages also received general support—and one was renewed in 2018
with 74% of the vote—but many respondents also said they need
more information. WCPARC will need to improve its public messaging
regarding the availability and benefit of its facilities, programs, and
millages. A copy of the survey questionnaire and data summary are
included in Appendix F.

To form the Action Program, the authors of this plan had meetings with
each division leader (e.g., NAPP, Maintenance) and park superintendent
(e.g., Rolling Hills Park, Pierce lake Golf Course). Staff began by
reviewing the 2015-2019 Recreation Master Plan’s action program.
Completed tasks were identified and removed, and then the relevance
of the remaining ones were considered. Major items from the current
CIP were incorporated. Then staff presented survey information
about opinions, needs, and priorities relevant to each division or
park. Staff and the leaders/superintendents then deliberated how
survey results could be directly addressed by actions. Many of these
discussions linked directly to the “wish lists” staff asked the leaders/
superintendents to furnish. Wish list items ranged from grand concepts
to small purchases, and they ultimately collectively covered many of
the priorities identified by the survey. Any wish list item that strongly
correlated to a survey priority was added to the Action Program.

2. Stakeholder and Public Input

As a major component of plan development, staff engaged members
of the community through a formal survey (previous) and outreach
sessions in order to develop a plan that best serves residents’ needs.
Stakeholders, such as local officials and representative user groups,
were also invited to provide feedback and guidance.
Stakeholder Meeting
On April 30, 2019, staff met with a group of stakeholders to ensure
their user groups were represented in the planning process and to
generate partnership opportunities. More than 40 representatives from
PLANNING & PUBLIC INPUT
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municipalities and non-profit agencies attended. A list of attendees
may be found in Appendix G.
At the meeting, staff presented an overview of WCPARC facilities and
programs, provided the results of the community survey, highlighted
significant action program items, and presented the organization’s goals.
Afterward, representatives broke into smaller groups to generate dialog.
A series of questions were posed:
• Why are parks/preserves/recreation important in your community?
How does WCPARC support this? Where can we improve?
• List the top two important initiatives/priorities for WCPARC. State
which Goals and Objectives the priorities support.
• Discuss community/organization initiatives that could benefit from
a partnership. List the top initiative.
In general, stakeholders stated that parks and recreation were
important to enhance fitness and wellbeing, provide opportunities to
socialize, and protect the environment. They stated WCPARC supports
this through offering diverse recreation opportunities and leveraging
funds through partnership opportunities. Some groups suggested
that WCPARC could improve communication and visibility in the
community, have an increased presence in under-served townships
(including rural), and decrease users fees.

Public Input
Three public engagement sessions were held to gather input from
county residents. Meetings occurred on May 7, 2019, at the Ypsilanti
District Library; May 9, 2019, at the Village of Manchester Offices; and
May 16, 2019, at the Whitmore Lake Elementary School. These sites
were selected to gather public input from various geographic locations
in the county, as well as provide an opportunity for underrepresented
communities to participate in the planning process.
Attendees of the Ypsilanti Township meeting expressed the most
interest in non-motorized trail development. Additionally, access to
historical Parker Mill and protection of natural areas were determined
important. Manchester Township participants had a strong desire
for capitalizing on recreation as a tool for economic development.
Particularly there was continued interest in constructing a nonmotorized trail from the Village of Manchester to Brooklyn in Lenawee
County and development of Watkins Lake State Park and County
Preserve. There was also a desire for WCPARC to continue to leverage
resources and collaborate with communities. The meeting at
Whitmore Lake provided an opportunity for a more personal discussion
due to low meeting turnout. Public comments expressed the desire for
walkability in the community. There was also support for more nonmotorized trails.
A summary of public comments may be found in Appendix G.

Initiatives that multiple groups reported as important were
connectivity through of public places through a non-motorized trail
network, improved recreation equity—both geographically and in
underserved communities, enhanced programming opportunities, and
improved affordability. All top initiatives were supported by the Parks
and Recreation Commission’s goals and objectives.
This meeting also provided an opportunity to discuss potential partner
projects with WCPARC and other attendees, including summer day
camp, recreation on the Raisin and Saline rivers, and continued
construction of the non-motorized trail network.
A summary of stakeholder comments may be found in Appendix G.
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F. Draft Plan Review & Public Hearing

Prior to adoption, a draft version of the Master Plan was made
available to the public for review and comment on August 22. 2019,
via the WCPARC website: washtenaw.org/parks. A Public Hearing for
the draft plan was held on September 25, 2019. The meeting was
advertised on the County website, email sent to stakeholders/public
meeting attendees, posted on the WCPARC Facebook page, and posted
at various park facilities. An affidavit of publication for the Public
Hearing and a summary of public comments stated during the review
period may be found in Appendix G.

