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Summary 

Lane County owns and operates 70 parks throughout the County, attracting more than two million 

visitors annually. Over the last few years, Lane County Parks has partnered with vendors and the 

community to host about 15 large events (events with 1,000 or more attendees) per year. 

Community concerns about past large events point to the need for policies that address impacts 

from large events such as noise, traffic, impacts on neighbors, and other issues.  

Lane County Parks staff and the Lane County Board of Commissioners want a broader 

understanding of public opinion about hosting large public events at selected Lane County Parks 

facilities. The Board of Commissioners appointed a 13‐person committee, the Large Events Task 

Force, to develop recommendations about allowing and managing large events in Lane County’s 

parks. Lane County Parks staff contracted with ECONorthwest to develop and implement a 

statistically valid opinion survey of Lane County residents about allowing large events in Lane 

County’s public parks.  

The survey assessed whether Lane County residents think large events should be allowed in some 

Lane County Parks and, if so, under what conditions they should be allowed. The survey also 

asked questions about usage of Lane County Parks, which will provide information to staff for the 

update of the Lane County Parks Master Plan. This report presents the results of the survey about 

opinions of Lane County residents about large events and usage of Lane County parks.  

SURVEY APPROACH AND METHODS 
The purpose of the survey was to obtain information about Lane County’s residents’ opinions 

about allowing large events in selected Lane County parks. The survey methodology was designed 

to obtain a statistically valid survey results (e.g., results that are representative of all Lane County 

Residents). The survey asked questions about: 

 Opinions about Lane County’s parks, to gauge respondents’ level of satisfaction with the 

quality of County parks, as well as respondents’ use of the parks. 

 Opinions about use of Lane County parks for large events. The survey defined large events 

as an event with 1,000 or more attendees. The survey asked specific questions about areas 

of potential concern with hosting large events at Lane County Parks, such as environmental 

impacts, traffic issues, impacts on neighborhoods, and public safety issues. 

 Demographics of respondents, to provide information about people who responded to the 

survey.  

The first task in the project was to identify who should receive the survey. The population of 

interest was initially defined as adults who reside in Lane County. We used the Lane County Voter 

Registration database as the sample frame because it provides the most comprehensive list of 
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resident’s names and mailing addresses. About 204,000 of Lane County’s 284,3281 residents age 18 

years old and over are registered voters.   

The Voter Registration database contains information about all registered voters in Lane County, 

including information about their place of residence and age. Using this database allowed us to 

select a random sample of Lane County residents. To better understand if people living closer to 

Lane County Parks have different opinions, the sample included 1,000 respondents living in areas 

near large Lane County Parks and 1,000 randomly selected respondents from the rest of the 

county. To compensate for demographic groups who generally respond less frequently to surveys, 

we oversampled populations such as people under 45 years old. 

SURVEY RESULTS  
ECONorthwest received a total of 736 valid responses, with an effective response rate of 40%. The 

response to the survey gives a confidence interval of 99% with a +/‐5% margin of error. This 

confidence interval means that if we conducted the survey 100 times, in 99 of those times, the 

results would be within +/‐5% of the figures presented in this report. 

Respondents indicated high support for and satisfaction with Lane County’s park system.  

 Ninety‐seven percent of respondents said that parks are important or very important to 

quality of life in Lane County. 

 Seventy‐nine percent of respondents were either satisfied or very satisfied with the overall 

quality of Lane County’s park system. 

 Eighty‐eight percent of respondents had visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months. 

Respondents indicated that they visited Howard Buford Recreation Area and Armitage 

Park most frequently. 

The majority of survey respondents are supportive of allowing well‐managed large events in 

Lane County parks. Respondents were asked whether Lane County should allow large events in 

some or all of Lane County’s large parks. Respondents were asked to indicate whether the County 

should: allow all large events, allow large events under some circumstances, do not allow any 

large events and not sure. Respondents were then asked a series of questions about the 

circumstances for allowing large events, such as the hours of large events, allowing camping, and 

which large parks large events should be allowed in.   

The majority of respondents (92%) supported allowing large events or allowing large events under 

some circumstances. Some respondents (between about 35% and 45% of respondents) indicated 

that they are concerned about the management of large events. Some areas of particular concern in 

the operation of large events were: 

                                                      

1 U.S. Census, American Community Survey, 2013 
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 Hours of events. Half of respondents indicated that large events should not operate 

between the hours of 11 PM and 7 AM. Forty‐one percent of respondents said that allowing 

large events to operate between 11 PM and 7 AM might be acceptable if the County ensures 

that the event minimizes impacts. One of the key impacts that respondents were concerned 

about was noise and the hours when noise is allowed at a large event.  

 Camping. Respondents were divided about allowing camping in conjunction with large 

events. About 15% of respondents indicated that camping should be allowed and one‐

quarter of respondents indicated that camping might be acceptable in parks with non‐

designated campgrounds. Forty‐two percent of respondents indicated that camping should 

be allowed only in parks with designated campgrounds. Fourteen percent of respondents 

indicated that camping should not be allowed in conjunction with large events.  

The majority of respondents indicated that they do not have substantial concerns about the 

impact of multiple large events in Lane County parks or think their concerns could be 

mitigated. Fifty‐eight percent of respondents either have no concerns about the impact of multiple 

large events in Lane County parks or they have some concerns but think the County can 

adequately address their concerns without special action. In addition 39% of respondents have 

concerns that require mitigation measures. Three percent of respondents’ concerns about the 

impact of multiple large events cannot be mitigated. 

Respondents were generally supportive of allowing large events but many respondents had 

some concerns about allowing large events and about 97% of respondents indicated that there 

concerns could be mitigated. Respondents were asked questions about their potential areas of 

concerns resulting from large events, such as traffic, environmental impacts, or impacts on nearby 

neighbors. Exhibit S‐1 shows the areas of concern and respondents’ level of concern about each 

topic.  

 Depending on the area of concern, between 67% and 46% of respondents indicated that 

they had no concerns or that they have some concerns but not enough that they oppose 

allowing large events (or they think the County can adequately address the concerns 

without special action). 

 While some respondents were concerned about impacts of large events, they generally 

thought that either the County could adequately address the concerns without special 

action or that the County could mitigate their concerns with specific actions. 

 

Depending on the area of concern, between 52% and 32% of respondents indicated they 

had concerns that could be mitigated. The most common areas of concern with allowing 

large events at Lane County parks were: environmental impacts, traffic impacts, impact on 

neighbors, criminal activity, and noise. 

 Between 2% and 3% of respondents indicated that they had concerns that could not be 

mitigated. 



ECONorthwest     Lane County Parks Large Events Survey – DRAFT viii 

Exhibit S-1. Summary of Areas of Concern by Percent of Respondents that have Concerns 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Answers for Traffic were limited to either "Yes" or "No". 

Lane County Parks already implement some of the mitigation measures listed in the survey. 

Some examples of mitigation measures that the County already implements in managing large 

events include: 

 Environmental impact measures, such as requirements that a park is returned to its former 

state after the event, protection of water quality, protection of native plants and animals, 

and protection of rare, threatened, or endangered species.  
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 Noise control measures, such as restrictions on the hours when noise is allowed or 

restrictions on when noisy events are allowed to protect nesting birds.  

 Neighborhood impact measures, such as designating parking areas and enforcing parking 

rules, noise control measures, and consideration of the need for additional support facilities 

and equipment. 

 Criminal activity measures, such as requiring presence of security guards, volunteers for 

event safety compliance, or ensuring that there are on‐site park rangers. 

 Public safety measures, such as requiring on‐site first aid or medical staff, and ensuring that 

there are access lanes for emergency vehicles.  

 Fire safety measures, such as ensuring that there are access lanes for emergency vehicles, 

requiring designated smoking areas, or requirements for fire extinguishers at each vendor 

booth. 

The County should continue to implement and publicize mitigation efforts, prioritizing the 

areas with the greatest concern. The fact that some (and perhaps many) respondents were 

unaware of the fact that the County already implements these measures suggests that the County 

may need to educate the public on how large events are managed. For example, the County has 

recently completed traffic and environmental studies related to large events. Publicizing the results 

of these studies provide an opportunity to educate the public about management of these issues 

for large events at Lane County Parks.  

The results of the survey suggest that the County should continue to refine and develop its 

management protocols for large events to respond to the areas of greatest concern. One of the 

areas of greatest concern in managing large events was the impact on nearby neighborhoods, such 

as noise or traffic impacts. One of the mitigation measures suggested was to develop systems to 

rapidly respond to neighborhood complaints about events. Developing such a system would 

provide an opportunity for the County to manage issues as they arise, rather than responding to 

the issue after the event. This system could be especially important for large events with the 

greatest potential impact on the surrounding neighborhoods.  

The parks that were best known and that respondents indicated were appropriate for large 

events were Howard Buford Recreation Area and Armitage Park. About 80% of respondents 

indicated that large events should be allowed or allowed under some circumstances at Howard 

Buford Recreation Area and Armitage Park. Fifty percent of respondents indicated that large 

events should be allowed at these parks and about 30% of respondents indicated that large events 

should be allowed under some circumstances. More than 70% of respondents living in the zip code 

area closest to each of these parks indicated that the mitigation measures presented in the survey 

would address their concerns (or they had no concerns) and about 15% indicated that the 

mitigation measures would partially address their concerns.  
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CONCLUSIONS 
The key conclusions of the survey are: 

 Lane County residents value Lane County’s parks and think that parks play an important 

role in the quality of life in Lane County. Respondents are generally more supportive of 

Lane County using limited resources to develop and maintain existing parks, as well as 

protecting natural resources in parks. 

 Respondents expressed broad support, about 92%, for allowing large events, provided that 

large events are properly managed. The level of support was relatively constant across 

respondent age groups and income levels. More than 60% of respondents indicated that the 

mitigation measures presented in the survey would either address their concerns or that 

they had no concerns. Between 15% and 25% of respondents indicated that their concerns 

were partially addressed by the mitigation measures in the survey. 

 

This level of confidence in the ability to mitigate concerns about large events held for 

respondents living in neighborhoods closest to the Howard Buford Recreational Area and 

Armitage Park, two of Lane County’s largest parks where events are more common. About 

60% or more of respondents living near these parks indicated that the mitigation measures 

presented in the survey would either address their concerns or that they had no concerns. 

See Figures A‐26 to A‐37 in Appendix A for more detailed information about respondents 

living closest to these two parks.   

 As Lane County Parks Department develops policies to manage large events in parks, it 

will be important to pay close attention to policies to mitigate key impacts on neighbors, 

such as noise, traffic, and concerns about public safety. The majority of respondents, 

including respondents living near the largest Lane County Parks, generally support 

allowing large events and think that Lane County can mitigate key problems. We suggest 

that Lane County Parks continue to work closely with stakeholders to develop policies that 

respond to the key issues identified in the survey. 

 Lane County already implements many of the mitigation measures described in the survey. 

In addition, Lane County has completed (or is in the process of studying) key issues 

identified in the study, such as the traffic and environmental impacts of large events on the 

parks and surrounding neighborhoods. The results of this survey provide opportunity for 

Lane County Parks Division to educate the public about the mitigation measures already 

implemented by the County, new mitigation policies resulting from the work of the Large 

Events Taskforce and this study, and the results of studies about the impacts of large events 

in key areas of concern.  
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Chapter 1. Introduction 

Lane County owns and operates 70 parks throughout the County, attracting more than two million 

visitors annually. Lane County parks provide a broad range of recreational opportunities, 

including boating, camping, hiking, bicycling, walking and running, wildlife and bird watching, 

and many other activities. Lane County parks facilities include boat ramps, marinas, trails, day‐use 

and picnic areas, campsites, and many others. 

The Lane County Parks Department (Lane County Parks) has an annual budget of $3.2 million and 

does not receive any support from the County General Fund or property taxes. Lane County Parks 

is funded through fees from parking, moorage, picnicking, camping, state taxes and fees (such as 

the hotel room tax, the recreational vehicle registration fee, and boater registration fees), car rental 

tax, and hosting large events. Allowing large events at selected Lane County Parks’ facilities 

provides the County with revenue to support the operation and maintenance of County parks.  

Over the last few years, Lane County Parks has partnered with vendors and the community to host 

about 15 large events per year. Some examples of the events held in Lane County Parks over the 

last few years include single‐day musical festivals (such as the Cascadia Music Festival), multi‐day 

musical festivals (such as Faerieworlds), community celebrations, sporting events (such as 

Triathlon Eugene, the Dirty Dash, or the McKenzie River Half Marathon), botanical events (such as 

the Mushroom Festival or Wildflower Festival), classic car shows, cultural arts events, historical 

reenactments (such as the Civil War reenactment), and youth camping events (such as the Boy 

Scout Camporee). Community concerns about past large events point to the need for clear policies 

and protocols around large events and event management that address impacts from large events 

such as noise, traffic, impacts on neighbors, and other issues.  

Lane County Parks staff and the Lane County Board of Commissioners want a broader 

understanding of public opinion about hosting large public events (with more than 1,000 

attendees) at selected Lane County Parks facilities. The Board of Commissioners appointed a 13‐

person committee, the Large Events Task Force, to develop recommendations about allowing large 

events in Lane County’s parks.  

Lane County Parks staff contracted with ECONorthwest to develop and implement a statistically 

valid opinion survey of Lane County residents about allowing large events in Lane County’s 

public parks. The survey assessed whether Lane County residents think large events should be 

allowed in some Lane County Parks and, if so, under what conditions they should be allowed. The 

survey also asked questions about usage of Lane County Parks, which will provide information to 

staff for the update of the Lane County Parks Master Plan. 

This report presents the results of the survey about opinions of Lane County residents about large 

events and usage of Lane County parks.  
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ORGANIZATION OF THIS REPORT 
The remainder of this report is organized as follows: 

Chapter 2 Survey Methodology provides an overview of the sampling methodology used in 

this project. It also provides a discussion of how the survey was administered and analyzed. 

Chapter 3 Survey Findings presents the results of the survey. The chapter is organized in the 

order the questions were asked on the survey.  

Chapter 4 Key Findings and Conclusions highlights key survey findings and conclusions 

from the survey results. 

Appendix A Additional Data presents charts showing the results of key question by age 

group, income group, and for respondents in selected zip codes. 

Appendix B Survey Instrument presents a copy of the survey. 

Appendix C Transcript of Written Survey Comments includes the written comments for all 

comments respondents provided to open‐ended survey questions.  
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Chapter 2. Survey Methodology  

STUDY OBJECTIVES 
The purpose of the survey was to information about Lane County residents’ opinions about 

allowing large events in selected Lane County parks. The survey methodology was designed to 

obtain a statistically valid survey results. The survey asked questions about: 

 Opinions about Lane County’s parks, to gauge respondents’ level of satisfaction with the 

quality of County parks, as well as respondents’ use of the parks. 

 Opinions about use of Lane County parks for large events. The survey defined large events 

as an event with 1,000 or more attendees. The survey asked specific questions about areas 

of potential concern with hosting large events at Lane County Parks, such as environmental 

impacts, traffic issues, impacts on neighborhoods, and public safety issues. 

 Demographics of respondents, to provide information about people who responded to the 

survey.  

STUDY METHODS 
Before describing the survey methods, it is useful to review a few key survey concepts. 

 Population – the universe of interest. The sample population is often referred to as “N.” In 

this instance, the sample population is all adults living in Lane County. 

 Sample frame – the sample frame is the source or device from which a sample is drawn. In 

short, it is a list of all those in the population who can be sampled. For this survey, we used 

the Lane County voter registration database as a source of the sample. 

 Sample size – the number of samples drawn from the sample population. In this survey, we 

selected 2,000 people from the Lane County voter registration to receive the survey.  

Survey Sample 

The first task in the project was to identify who should receive the survey. The key population was 

initially defined as people who reside in Lane County. We used the Lane County Voter 

Registration database as the sample frame because it was the best available data source with 

individual’s names and mailing addresses in it. About 204,000 of Lane County’s 284,3282 residents 

over 18 years old are registered voters.   

The Voter Registration database contains information about all registered voters in Lane County, 

including information about their place of residence and age. Using this database allowed us to 

                                                      

2 U.S. Census, American Community Survey, 2013 
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select a random sample of Lane County residents. To better understand if people living closer to 

Lane County Parks have different opinions, the sample included 1,000 respondents living in areas 

near large Lane County Parks and 1,000 randomly selected respondents from the rest of the 

county. 

To mitigate for anticipated survey response bias by age, the sample oversampled slightly within 

age groups under 45. Exhibit 1 shows the number of surveys administered and the approximate 

response rates from each age group. Half of the samples were delivered to individuals within five 

miles of a Lane County Park and half to residents further than five miles. 

A primary goal of the project is to have a large enough survey sample so that the results of the 

survey are statistically valid results that can be generalized to Lane County’s population. About 

400 randomly collected responses will yield a result with a 5% margin of error at the 95% 

confidence level. Obtaining this many responses will require sending the survey to about 1,600 

residents of Lane County. In addition, the County chose to add 400 additional respondents to 

allow for oversampling of respondents living near large Lane County Parks and people under 45 

years old. 

Of the 2,000 surveys sent out, 168 were returned as undeliverable due to incomplete mailing 

information or undeliverable addresses. Lane County Parks received a total of 736 valid responses 

for an effective response rate of 40%.  

Exhibit 1. Sample composition and response rates by age 

 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 2009-2013, B01001; Lane County Voter Registration Database; Lane County Parks Survey 

One limitation of the study’s methodology is potential non‐response bias. Survey respondents 

represented higher percentages of registered voters, females, and households with higher incomes 

than reported by the U.S. Census American Community Survey. Despite these areas of potential 

response bias, our assessment is that the results provide an accurate representation of the attitudes 

and opinions of registered voters in Lane County with respect to large events at County parks. 

   

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

18 to 24 years 47,528 17% 461 23% 74 10%

25-34 years 43,288 15% 385 19% 117 16%

35-44 years 42,107 15% 375 19% 142 20%

45-54 years 44,015 15% 330 17% 155 22%

55-64 years 51,331 18% 250 13% 132 18%

65 years and older 59,678 21% 199 10% 98 14%
Total 287,947 100% 2,000 100% 718 100%

Age Group

All County Residents Sample Size Survey Respondents
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Development of the Survey Instrument 

We worked closely with Lane County Parks staff and a three‐member subcommittee of the Large 

Events Task Force to develop a general framework for the survey and to review and get feedback 

on specific questions. We field‐tested the survey with seven people and revised the survey 

questions based on feedback from field testers.  

The survey instrument is provided in Appendix B. 

SURVEY ADMINISTRATION 
There are multiple ways to conduct a survey, such as by mail, online, by phone, or in‐person. The 

project used a mailed survey methodology. To administer mailed surveys, we use a process called 

“the tailored design method” developed by Dr. Don Dillman at Washington State University. The 

tailored design method is a systematic survey development and administration process intended 

to boost response rates. The administration process consists of a number of steps and at least three 

“contacts” with respondents: 

1. Mail a postcard to the respondent 7‐10 days prior to mailing the survey. The postcard 
notified the respondent that they will be receiving a survey and provides a brief summary 

of the purpose of the survey. The postcard was mailed on January 6, 2015.  

2. Mail the survey. The survey was accompanied by a cover letter or newsletter with 

background information. The survey was mailed on January 14, 2015 and respondents were 

asked to return the survey by February 2, 2015. 

3. Follow‐up postcard. A follow‐up postcard was mailed on January 28, 2015 to encourage 

non‐respondents to complete the survey. 

The Parks Division offered an Annual Pass to Lane County Parks as an incentive to complete the 

survey. The Pass provides recipients with free parking at any Lane County Park through August 

2015, a $40 value. 

Respondents were asked to return the survey by February 2, 2015. Responses received by February 

19, 2015 (nearly two weeks after the due date) were included in the analysis for this report. 

SURVEY ANALYSIS 
We analyzed the survey using STATA 12.1 statistical software to manage and analyze the 

responses. This analysis included basic descriptive statistics, as well as cross‐tabulation of data to 

describe different results for different respondent groups. For example, STATA enabled us to 

examine the variance in responses to Question 9, “Do you think that Lane County should allow 

large events at some or all of the County’s large parks?” by the age of the respondent.  
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This analysis includes selected use of inferential statistics, which are designed to determine causal 

relationships or correlations. Appendix C includes a transcript of the full comments from the open‐

ended responses.  
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Chapter 3. Survey Findings 

The survey resulted a total of 736 valid responses, with an effective response rate of 40%. The 

response to the survey gives a confidence interval of 99% with a +/‐5% margin of error. This 

confidence interval means that if we conducted the survey 100 times, in 99 of those times, the 

results would be within +/‐5% of the figures presented in this report. 

The survey analysis is divided into three sections: 

 Use of Lane County Parks presents responses to questions about use of and satisfaction 

with Lane County Parks, the frequency of use of large Lane County Parks, and 

respondents’ opinion of the level of priority that should be given to possible park facility 

and services. 

 Large Events in Lane County Parks focuses on how respondents opinions about whether 

to allow large events in Lane County parks. This section presents respondents’ opinions 

about areas of potential concern related to managing large events and potential mitigation 

measures to address respondents’ concerns about allowing large events. This section 

presents the results from each question in the survey. Additional information about key 

questions by respondents’ age, income, and selected locations near key parks is presented 

in Appendix A. 

 Demographics of Respondents examines the demographic characteristics of respondents 

and their households. We compare key respondent characteristics, such as age, income, and 

household composition, with data provided by the U.S. Census Bureau to show the 

similarities and differences between the survey respondents and all of Lane County’s 

population over 18 years old.  
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USE OF LANE COUNTY PARKS 
Exhibit 2 displays the importance of parks to quality of life for Lane County residents.3 Eighty 

percent of respondents indicated that parks were very important to quality of life and 17% 

indicated parks are somewhat important to quality of life in Lane County. Fewer than 1% of 

respondents considered parks to be somewhat unimportant to quality of life.  

Question 1. In your opinion, how important or unimportant are parks to quality of life in Lane County? 
Exhibit 2: Importance of Parks to Quality of Life 
n=728 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

   

                                                      

3 Throughout the report, we report the number of respondents to each question, referred to as the “n.” The number of 

respondents to Question 1(Exhibit 2) was 728 or n=728.  
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As seen in Exhibit 3, 16% of survey respondents were very satisfied with the overall quality of the 

Lane County parks system, 63% were satisfied, and 15% were neither satisfied nor dissatisfied. 

Five percent of people surveyed were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with the overall quality of 

the Lane County Parks system.  

Question 2. How satisfied or dissatisfied are you with the overall quality of the Lane County parks 
system? 
Exhibit 3: Satisfaction of Parks in Lane County 
n=723 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 4 shows that 84% of respondents lived within 5 miles of a Lane County Park, 10% did not 

live within 5 miles, and 6% of respondents did not know their households distance to a Lane 

County Park. 

Question 3. Do you live within 5 miles of a Lane County Park? 
Exhibit 4: Proximity to a Lane County Park 
n=715 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: While it is possible that 84% of respondents live within 5 miles of a Lane County park, it seems unlikely that such a large percentage of 
respondents do live within 5 miles of a County park.  
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The majority of respondents did not have a valid Lane County Annual Parking Pass. Exhibit 5 

shows that 86% of respondents did not have an annual parking pass. 

Question 4. Do you currently have a valid Lane County Parks Annual Parking Pass? 
Exhibit 5: Percent of Respondents with Lane County Parking Pass 
n=728 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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As seen in Exhibit 6, 88% of respondents had visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months. 

Twelve percent of respondents had not visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months. 

Question 5. Have you visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months? 
Exhibit 6: Visitation to Lane County Parks 
n=720 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 7 displays the primary reasons that survey respondents who answered “no” to Question 5 

(“Have you visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months?”) have not visited a Lane County 

park. Thirty‐four percent of respondents that have not visited a Lane County park in the last 12 

months did not do so because they don’t have time, 21% don’t know where parks are, and 19% 

would rather do something else. All of the other responses were selected by 10% of respondents or 

less frequently.  

Question 5a. If you do not use Lane County parks, what are the main reasons? 
Exhibit 7: Reasons for not using Lane County parks  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 8 shows the frequency of use at Lane County Parks for well‐known and less‐known parks 

in the County.  

 Howard Buford Recreation Area was the most frequently visited park with 78% of 

respondents visiting the park at least once a year and 7% visiting at least once a week. 

 Armitage Park was also visited by 78% of respondents at least once a year and 2% visited at 

least once a week.  

 The following parks were unknown by 30% or more of respondents: Zumwalt Park, Blue 

Mountain Park, Ada Park, Cinderella Park, Kinney Park, and Peaceful Valley Park.  

Question 6. If you do use Lane County parks, approximately how often do you or members of your 
household use the following large parks? (Please check the appropriate box for each facility.) 
Exhibit 8: Frequency of Use 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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17% 21% 37% 14% 2% 5% 5% 621

Armitage Park 16% 33% 37% 5% 1% 1% 6% 609
Hendricks Bridge Park 23% 27% 35% 6% 1% 1% 8% 593
Other Lane County park 15% 12% 45% 12% 3% 2% 11% 546
Orchard Point Park 28% 25% 25% 4% 0% 1% 16% 586
Perkins Peninsula Park 34% 23% 22% 2% 0% 0% 19% 571
Richardson Park 28% 23% 24% 4% 1% 1% 20% 577
Baker Bay Park 44% 18% 12% 1% 0% 0% 24% 557

Zumwalt Park 47% 13% 8% 1% 0% 0% 31% 546

Blue Mountain Park 54% 6% 3% 1% 0% 0% 37% 538
Ada Park 54% 6% 2% 0% 0% 0% 37% 544
Cinderella Park 53% 3% 1% 0% 0% 0% 42% 534
Kinney Park 50% 3% 3% 0% 0% 0% 43% 538
Peaceful Valley Park 51% 4% 2% 0% 0% 0% 43% 531
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Exhibit 9 shows respondents’ priorities for possible park facilities and services. At least half of 

respondents indicated that all of the services in Exhibit 9 were very or somewhat important. 

 The services that respondents indicated were very or somewhat important most 

frequently were: maintaining parks and facilities (97% of respondents), park development 

(94%), and protecting natural resources (89%). More than two‐thirds of respondents 

indicated that each of these were very important.  

 The services that respondents indicated were very or somewhat important least frequently 

were: parkland acquisition (57%) and marinas (58%). Fewer than one‐quarter of 

respondents indicated that each of these were very important. 

Question 7. For each of the following possible park facilities or services, please indicate your opinion 
about what the level of priority should be for Lane County parks generally. 
Exhibit 9: Priority at Lane County Parks 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Boat ramps 36% 36% 15% 2% 3% 9% 714
Campgrounds 49% 36% 10% 2% 1% 2% 718
Long-range planning 39% 35% 16% 2% 1% 7% 683
Maintaining parks and 
facilities 81% 16% 1% 0% 1% 1% 722

Marinas 23% 36% 25% 6% 3% 8% 703
Park Development 
(trails, restrooms, picnic 
shelters, etc.)

69% 25% 3% 1% 1% 1% 721

Park land acquisition 22% 35% 26% 6% 4% 6% 703
Patrols or code/law 
enforcement 37% 42% 11% 6% 3% 1% 718

Preserving or Protecting 
Covered Bridges or 
other historic structures

46% 35% 10% 5% 1% 2% 721

Protecting natural 
resources 68% 22% 6% 2% 2% 1% 722

Providing more 
recreational facilities 32% 36% 21% 6% 3% 2% 717
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LARGE EVENTS IN LANE COUNTY PARKS 
This section focuses on how survey respondents felt about hosting large events in Lane County 

parks, concerns they had, and the mitigation efforts that would best address respondents’ 

concerns.  

As seen in Exhibit 10, 42% of people responding to the survey attended at least one large event at a 

Lane County Park in the last year, 10% had been to 3‐4 large events, and 2% went to 5 or more 

large events.  

Question 8. In the last year, how many large events have you attended? 
Exhibit 10: Attendance at Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Allowing Large Events 

The next questions ask respondents about whether to allow large events in Lane County Parks.  

Exhibit 11 shows that the majority of respondents indicate that Lane County they support allowing 

large events at some or all of the County’s large parks, either outright or under some 

circumstances. Twenty‐one percent respondents said that large events should be allowed and 71% 

said that large events should be allowed under some circumstances. Three percent of respondents 

indicated that large events should not be allowed. 

Question 9. Do you think that Lane County should allow large events at some or all of the County’s 
large parks? 
Exhibit 11: Allow / Do not allow large events 
n=730 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Respondents who primarily indicated that large events should not be allowed gave the following 

reasons for not allowing them. Exhibit 12 shows that the most common reasons to disallow large 

events were: impact on neighbors (n. 49),4 noise (n. 46), and substance abuse (n. 41). A number of 

respondents noted concerns for issues from impacting other park visitors (n. 37), to traffic (n. 35), 

to public safety (n. 28).  

Question 9a. If you do think that large events should not be allowed, what are the main reasons? 
Note: This question was generally answered by people who selected “Do not allow any large events” on 
Question 9. As a result, fewer than 50 respondents gave reasons not to allow large events. 
Exhibit 12: Reasons to Not Allow Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey  

                                                      

4 The “n” indicates the number of respondent that gave a specific answer. For example, 49 respondents indicated that 

large events should not be allowed because of the impact on neighbors. 

This question was generally answered by people who selected “Do not allow any large events” on Question 9. As a 

result, fewer than 50 respondents gave reasons not to allow large events. 
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We examined the difference in responses to Question 9 (Exhibit 11) by age of respondent (Exhibit 

42). Exhibit 13 shows that 98% of respondents aged 18 – 34 indicated that large events should be 

allowed or allowed under some circumstances, compared to 93% for persons aged 35 – 54, and 

87% for people aged 55 and older.  

Analysis of the responses by age group using a chi‐square analysis showed that answers about 

allowing large events were statistically different across age groups. In other words, there appears 

to be a relationship between the sentiments indicated by respondents about allowing large events 

at Lane County parks and age groups.  

Question 9. Should Lane County allow large events at some or all of the County’s large parks by Age 
Exhibit 13: Allow / Do Not Allow Large Events by Age 
n=712  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.01 level 
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We also examined the difference in responses to Question 9 (Exhibit 14) by income of respondent 

(Exhibit 44). Households with incomes under $40,000 annually were least likely to think large 

events should be allowed (91%). Households earning greater than $75,000 per year were most 

likely to think large events should not be allowed (4%). 

Analysis of the responses by income group using a chi‐square analysis showed that answers in 

regards to allowing large events were not statistically different across income groupings.  

Question 9. Should Lane County allow large events at some or all of the County’s large parks by 
Income 
Exhibit 14: Allow / Do Not Allow Large Events by Income 
n=651 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Exhibit 15 presents responses about the length of large events. Seventeen percent of respondents 

indicated that an event should be one day or less, 57% indicated the events should be allowed to 

last 2 to 3 days, and 14% indicated that large events should be able to last 4 to 5 days. Forty‐two 

respondents indicated that events should be allowed to last at least three days and no more than 

five days.  

Question 10. How long should a large event be allowed to run? 
Exhibit 15: Length of Events 
n=722 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Fifteen percent of respondents indicated that overnight camping should be outright allowed in 

conjunction with large events and 42% indicated overnight camping should be allowed in parks 

with designated campgrounds. Exhibit 16 shows that 26% think overnight camping in non‐

designated campgrounds should possibly be allowed.  

Question 11. Should overnight camping be allowed in conjunction with large events? 
Exhibit 16: Overnight Camping 
n=729

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 17 shows that 50% of respondents indicated large events should not be allowed to continue 

after 11 PM or before 7 AM. Forty‐one percent indicated that large events should be allowed 

during those time if the County minimizes impacts.  

Question 12. Should a large event be allowed to continue after 11 PM or before 7 AM? 
Exhibit 17: Time of Events 
n=726  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Mitigation Measures to Address Concerns about the Impacts of Large Events 

This section presents responses to questions about actions that the County can take to mitigate 

potentially negative impacts of large events at Lane County Parks. Respondents were asked 

questions about their concerns about potential areas of concerns resulting from large events, such 

as traffic, environmental impacts, or impacts on nearby neighbors. Respondents were presented 

with potential mitigation measures for each issue and asked to indicate which mitigation 

measure(s) would reduce their concerns. 

Exhibit 18 presents a summary of responses to Question 13 and Questions 15 through 22 in the 

survey. Exhibit 18 summarizes responses about each issue in one of the following categories:  

 If the respondent was not concerned about the issue, they answered “No.” 

 If the respondent was concerned but not concerned enough to require additional action, 

they answered “Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the 

County can adequately address the concerns without special action.” 

 If the respondent was concerned and thought additional action was necessary, they 

answered “Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about 

impacts of multiple events on Lane County Parks.” 

 If the respondent was concerned and no action on the County’s part would mitigate their 

concern, they answered “Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated.” 

Exhibit 18 shows:  

 Between 9% and 50% of respondents indicated they were not concerned about the issue, 

with the fewest respondents concerned about criminal activity and half of respondents 

were not concerned about environmental impact.  

 Between 32% and 48% of respondents indicated that they had some concerns but either not 

enough concern to oppose allowing large events or the respondent thought that the County 

could adequately address the concerns without special action. 

 Between 32% and 52% of respondents indicated that they had concerns that could be 

mitigated. The areas with the most concerns that could be mitigated were environment 

impacts, traffic, impacts on neighbors, noise, and criminal activity.  

 3% or fewer respondents indicated that they were concerned and their concern could not be 

mitigated.  
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Exhibit 18: Summary of Areas of Concern by Percent of Respondents that have Concerns 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Answers for Traffic were limited to either "Yes" or "No". 
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Exhibit 19, Exhibit 20, and Exhibit 21 present the concerns of respondents about traffic at large 

events. Half of respondents had concerns about traffic with large events. Of respondents with 

concerns, 87% were concerned about traffic backups, 59% were concerned about traffic delays near 

parks, and 48% were concerned about traffic entering and exiting parks. 

Question 13. Do you have concerns about traffic with large events? 
Exhibit 19: Traffic, n=707 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Respondents who indicated “Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my 

concerns…” gave responses to the question below about areas of concern for transportation related 

to large events. For this question, only 50% of respondents indicated that they have areas of 

concern and provided answers shown in Exhibit 20. 

Question 13a. What are your areas of concern about transportation related to large events? 
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
traffic associated with large events, which included 50% of respondents.  
Exhibit 20: Concerns about Transportation 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 21 shows that most respondents found some traffic delay as a result of large events 

acceptable. Forty percent of respondents indicated that slower traffic (but no backup) is acceptable 

and 31% indicated that up to a five minute delay was acceptable. Two percent of respondents 

indicated that any traffic delays are unacceptable and five percent indicated any traffic delay is 

acceptable. 

Question 14. Ensuring that traffic is managed well is an important part of managing large events. 
What is the most traffic delay (if any) that is acceptable as a result of a large event at a County park? 
Exhibit 21: Length of Traffic Delay, n=721 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 22 shows respondents’ level of concern about public safety associated with large events 

and the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 15. Do you have concerns about public safety associated with large events? 
Exhibit 22: Public Safety, n=707  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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For questions about areas of concern and potential mitigation measures (in Exhibit 22 through 

Exhibit 37), respondents who indicated “Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce 

my concern about public safety at large events” (in Exhibit 22) gave responses to the questions 

about mitigation measures (such as mitigation measures shown in Exhibit 23).  

For example, only 43% of respondents indicated that they have concerns that would require 

mitigation measures and provided answers shown in Exhibit 23.5 

 
Question 15a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about public 
safety at large events.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
public safety associated with large events, which included 43% of respondents.  
Exhibit 23: Public Safety Mitigation Measures 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 24 shows respondents’ level of concern about criminal activity associated with large events 

and the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 16. Do you have concerns about criminal activity associated with large events? 
Exhibit 24: Criminal Activity, n=714 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 16a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about criminal 
activity at large events.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
criminal activity associated with large events, which included 42% of respondents.  
Exhibit 25: Criminal Activity Mitigation Measures 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 26 shows respondents’ level of concern about fire safety associated with large events and 

the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 17. Do you have concerns about fire safety associated with large events? 
Exhibit 26: Fire Safety, n=716 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 17a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about fire safety 
at large events.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about fire 
safety associated with large events, which included 32% of respondents.  
Exhibit 27: Fire Safety Mitigation Measures  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 28 shows respondents’ level of concern about noise associated with large events and the 

mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 18. Do you have concerns about noise associated with large events? 
Exhibit 28: Noise, n=719 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 18a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about noise at 
large events.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
noise associated with large events, which included 41% of respondents.  
Exhibit 29: Noise Mitigation Measures 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 30 shows respondents’ level of concern about environmental impacts associated with large 

events and the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 19. Do you have concerns about the environmental impacts of large events on Lane County’s 
parks? 
Exhibit 30: Environmental Impacts, n=720 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 19a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about 
environmental impacts.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
environmental impacts associated with large events, which included 52% of respondents.  
Exhibit 31: Environmental Impacts Mitigation Measures 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey  
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Exhibit 32 shows respondents’ level of concern about impacts on other parks visitors associated 

with large events and the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 20. Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on other visitors to Lane County’s 
parks? 
Exhibit 32: Impacts on Other Visitors, n=713 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 20a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts 
on other park users.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about the 
impact of large events on other park visitors, which included 31% of respondents.  
Exhibit 33: Mitigation Measures for Impacts on Other Parks Users 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey  
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Exhibit 34 shows respondents’ level of concern about impacts on neighbors associated with large 

events and the mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 21. Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on neighbors near Lane County’s 
parks? 
Exhibit 34: Impacts on Neighbors, n=718 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 21a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts 
on park neighbors.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
impact of large events on neighbors near Lane County parks, which included 43% of respondents.  
Exhibit 35: Mitigation Measures for Impacts on Neighbors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 36 shows respondents’ level of concern about the impacts of multiple large events and the 

mitigation measures to address their concerns. 

Question 22. Do you have concerns about the impact of multiple large events on Lane County’s parks? 
Exhibit 36: Impact of Multiple Large Events, n=715 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Question 22a. Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts of 
multiple events on Lane County Parks.  
Note: This question was generally answered by people who indicated that they had concerns about 
public safety associated with large events, which included 39% of respondents.  
Exhibit 37: Mitigation Measures for Impacts of Multiple Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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After answering the questions about specific issues associated with large events, respondents were 

asked to consider whether the mitigation measures outlined in the questions above would address 

their concerns. Exhibit 38 shows that about two‐thirds of respondents indicated that the either they 

had no concerns or the mitigation measures would address their concerns. Taking into account the 

mitigation measures, respondents were least concerned with issues such as fire safety, public 

safety, and criminal activity, and more frequently concerned with impacts on other parks visitors, 

impacts of multiple large events, and overnight camping.  

Question 23. Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address your 
concerns about allowing large events in some Lane County Parks? 
Exhibit 38: Perception of Current and Proposed Mitigation Efforts 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

64% 

66% 

71% 

64% 

65% 

67% 

66% 

76% 

75% 

71% 

71% 

72% 

23% 

21% 

17% 

25% 

25% 

24% 

25% 

15% 

17% 

21% 

21% 

20% 

4% 

4% 

3% 

4% 

4% 

5% 

3% 

3% 

4% 

4% 

3% 

3% 

8% 

8% 

9% 

7% 

6% 

5% 

6% 

6% 

5% 

4% 

4% 

5% 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

Impact on other  
park visitors (n. 699) 

Impact of multiple  
large events (n. 700) 

Overnight  
camping (n. 701) 

Impact on  
neighbors (n. 703) 

Environmental  
impacts (n. 699) 

Traffic (n. 700) 

Noise (n. 701) 

Time of day when 
events are allowed  

(n. 702) 

Event length (n. 700) 

Criminal activity  
(n. 699) 

Public safety (n. 699) 

Fire safety (n. 697) 

Yes the measures address my concerns &  
I have no concerns about this issue  

The measures partially address my concerns 

Not sure (if the measures address my concerns) No (the measures do not address my concerns) 



ECONorthwest     Lane County Parks Large Events Survey – DRAFT 38 

Exhibit 39 presents the percent of respondents who think large events should be allowed or not 

allowed at each park. For parks with lower percentages for “allow”, note the large percentage of 

the population that does not know the park. For each well‐known park, parks will fewer than 30% 

of respondents selecting don’t know park, more than 60% of respondents thought large events 

should be allowed or allowed under some circumstances. Also note that this percentage increases 

markedly if you exclude respondents who did not know the given park.  

Question 24. The following parks are sufficiently large enough to allow large events. At which of these 
parks (if any) should large events be allowed? 
Exhibit 39: Large Events at Specific Parks 

Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 40 shows the types of large events that respondents were most interested in allowing or 

prohibiting. Respondents had the most favorable responses for botanical events, cultural arts 

events, and educational events. The least favorable responses were for multi‐day musical events, 

private business events, and religious events. 

Question 25. If you think that Lane County should allow some large events at large parks, what types 
of large events should Lane County allow at large parks? 
Exhibit 40: Types of Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 41 presents the percent of respondents who think large events should be allowed or not 

allowed at each park and the percent of the population that uses the park at least once a year. The 

most well‐known parks, which 70% or more of respondents visited at least once per year, were the 

Howard Buford Recreation Area, Armitage Park, Orchard Point Park, and Hendricks Bridge Park.   

Half of respondents indicated that large events should be allowed at Howard Buford Recreation 

Area, Armitage Park and about 30% of respondents indicated that large events should be allowed 

at these parks under some circumstances.  

Question 24 and Question 6. how often do you or members of your household use the following large 
parks? At which of these parks (if any) should large events be allowed? 
Exhibit 41: Allow / Do Not Allow Large Events by Park Use  

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Park Users includes households that use the park at least a few times a year. 
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DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS 
Comparing the demographics of respondents can provide insight into the ways that survey 

respondents are similar to and different than all residents of Lane County who are 18 years and 

older. In most surveys, respondents are typically older, more likely to be female, have higher 

income, and more educated than the entire population. For the most part, this characterization is 

true of respondents to the Lane County Park survey. 

Exhibit 42 displays the percent of the age distribution of the survey respondents, as compared to 

the sub‐population of Lane County Registered Voters, and as compared to the distribution of the 

whole population, as provided by the U.S. Census Bureau. The survey received 10% of all 

responses from persons aged 18‐24, an age group that traditionally has low response rates to 

surveys. Sixteen percent of respondents were aged 25‐34, 20% were aged 35‐44, 22% were aged 45‐

54, 18% were aged 55‐64, and 14% were aged 65 and older.  

Question 26. How old are you? 
Exhibit 42: Age of respondents compared to age of Lane County Registered Voters and all residents of 
Lane County over 18 years old 
n=718 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey; U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 2013, B01001; Lane County Voter Registration Database  
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Exhibit 43 shows the gender distribution of survey respondents. Fifty‐seven percent of 

respondents were female and 43% were male.  

Question 27. What is your gender? 
Exhibit 43: Gender 
n=713 

  
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 44 displays the distribution of survey respondents by household income as compared to 

the greater Lane County population. The incomes of survey respondents closely resembled the 

incomes of all Lane County Households. The greatest share of respondents had household incomes 

between $10,000 and $49,999.  

Question 28. What was your household’s total income in 2014? 
Exhibit 44: Household Income 
n=657 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey; U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 2013, S1901 
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Exhibit 45 displays the household composition among survey respondents and in Lane County as 

a whole. Thirty‐eight percent of respondents lived in households with one or more person under 

18 and 20% of respondents lived in households with one or more persons over 65. In the greater 

population, 24% of households have at least one person under 18 and 29% contain one or more 

persons over 65. 

Question 29. Household Composition 
Exhibit 45: Household Characteristics 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Exhibit 46 shows the percent of respondents living in the top six zip codes.  

Question 30. What is your home zip code?  
Exhibit 46: Home Zip Code 
n=714 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Question 30. What is your home zip code?  
Exhibit 47: Percent of Respondents by Lane County City 
n=714 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey; Google Maps; ECONorthwest calculations 
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Chapter 4. Key Findings and Conclusions 

This chapter presents the key findings and conclusions about the Lane County Parks Large Events 

Survey.  

KEY FINDINGS 
The majority of survey respondents are supportive of allowing well‐managed large events in 

Lane County parks. Respondents were asked whether Lane County should allow large events in 

some or all of Lane County’s large parks. Respondents were asked to indicate whether the County 

should: allow all large events, allow large events under some circumstances, do not allow any 

large events and not sure. Respondents were then asked a series of questions about the 

circumstances for allowing large events, such as the hours of large events, allowing camping, and 

which large parks large events should be allowed in.  

The majority of respondents (92%) supported allowing large events or allowing large events under 

some circumstances. Some respondents indicated that they are concerned about the management 

of large events. Some areas of particular concern in the operation of large events were: 

 Hours of events. Half of respondents indicated that large events should not operate 

between the hours of 11 PM and 7 AM. Forty‐one percent of respondents said that allowing 

large events to operate between 11 PM and 7 AM might be acceptable if the County ensures 

that the event minimizes impacts. One of the key impacts that respondents were concerned 

about was noise and the hours when noise is allowed at a large event.  

 Camping. Respondents were divided about allowing camping in conjunction with large 

events. About 15% of respondents indicated that camping should be allowed and one‐

quarter of respondents indicated that camping might be acceptable in parks with non‐

designated campgrounds. Forty‐two percent of respondents indicated that camping should 

be allowed only in parks with designated campgrounds. Fourteen percent of respondents 

indicated that camping should not be allowed in conjunction with large events.  

Respondents had concerns about the impacts of large events, especially on the surrounding 

neighborhood. While many respondents were concerned about impacts of large events, they 

generally thought that either the County could adequately address the concerns without special 

action or that the County could mitigate their concerns with specific actions. The areas of concern 

for the most respondents were: 

 Environmental impact. Fifty‐two percent of respondents had concerns about 

environmental impacts associated with large events that could be mitigated. 

 Traffic. Half of respondents had concerns about traffic with large events, such as traffic 

backups or delays on roads near parks. The majority of respondents indicated that traffic 
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delays or backups of five minutes or less were acceptable as the result of a large event at a 

Lane County park.  

 Impact on neighbors. Forty‐three percent of respondents had concerns about impacts on 

neighbors near large parks that could be mitigated. 

 Criminal activity. Forty‐two percent of respondents had concerns about impacts on 

neighbors near large parks that could be mitigated. 

 Noise. About 40% of respondents had concerns about noise associated with large events 

that could be mitigated.  

 All areas of concern. On each of the areas of concern, between 2% and 3% of respondents 

indicated that they had concerns that could not be mitigated. 

The implementation measures proposed in the survey generally address the concerns about 

large events for the majority of respondents. Between 64% and 72% of respondents’ either had no 

concerns or the mitigation measures addressed their concerns. For 15% to 25% of respondents, the 

mitigation measures partially address their concerns. For 7% to 13%, the mitigations measures do 

not address their concerns or respondents are unsure if the measures address their concerns. These 

results suggest that Lane County Parks is generally on the right track in understanding how to 

manage large events to respond to the community’s concerns. 

Lane County Parks already implements some of the mitigation measures listed in the survey. 

Some examples of mitigation measures that the County already implements in managing large 

events include: 

 Environmental impact measures, such as requirements that a park is returned to its former 

state after the event, protection of water quality, protection of native plants and animals, 

and protection of rare, threatened, or endangered species.  

 Noise control measures, such as restrictions on the hours when noise is allowed or 

restrictions on when noisy events are allowed to protect nesting birds.  

 Neighborhood impact measures, such as designating parking areas and enforcing parking 

rules, noise control measures, and consideration of the need for additional support facilities 

and equipment. 

 Criminal activity measures, such as requiring presence of security guards, volunteers for 

event safety compliance, or ensuring that there are on‐site park rangers. 

 Public safety measures, such as requiring on‐site first aid or medical staff, and ensuring that 

there are access lanes for emergency vehicles.  

 Fire safety measures, such as ensuring that there are access lanes for emergency vehicles, 

requiring designated smoking areas, or requirements for fire extinguishers at each vendor 

booth. 

The County should continue to implement and publicize mitigation efforts, prioritizing the 

areas with the greatest concern. The fact that some (and perhaps many) respondents were 



ECONorthwest     Lane County Parks Large Events Survey – DRAFT 49 

unaware of the fact that the County already implements these measures suggests that the County 

may need to educate the public on how large events are managed. For example, the County has 

recently completed traffic and environmental studies related to large events. Publicizing the results 

of these studies provide an opportunity to educate the public about management of these issues 

for large events at Lane County Parks.  

The results of the survey suggest that the County should continue to refine and develop its 

management measures for large events to respond to the areas of greatest concern. One of the 

areas of greatest concern in managing large events was the impact on nearby neighborhoods, such 

as noise or traffic impacts. One of the mitigation measures suggested was to develop systems to 

rapidly respond to neighborhood complaints about events. Developing such a system would 

provide an opportunity for the County to manage issues as they arise, rather than responding to 

the issue after the event. This system could be especially important for large events with the 

greatest potential impact on the surrounding neighborhoods.  

The parks that were best known and that respondents indicated were appropriate for large 

events were Howard Buford Recreation Area and Armitage Park. Half of respondents indicated 

that large events should be allowed at Howard Buford Recreation Area and Armitage Park and 

about 30% of respondents indicated that large events should be allowed at these parks under some 

circumstances. More than 70% of respondents living in the zip code closest to each of these parks 

indicated that the mitigation measures presented in the survey would address their concerns (or 

they had no concerns) and about 15% indicated that the mitigation measures would partially 

address their concerns.  

More than half of respondents visited the park at least once a year and thought that large events 

should be allowed or allowed under some circumstances at: Orchard Point Park, Hendricks Bridge 

Park, and Perkins Peninsula Park.  
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CONCLUSIONS 
The key conclusions of the survey are: 

 Lane County residents value Lane County’s parks and think that parks play an important 

role in the quality of life in Lane County. Respondents are generally more supportive of 

Lane County using limited resources to develop and maintain existing parks, as well as 

protecting natural resources in parks. 

 Respondents expressed broad support for allowing large events, provided that large events 

are properly managed. The level of support was relatively constant across respondent age 

groups and income levels. More than 60% of respondents indicated that the mitigation 

measures presented in the survey would either address their concerns or that they had no 

concerns. Between 15% and 25% of respondents indicated the their concerns were partially 

addressed by the mitigation measures in the survey. 

 

This level of confidence in the ability to mitigate concerns about large events held for 

respondents living in neighborhoods closest to the Howard Buford Recreational Area and 

Armitage Park, two of Lane County’s largest parks where events are more common. About 

60% or more of respondents living near these parks indicated that the mitigation measures 

presented in the survey would either address their concerns or that they had no concerns. 

See Figures A‐26 to A‐37 in Appendix A for more detailed information about respondents 

living closest to these two parks.   

 As Lane County Parks Department develops policies to manage large events in parks, it 

will be important to pay close attention to policies to mitigate key impacts on neighbors, 

such as noise, traffic, and concerns about public safety. The majority of respondents, 

including respondents living near the largest Lane County Parks, generally support 

allowing large events and think that Lane County can mitigate key problems. We suggest 

that Lane County Parks continue to work closely with stakeholders to develop policies that 

respond to the key issues identified in the survey. 

 Lane County already implements many of the mitigation measures described in the survey. 

In addition, Lane County has completed (or is in the process of studying) key issues 

identified in the study, such as traffic and environmental impacts of large events on the 

parks and surrounding neighborhoods. The results of this survey provide opportunity for 

Lane County Parks Department to educate the public about the mitigation measures 

already implemented by the County, new mitigation policies resulting from the work of the 

Large Events Taskforce and this study, and the results of studies about the impacts of large 

events in key areas of concern.  
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Appendix A. Additional Data Charts and Tables  

Chapter 3 presented the results from each question in the Lane County Parks survey on large 

events. This appendix includes additional tables and figures that resulted from the analysis, 

including cross‐tabulations and results from statistical tests.  

Figure A‐1 shows the full data table of survey responses for Question 23, for all respondents.  

Question 23. Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address your 
concerns about allowing large events in some Lane County Parks? 
Figure A-1: Perception of Current and Proposed Mitigation Efforts 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Park Users includes households that use the park at least a few times a year. 

   

Event Impact Yes Partially No Not Sure

I Have No 
Concerns 

About This 
Issue

Number of 
Respondents

Event length 62% 17% 5% 4% 13% 700
Overnight camping 58% 17% 9% 3% 12% 701
Time of day when events 
are allowed 64% 15% 6% 3% 12% 702

Traffic 57% 24% 5% 5% 9% 700
Public safety 63% 21% 4% 3% 9% 699
Criminal activity 63% 21% 4% 4% 8% 699
Fire safety 61% 20% 5% 3% 11% 697
Noise 54% 25% 6% 3% 12% 701
Environmental impacts 56% 25% 6% 4% 9% 699
Impact on other park 
visitors 50% 23% 8% 4% 14% 696

Impact on neighbors 54% 25% 7% 4% 10% 703
Impact of multiple large 
events 55% 21% 8% 4% 11% 700
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MITIGATION MEASURES BY AGE GROUP 
This section presents answers to Survey Question 23 by age group. 

Question 23. Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address 
your concerns about allowing large events in some Lane County Parks?  

Figure A-2: Event Length 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-3: Overnight Camping 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-4: Time of Day When Events are Allowed 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

72% 

18% 

7% 
3% 

74% 

14% 
10% 

3% 

66% 

21% 

9% 
4% 

0% 

10% 

20% 

30% 

40% 

50% 

60% 

70% 

80% 

Yes / Have No 
Concerns 

Partially No Not Sure 

Age 18 - 34  Age 35 - 54 Age 55 and Older 

80% 

14% 

4% 2% 

78% 

13% 
7% 

3% 

72% 

19% 

7% 
3% 

0% 

10% 

20% 

30% 

40% 

50% 

60% 

70% 

80% 

90% 

Yes / Have No 
Concerns 

Par ally No Not Sure 

Age 18 ‐ 34  Age 35 ‐ 54 Age 55 and Older 



ECONorthwest     Lane County Parks Large Events Survey – DRAFT 54 

Figure A-5: Traffic 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-6: Public Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-7: Criminal Activity 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-8: Fire Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-9: Noise 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-10: Environmental Impacts 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-11: Impact on Other Park Visitors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-12: Impact on Neighbors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-13: Impact of Multiple Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: Statistically significant difference across age groupings at the 0.1 level 
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MITIGATION MEASURES BY INCOME 
This section presents answers to Survey Question 23 by income. 

Question 23. Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address 
your concerns about allowing large events in some Lane County Parks?  

Figure A-14: Event Length 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-15: Overnight Camping 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-16: Time of Day When Events are Allowed 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-17: Traffic 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-18: Public Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-19: Criminal Activity 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-20: Fire Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-21: Noise 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-22: Environmental Impacts 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-23: Impact on Other Park Visitors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 

Figure A-24: Impact on Neighbors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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Figure A-25: Impact of Multiple Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
Note: No statistically significant difference across income groupings at the 0.1 level 
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MITIGATION MEASURES FOR RESPONDENTS LIVING NEAR BUFORD OR ARMITAGE 
PARKS 
This section presents answers to Survey Question 23 by the two zip codes with the largest number 

of responses. About 20% of responses to the survey (144 surveys) were from zip code 97478, which 

includes neighborhoods near Buford Park. About 15% of responses (108 surveys) were from zip 

code 97408, which includes neighborhoods near Armitage Park.  

Question 23. Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address 
your concerns about allowing large events in some Lane County Parks?  

Figure A-26: Event Length 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-27: Overnight Camping 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Figure A-28: Time of Day When Events are Allowed 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-29: Traffic 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Figure A-30: Public Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-31: Criminal Activity 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Figure A-32: Fire Safety 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-33: Noise 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Figure A-34: Environmental Impacts 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-35: Impact on Other Park Visitors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 

Figure A-36: Impact on Neighbors 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Figure A-37: Impact of Multiple Large Events 

 
Source: Lane County Parks Survey 
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Appendix B. Survey Instrument 

January 13, 2015 

Dear [Lane County Resident]:  

We need your help! The Lane County Board of Commissioners and Lane County Parks staff want a 
broader understanding of public opinion about large events at selected Lane County Parks. Community 
concerns regarding past large events hosted at Lane County Parks point to the need for new or revised 
policies that address impacts from large events such as noise, traffic, impacts on neighbors, and other 
issues. 

This survey assesses whether Lane County residents think large events should be allowed in some Lane 
County Parks and, if so, under what conditions they should be allowed. The results of this survey will 
help the Lane County Board of Commissioners set policies about large events in Lane County Parks.  

Your opinion is important to us. The survey should take 15 to 20 minutes to complete and will provide 
valuable information. I encourage you to complete this Survey and return it in the enclosed, postage 
paid envelope by Monday, February 2, 2015.  

We know that your time is valuable, so in appreciation, we are offering an Annual Pass to Lane County 
Parks, which will provide you free parking at any Lane County Park through August 2015, a $40 value. 
In order to receive your Annual Pass, please fill out the “Free Annual Pass” form provided in this packet 
of materials and send it to Lane County Parks. The form for your free Annual Pass can be submitted 
individually or with your submitted survey. 

All individual survey responses are strictly confidential and are for research purposes only. If you have 
any questions regarding the survey, feel free to contact Dave Stockdale at Lane County Parks 
Department at 541-682-2000.  

Thank you for your participation! 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Steve Mokrohisky, County Administrator 
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INTRODUCTION 
Lane County owns and operates 70 parks throughout the County, attracting more than two million 
visitors annually. Lane County parks provide a broad range of recreational opportunities, including 
boating, camping, hiking, bicycling, walking and running, wildlife and bird watching, and many other 
activities. Lane County parks facilities include boat ramps, marinas, trails, day-use and picnic areas, 
campsites, and many others. 
 
Lane County Parks wants to better understand public opinions about allowing large events at Lane 
County’s larger parks. This survey assesses whether Lane County residents think large events should be 
allowed in some Lane County Parks and, if so, under what conditions they should be allowed. 
Community concerns about past large events point to the need for policies that address impacts from 
large events such as noise, traffic, impacts on neighbors, and other issues.  
 
Lane County Parks has an annual budget of $3.2 million and does not receive any support from the 
County General Fund or property taxes. Lane County Parks is funded through fees from parking, 
moorage, picnicking, camping, state taxes and fees (such as the hotel room tax, the recreational vehicle 
registration fee, and boater registration fees), car rental tax, and hosting large events.  
 
Allowing large events at selected Lane County Parks’ facilities provides the County with revenue to 
support the operation and maintenance of County parks. Lane County Parks staff and the Board of 
Commissioners want a broader understanding of public opinion about large events at selected Lane 
County Parks facilities. 
 
This survey also asks questions that will help Lane County Parks to update the Parks and Open Space 
Master Plan. The Master Plan will guide development, establish a vision for management of Lane 
County Parks and prioritize activities to achieve that vision. The Master Plan will allow County Parks to 
better achieve its mission of providing “outstanding customer service and a diverse, high-quality 
recreational experience that meets their needs and expectations.” 
 
INSTRUCTIONS 
Your household has been randomly selected to participate in this survey about parks in Lane County. 
This questionnaire should be filled out by an adult in the household, someone 18 years of age or older. 
Please answer the questions on behalf of all members of the household. To receive the Annual Pass to 
Lane County Parks mentioned in the cover letter, please return this survey and the completed Lane 
County Parks Annual Pass Promotional Survey Coupon in the enclosed postage-paid envelope by 
February 2, 2015.  

No response to the survey is necessary to receive the Annual Pass but you must return the enclosed 
form requesting the annual pass.  

All responses will be kept confidential. 

Your participation is voluntary. If you have any questions regarding the survey, please contact Dave 
Stockdale at Lane County Parks Division at 541-682-2000. Mail completed surveys to Lane County 
Parks Division at 3050 N. Delta Hwy, Eugene, Oregon 97408.  

Lane County Parks Survey 
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First, we would like to ask you some questions about Lane County 
Parks. 
Q-1 In your opinion, how important or unimportant are parks to quality of life in Lane County? 

 Very important 
 Somewhat important 
 Neither important nor unimportant 
 Somewhat unimportant 
 Very unimportant 
 No opinion 

Q-2 How satisfied or dissatisfied are you with the overall quality of the Lane County parks system? 

 Very satisfied 
 Satisfied 
 Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 
 Dissatisfied 
 Very dissatisfied 
 No opinion 

Q-3 Do you live within 5 miles of a Lane County Park? 
For a map of the locations of Lane County’s Parks, see:  
http://www.lanecounty.org/DEPARTMENTS/PW/PARKS/Documents/ParksMap.pdf 

 Yes 
 No 
 Don’t know 

Q-4 Do you currently have a valid Lane County Parks Annual Parking Pass?  
(Your answer will not affect your eligibility for a new Annual Pass) 

 Yes 
 No 

Q-5 Have you visited a Lane County park in the last 12 months? 

 Yes (Go to Q-6) 
 No             If you do not use Lane County parks, what are the main reasons? 

  (Check all that apply.) 
 

 Condition of facilities 
 Don’t have time 
 Don’t know where parks are 
 Feel unsafe 
 Inadequate facilities  

 Limited parking 
 Not handicap accessible 
 Too crowded 
 Too far away 
 Would rather do something else 

 Other (Explain) _______________________________________________________  
 

 [If you answered NO to Q-5, skip to Q-7.] 
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Q-6    If you do use Lane County parks, approximately how often do you or members of your household 
use the following large parks? (Please check the appropriate box for each facility.) 

 Never Once a 
Year 

A Few 
Times a 

Year 

Once or 
Twice a 
Month 

Once a 
Week 

More 
Frequently 
than Once 

a Week 

Don’t 
know 

facility 

Ada Park        

Armitage Park        

Baker Bay Park        

Blue Mountain Park        

Cinderella Park        

Hendricks Bridge Park        

Howard Buford Recreation 
Area (Mt. Pisgah)        

Kinney Park        

Orchard Point Park        

Peaceful Valley Park        

Perkins Peninsula Park        

Richardson Park        

Zumwalt Park        

Other Lane County park        
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Q-7 For each of the following possible park facilities or services, please indicate your opinion about 
what the level of priority should be for Lane County parks generally. 

Facility/Service Very 
important 

Somewhat 
important 

Neither 
important nor 
unimportant 

Somewhat 
unimportant 

Very 
unimportant 

No 
opinion 

Boat ramps       

Campgrounds       

Long-range planning       

Maintaining parks 
and facilities       

Marinas       

Park Development 
(trails, restrooms, 
picnic shelters, etc.) 

      

Park land acquisition       

Patrols or code/law 
enforcement       

Preserving or 
Protecting Covered 
Bridges or other 
historic structures 

      

Protecting natural 
resources       

Providing more 
recreational facilities       
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Next, we would like to ask you some questions about large events at 
Lane County Parks. 
Lane County Parks has regularly hosted large events—events with 1,000 or more attendees—at selected 
parks since 1997. Lane County allows these events at its largest parks, which are listed by name in 
Question 6 and shown on the Lane County Parks Map on the County’s website at: 
http://www.lanecounty.org/DEPARTMENTS/PW/PARKS/Documents/ParksMap.pdf 
 
Over the last few years, Lane County Parks has partnered with vendors and the community to host about 
15 large events per year. Some examples of the events held in Lane County Parks over the last few years 
include single-day musical festivals (such as the Cascadia Music Festival), multi-day musical festivals 
(such as Faerieworlds), community celebrations, sporting events (such as Triathlon Eugene, the Dirty Dash, 
or the McKenzie River Half Marathon), botanical events (such as the Mushroom Festival or Wildflower 
Festival), classic car shows, cultural arts events, historical reenactments (such as the Civil War 
reenactment), and youth camping events (such as the Boy Scout Camporee). 
 
Rental and other fees from large events have the potential to contribute gross revenues of up to $100,000 
to Lane County Parks each year. The portion of revenue from these fees remaining after expenses support 
the Parks Division in providing maintenance at existing parks and support habitat restoration and other 
activities in Parks. Large events also provide opportunities for community enrichment and outdoor 
activities. However, large events can have negative impacts such as impacts on neighbors, environmental 
impacts, impacts on other park visitors, or traffic.  
 
The following questions ask your opinions about allowing large events in Lane County Parks. 

Q-8 In the last year, how many large events have you attended? 

How many large events have you attended at 
any location? 

How many of these large events were held at 
a Lane County park? 

 0 (none) 
 1-2 large events 
 3-4 large events 
 5 or more large events 
 Do not know 

 0 (none) 
 1-2 large events 
 3-4 large events 
 5 or more large events 
 Do not know 

Q-9 Do you think that Lane County should allow large events at some or all of the County’s large parks? 

 Allow all large events 
 Allow large events under some circumstances 
 Not sure 
 Do not allow any large events             If you do think that large events should not be allowed, what 

are the main reasons? (Check all that apply.)  
 Cumulative impacts from multiple events 
 Environmental impacts 
 Fire safety 
 Impact on neighbors 
 Impact on other park visitors 
 Large events are incompatible with other park uses 
 Late event hours 
 Noise from amplified performances 
 Noise from other event activities 
 Parking 
 Public safety 
 Drunkenness and controlled substance abuse 
 Traffic 
 Other (Explain) _________________________________________ 
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Potential concerns for large events at Lane County Parks 
The following are questions about potential areas of concern that Lane County Parks Division has 
identified when managing large events. Lane County Parks defines large events as an event with 1,000 
people or more.  

Q-10 How long should a large event be allowed to run? 

 One day or less 
 Two days 
 Three days 
 More than three days, but no more than 5 days 
 Not sure 

Q-11 Should overnight camping be allowed in conjunction with large events? 

 Yes 
 Yes but only in parks with designated campgrounds 
 Maybe allow camping on non-designated campgrounds, if the County ensures that the 

event minimizes impacts to neighbors, the park, and other park users. 
 No 
 Not sure 

Q-12 Should a large event be allowed to continue after 11 PM or before 7 AM? 

 Yes 
 Maybe, if the County ensures that the event minimizes impacts to neighbors, the park, and 

other park users. 
 No 
 Not sure 

Q-13 Do you have concerns about traffic with large events? 

 No 
 Yes             What are your areas of concern about transportation related to large events? 

(Check all that apply.) 
 Traffic delays entering or exiting parks 
 Traffic delays that result in slower traffic on roads near parks 
 Traffic delays that result in traffic backups (stop and go traffic) on roads 

near parks 

Q-14 Ensuring that traffic is managed well is an important part of managing large events. What is the 
most traffic delay (if any) that is acceptable as a result of a large event at a County park?  

 Any traffic delay is unacceptable 
 Traffic is slower than usual but is not backed up 
 Five minute delay (backup)  
 Ten minute delay (backup)  
 Twenty minute delay (backup)  
 Any traffic delay is acceptable 
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Q-15 Do you have concerns about public safety associated with large events? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about public safety 

at large events. (Check all that apply.) 
 Presence of additional security guards 
 On-site park rangers 
 Volunteers for event safety compliance 
 On-site first aid or medical staff 
 Access lanes for emergency vehicles 

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 

Q-16 Do you have concerns about criminal activity associated with large events? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about criminal 

activity at large events. (Check all that apply.) 
 Presence of sheriff deputies 
 On-site park rangers 
 Presence of more security guards 
 Volunteers for event safety compliance 
 Other:                                                                                                                                  

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 

Q-17 Do you have concerns about fire safety associated with large events? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about fire safety at 

large events. (Check all that apply.) 
 On-site fire district staff 
 Access lanes for emergency vehicles 
 Compliance with official fire alerts 
 Strategically placed water for fire suppression 
 Requirement for fire extinguishers at each vendor booth 
 Designated smoking areas 
 Fire buffers or breaks 

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 

Q-18 Do you have concerns about noise associated with large events? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about noise at large 

events. (Check all that apply.) 
 Restrictions about the use of amplification of music or announcements 
 Restrictions about the hours when noise is allowed 
 Restrictions on when noisy events are allowed to protect nesting birds 
 Systems in place to respond rapidly to neighborhood complaints 

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated  
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Q-19 Do you have concerns about the environmental impacts of large events on Lane County’s parks? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about environmental 

impacts. (Check all that apply.) 
 Requirement that the event managers return the park to its former state after the 

event 
 Measures to protect water quality of nearby local waterways, such as requirements 

for restrooms, portable restrooms, and controlling water runoff 
 Protections of native plants and animals 
 Protections of known habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plants, insects, or 

animals that may include not allowing some events during certain times of the 
year or in some places 

 Other:                                                                                                                                  
 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 

Q-20 Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on other visitors to Lane County’s parks? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts on 

other park users. (Check all that apply.) 
 Alternative entrances for large events 
 Designated parking areas for large events 
 Staggering of attendee arrivals to reduce traffic delays 
 Informing potential park visitors about large events with public announcements and 

signage about events 
 Control the level of noise that may be heard outside of the designated event area 
 Additional temporary support facilities when needed, such as portable restrooms or 

generators for electricity 
 Other:                                                                                                                                  

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 
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Q-21 Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on neighbors near Lane County’s parks? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts on 

park neighbors. (Check all that apply.) 
 Alternative entrances for large events 
 Designated parking areas for large events 
 Staggering of attendee arrivals to reduce traffic delays 
 Control the level of noise that may be heard outside of the designated event area 
 Additional temporary support facilities or equipment when needed, such as portable 

restrooms or temporary large tents 
 Ensuring that event attendees do not park in inappropriate areas (such as across 

private driveways) within nearby residential neighborhoods through parking 
direction and enforcement  

 Consideration of neighborhood- appropriate event beginning and ending times for 
large events 

 Increased law enforcement patrols in neighborhoods during events 
 Systems in place to respond rapidly to neighborhood complaints 
 Other:                                                                                                                                  

 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 

Q-22 Do you have concerns about the impact of multiple large events on Lane County’s parks? 

 No 
 Some, but not enough that I oppose allowing large events or I think the County can 

adequately address the concerns without special action 
 Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about impacts of 

multiple events on Lane County Parks. (Check all that apply.) 
 Limit the number of large events allowed in each park annually 
 Limit the frequency (time duration between events) of large events allowed in each 

park  
 Yes, and my concerns cannot be mitigated 
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Q-23 Would the mitigation measures outlined in questions 10 through 22 address your concerns about 
allowing large events in some Lane County Parks? 

Event Impact Yes Partially No Not Sure 
I Have No 

Concerns About 
This Issue 

Event length      

Overnight camping       

Time of day when events are allowed      

Traffic      

Public safety      

Criminal activity      

Fire safety      

Noise      

Environmental impacts      

Impact on other park visitors      

Impact on neighbors      

Impact of multiple large events      
 

Q-24 The following parks are sufficiently large enough to allow large events. At which of these parks (if 
any) should large events be allowed?  

Park Allow 
Allow under 

some 
circumstances 

Do not 
allow Not Sure  

Don’t 
know 
park 

Ada Park      

Armitage Park      

Baker Bay Park      

Blue Mountain Park      

Cinderella Park      

Hendricks Bridge Park      

Howard Buford Recreation Area 
(Mt. Pisgah)      

Kinney Park      

Orchard Point Park      

Peaceful Valley Park      

Perkins Peninsula Park      

Richardson Park      

Zumwalt Park      
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Q-25 If you think that Lane County should allow some large events at large parks, what types of large 
events should Lane County allow at large parks? 

Type of Event Allow 
Allow under 

some 
circumstances 

Do not 
allow Not Sure  

Single-day musical events      

Multi-day musical events     

Community celebration (e.g., 4th of July)     

Sporting events     

Botanical events     

Classic car shows     

Cultural arts events      

Historical reenactment      

Youth camping     

Private business events     

Sail and motor boat shows     

Religious events     

Educational events     
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Finally, some questions about yourself and your household. 
Q-26 How old are you? 

 18 to 24 years 
 25-34 years 
 35-44 years 
 45-54 years 
 55-64 years 
 65 years and older 

Q-27 What is your gender? 

 Male 
 Female 

Q-28 What was your household’s total income in 2014?

 Less than $10,000 
 $10,000 to $19,999 
 $20,000 to $29,000 
 $30,000 to $39,000 
 $40,000 to $49,000 
 $50,000 to $59,000 
 $60,000 to $74,999 
 $75,000 to $99,999 
 $100,000 to $149,999 
 $150,000 or more 
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Q-29 How many people live in your household: 

________ Number of people under 18 years old 
________ Number of people between 18 and 64 years old 
________ Number of people 65 years and older  

Q-30 What is your home zip code? 

____________________ Zip Code at home 
 

Q-31 Do you have other thoughts or comments about Lane County Parks or activities held in 
Lane County Parks? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for your assistance! 
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Appendix C. Open-Ended Comments 

This appendix presents open‐ended comments, transcribed verbatim from survey respondents. 

On some comments, we have blacked out some words, primarily names, contact information, 

and language inappropriate for a County report.  

Q-5: If you do not use Lane County parks, what are the main reasons?  

Other (Explain): 

1. I am currently quite disabled due to a stroke. 

2. I ride my horse at Elijah Bristow State Park next Dexter. 

3. Charging for parks is ridiculous 

4. Pay parking 

5. Seldom have a reason to 

6. I get more use out of a Coastal Passport. (worth the fees paid) 

7. Don’t want to pay 

8. Parking fee charge 

9. The last 12 mos. have been crazy because of work. The couple of years before we did but 
don’t remember which ones. 

10. Use state and fed parks for camping. 

11. Medical reasons. 

12. Recently moved to area. 

13. If it costs money – we can’t do it. 

14. Financial restrictions. 

15. Cost 

16. Didn’t get fishing licenses last year 

17. As I live in Florence, the only park I “use” is *unreadable* point river bar overlook at 
Harbor Vista CG. As I may only check bar conditions or catch a quick sunset. 

18. We usually don’t have he money to pay day use fees. 

19. We are pretty new to the area and have not had a chance to explore much yet. 

20. RV Camping – Not Enough Parks 

21. Traveled for work a lot last year 

22. I live by one. I walk in lots but not the big ones. 

 

Q-9:  If you do think that large events should not be allowed, what are the main reasons? 

Other (Explain): 

23. All of the above need to be addressed. 

24. Rampant Drug Use + DUI. 

25. Not paying for services rendered such as fire / police 

26. Litter / Pollution 
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27. Large crowds destroy natural habitat and fauna. There are stadiums, fairgrounds and 
some private agencies that can be used that are equipped to handle such things. 

28. This survey is a waste of my time and $$. Do your job!!! 

29. Damage / wear and tear irretrievably 

30. So loud inside my own house = no sleep! 

31. Dogs running at large. Children (under ten) with no parents present. 

32. Curfew on time for amplified music 

33. Designate / Build a Large Event park for specific usage out in the country. Advertise it! 

34. Using taxpayers resource to fund private industry is wrong. 

35. Expense to the County. 

 

Q-16: Do you have concerns about criminal activity associated with large events? Yes, but the 
following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about criminal activity at large 
events. 

Other (Explain): 

36. Breath test before entry / no alcohol or drugs allowed. 

37. Enforce the law. Zero tolerance. 

38. A fine from event. 

39. Easy access for emergency vehicles. 

40. Reduction of environmental impacts. 

41. Security watching parked cars for break ins, people being raped or beaten, etc.! 

42. Canine patrol 

43. No drugs, weapons + only alcohol sold at events. 

44. Pre-event notice to the public of restrictions (pets, alcohol, drugs, stupidity) 

45. Event holder pays extra cost for deputies and ranger not taxpayers 

46. Drug sniffing dogs. Adult events should only allow events in 

47. All above at events expense 

48. Choose events that do not attract those who use alcohol or drugs. It seems that alcohol + 
drug use are the root of most “criminal activity” 

49. No camping 

50. Additional law enforcement tasked to surrounding area immediately before / during / 
after events to control periphery. 

51. Event security staff 

52. Audit county employees for bribe taking from large outside vendors. 

53. No ‘hidden’ areas where criminal activity can take place. Well-lit areas w/ security 
presence, even in parking areas. 

54. Limit alcohol and drugs. 

55. Someone there to watch. 

1. Entry check. 
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Q-19: Do you have concerns about the environmental impacts of large events on Lane County’s 
parks? 

Other (Explain): 

56. Pay for any damage and percentage of what they make from event go directly to park 
above and beyond paying for employees and etc.… 

57. Recycling areas – like Eugene marathon work great. 

58. Recycling available for all events. 

59. 10PM – thru – 5AM. Noise Pollution. 

60. Leave no trace policies as strong as found at Burning Man. 

61. Using events as opportunity to teach about *arrow pointing to all 4 checked boxes* 

62. Legal means to enforce these standards. 

63. Recycling available. 

64. Provide recycling and compost 

65. Huge concern to me although I realize its an unpopular view. I appreciate your 
considering it. 

66. Use of alt energy sources 

67. Adequate restroom facilities NEED to be provided to protect the environment. 

68. As parking will damage grass, irrigation systems, etc. 

69. Sound levels, fire prevention, neighborhood impact all relate to this category too – 
environmental impacts outside the park must be included in event studies. 

70. Parking restrictions 

71. I believe in leaving or returning things in better than when you got them. 

72. All of the above 

 

Q-20:  Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on other visitors to Lane County’s 
parks? Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about 
impacts on other park users. 

Other (Explain): 

73. Working with other homeowners as neighbors? 

74. Have surveys available to visitors to improve each time. 

75. Shuttles 

76. Handicap accessible 

77. LTD services 

78. Identify large events at campgrounds during reservation process. 

79. I wouldn’t go to a park if a large event were occurring. 

80. Protect specialized parking that is critical for other visitors to access the park during 
events, such as handicap and horse trailer parking areas. Also, limit the frequency of 
events. 

81. Plenty of notice, like weeks or months ahead. 

82. Access to boat ramps must remain open within reasonable time. 

83. As long as its cleaned up after the event. 
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84. Continue to allow access to the public. 

 

Q-21: Do you have concerns about the impact of large events on neighbors near Lane County’s 
parks? Yes, but the following mitigation measures would reduce my concerns about 
impacts on park neighbors. 

Other (Explain): 

85. Listen to neighbors concerns and improve for next time. 

86. Acceptable volumes should be found prior to events so that they don’t interfere with 
others. 

87. Use of illegal drugs not cleaned up (hidden) 

88. Law enforcement to be paid be event, not taxpayers 

89. I don’t know – I haven’t dealt with it. I’d ask the neighbors. 

90. Checking for banned alcohol and drugs… 

91. Terminally ill folks in their own homes should NOT have to listen to distasteful loud 
music. 

92. Mailbox flyers for local residents describing upcoming event(s) 

93. Communication before events (size, duration, plans, parks dept. liaisons, etc.); 
neighborhood traffic can be slower than usual but not backed up; trash and event 
signage should be removed after; local businesses must be able to operate as usual, 
meaning that their customers and employees and suppliers can access businesses; 
sobriety checks. 

94. I like festivals but don’t want to anger neighbors. 

95. Addressing measures raised in Q-18. 

96. There will always be someone that will be upset no matter what is done. 

 

Q-31: Do you have other thoughts or comments about Lane County Parks or activities held in Lane 
County Parks?  

97. It is important to me to preserve riding trails available especially at Mt. Pisgah 

98. Yes! More events bring in more revenue for Lane County! Let them in!  Community events 
are a part of life… people will find anything to complain about but Lane County could use 
the revenue and people will get over the noise that comes with it, for a few days out of 
365 a year. But the revenue generated will go so far for businesses etc.… 

99. I support using our larger parks that can hold permitted events. The revenue generated 
would help with operation and maintenance for years to come. 

100. Parks are essential to my life. 

101. Great job 

102. I don’t mind having events, but want to be sure the impact is minimal to both the 
neighbors and parks! 

103. Our parks would benefit from revenue producing events! 

104. I believe we should first of all maintain our parks or close them but allow them to be 
reasonably used as long as negative impact on the residents and the general public. We 
should not put additional drain on our law enforcement and public safety agencies. Use 
common sense. 
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105. After Country Fair in Veneta have traffic help when campers are leaving. Traffic is horrible 
Monday and parents are trying to pick up children from multiple schools near there. 

106. In general, the priority should be the protection of the natural environment of the park. 

107. Parks are an important part of city’s having open space and natural settings. Events help 
citizens connect with one another and their city environment. Developing positive safe 
opportunities for these events to continue is important. 

108. More concerts at Day Island Park. 

109. Parks and Recreation are a vital part of our community and need to be used and 
maintained or they will not benefit the people who “own” them – we all “own” these 
public places and should be able to use and enjoy them even though a “few” people 
“complain” and are unhappy with the events – why punish the majority when only a few 
are against – people live by the parks then want them to only be enjoyed by them on 
their terms and now allow the “public” who truly owns them to use and enjoy them – This 
is not how America is supposed to be – The “Elite” – Against the “Common” 

110. We don’t know where the parks are located or how to get there; We need “senior 
parking” (not handicapped); We need adequate restrooms that are clean; We need to 
feel safe; We are fearful of being knocked over by running children whose parents are 
inattentive; we need places to sit down without having to carry folding chairs with us. 

111. Clean it up! 

112. I believe event organizers should make a monetary deposit to get to use the park. If it is 
left in original condition that would be returned if not the money would be used as 
needed for clean up. 

113. I think events like the Mushroom Festival and Faerie World were fine for Mt. Pisgah but 
the over amplified 2 day music fest was way too over the top for that area. 

114. I have not attended any events at Lane County Parks, if I knew more abut them I would 
probably attend. So far, I have zero complaints. 

115. I think if it brings in more income for the county to support and improve the parks its ok 
with us. 

116. There should be more variety in music choices when hosting at parks. It would be 
awesome to have more country concerts. More interactive events and less art shows 
would be nice. 

117. Love the ones I’ve been to! With this free pass, we will make a point to check out more 
parks too! Thanks 

118. Mostly Good. 

119. To me, more attention to existing parks is more Important than buying land for future use 
or more hiking trails in South Eugene. 

120. I think is it important to keep our parks as natural as possible for future generations to 
enjoy recreation and natural beauty. 

121. I think activities should be held at parks. The parks are there to be used. 

122. Not at this time. 

123. Large events should employ off-site parking and shuttle buses, much as the Oregon 
Country Fair does. 

124. No. I am appreciative of the work done and commitment to keeping the parks clean. Safe 
and community focused. 

125. I do not have an issue with events at Lane County Parks. The event should be allowed if 
there will be no major impact to the neighbors, the park, and visitors. Reasonable 
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measures should be taken regarding fire safety, criminal activity, and the park 
environment. Events that encourage nudity drug use, drinking and violence should not be 
allowed. 

126. I visit the parks behind VRC on a very regular basis. In my opinion the lack of bathrooms 
and obvious suspicious activity is more of a problem than large events. Is it possible to 
give the money earned from large events to the homeowners nearby and rent spaces in 
the park to vendors? Then someone would be always present watching that same group 
of park users who need watching while earning the revenue needed by renting their cart 
space? The extra money being given to homeowners for large events would also make 
them more tolerable. 

127. We appreciate having these parks available for public use. We have always had good 
experiences when we have visited Lane County Parks and we would like to thank you for 
taking such good care of them and giving us an opportunity to voice our opinion about 
them. 

128. I greatly value being able to take my dogs to Armitage Park approx. 6 days/week. I’m 
impressed with the new RV Park and how the park is maintained. Last year there were 
various flowers planted on logs, etc. that was very nice. I feel safe there and it is great to 
be able to have affordable events there (such as weddings) in a nice setting. Thank you 
for all you do! I will definitely use the pass! 

129. I don’t feel if one group fails that those actions should affect the next guy. I feel that 
maybe more meetings with concrete proof of parking crews, security crews, weekend 
schedules of all activities, and maps of how they plan to set up and use the land would 
help alleviate any issues that could occur. Also deposits on the land if damage and/or 
trash is left then assess fines out of these deposits. 

130. Part of the enjoyment in having parks is the opportunity to attend appropriate activities. 
All activities including citizen picnics must include “Leave it like you found it.” Parks 
improve the quality of life and property values. 

131. When the conduct large events, they do a good job on dealing with security. At large 
events they should have more volunteering to help conduct the large events. The only 
other thing is to protect the environment and the plant life better when large or small 
events are not going on. 

132. Thank you for helping keep parks open, safe and enjoyable for all! 

133. Living in a house or owning property near a park is your choice. If you don’t like the 
impact of the parks don’t live there. It’s not fair for the rest of the community to suffer 
because a few people don’t like it. Thanks. 

134. We need more entertainment around Lane County would go to more if the price per ticket 
was a little bit cheaper. 

135. Parks are for everyone to enjoy. If you live near one accept the responsibility that you 
moved near the park. 

136. I think it is wrong that Armatage Park has become an RV Campground and has signs 
competing with Premier RV in Coburg – The signs are right next to Premier RV; I also 
think it is wrong that you close access to parks if you cant fund. Just lock the bathrooms, 
but still allow access. It is after all, public land! Sometimes the county thinks it’s their 
land, but it is everyone’s land. 

137. We have enjoyed the Parks for camping + boating + parties for the 14 years we have 
lived here in Oregon. Thank you the concerts are great keep them coming back. Families 
can enjoy them. There 17 in our family that lives here and we go to the parks a lot. 

138.  More Doggy doo doo stations with bags and trash cans. 
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139. Consider Lane County Residents (Tax Payers!) getting a reduced or no charge pass to the 
parks. 

140. We are blessed to live in a community which allows us access to community parks. We 
need to keep these parks safe and accessible for families and communities to come 
together. 

141. Try to avoid having a PETA convention at Perkins during waterfowl season. 

142. Last years’ outcomes of large events proved what a bad idea!! It was to allow large 
events in County Parks, hoping the error will not be repeated. 

143. Parks need to be well cared for so they can be used and appreciated for day use and 
events. 

144. Lane County Parks are in general very accommodating and maintained very satisfactorily. 

145. I think Lane Co. is the only Co. that charges for parking and day use parks. I don’t like it. 

146. I live a block away or less from Orchard Point Park, I am surprised how little activity there 
is considering the size of the park. I know protecting wildlife in this area is important. 
However if you can limit large events and create revenue the ground could be better 
maintained. Thank you for including me on this survey. 

147. If you only gross 3% of annual operating budget from these events -> what is the point? 
And what are the honest net returns to the park system after added expenses? 

148. I would like to hear more of events offered as I haven’t heard of many of these 
opportunities. Environmental education is very important to our household. Thank you. 

149. I value our community’s public park spaces and hope our parks are maintained and 
expanded. I think large public events help more people value these parks, as well. 
Therefore, as long as they are held responsibly and respectfully (of neighbors and 
habitat) public events can be a net good for our parks and public support for their 
continued funding and preservation. 

150. No. 

151. Parks and opens spaces are vital to a health community. 

152. Less concerned with large events than with accessibility / welcoming nature of Lane 
County Parks – the expense to enter and the expense to rent shelters is enough to keep 
me away. If the funds raised go toward reducing / eliminating fees or making park 
admission worth (nicer trans, more “natural” nature areas, …) the cost, then rent away 
folks! 

153. I like having parks available, so if we need to allow events access to pay the way, and 
ease our tax burden, then that’s ok with me. I trust the park management to set limits on 
usage so that the parks are there for everyone. 

154. The events should have to prepay all agencies for usage. So there are no bills owing 
when they leave – such as fire / ambulance / police. These events drain these agencies. 

155. No 

156. Metal detecting and the use of metal detectors for recreational use should be ALLOWED! 
It is a great hobby! Check out www.cdclc.org Please tell Mike Russell to respond to the E-
mail I sent him about this! Neil McElroy oddcoins@msn.com 

157. Geez now I know about the other parks I haven’t been to in Lane County and I look 
forward to visiting them! 

158. I have not attended large events but I appreciate the parks. 

159. More appropriate guidelines and stick to them NO waivers. 
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160. Personal loud music needs to be monitored for other peoples enjoyment of the park. I 
love the parks! 

161. Tired of potheads at these events. 

162. A little better (thorough) cleaning and grooming of the grounds. Just my opinion. May not 
be shared with others. 

163. Love the access to so many awesome parks and we’d love to hear more music. People 
will volunteer to help out maintenance and such if you let them… but in the meantime – 
keep up the good work! 

164. I welcome outdoor events as a healthy way to build a sense of community and enjoy the 
outdoors. Thank you for all you do! (and keep the bathrooms open!) 

165. If revenue from the events brings only $100k, surely the mitigating measures and 
cleanup / management would use that up? Impact on the parks by these events is not 
worth it, no matter the revenue – you can’t reverse damage done with $$$ why would 
you in the first place? 

166. Nope 

167. I believe that Lane County Parks and recreation team should have full and final say in 
any regards to its parks and camping grounds. 

168. The need to be well-organized – only service dogs allowed – in other words leave your 
pets at home. No drugs or weapons – if it is seen being used – enforce the law. Handicap 
parking up front and lots of it. 

169. Yes, I just wanted to say some people are ridiculous to move close to a park or airport 
and then complain about the sound. If they don’t want to hear it then they shouldn’t 
move there. My tax dollars pay for parks, etc. and I shouldn’t have to worry if my kids 
playing or a band playing is going to offend someone. 

170. Our parks should be used by small groups and individuals. Events should be held at 
stadiums or other facilities. Keep our parks for what they were intended to be used and 
enjoyed for. 

171. I feel events help the whole community. Parks are a great place to hold community 
events. If an event is NOT open to the public – then it should not be held at a park. 

172. None – Thank you for providing great parks. 

173. Keep up the good work! Thank you! 

174. I think if people are paying to use our parks it is generating revenue, which is a good 
thing. 

175.  I bought Lane County permits, National Forest permits, and Coastal Passports. The 
Coastal Passports are the only one I get my monies worth. It’s the only one useful to me 
due to its wide use. 

176. Allowing these events would greatly increase Revenue for Lane County Parks and allow 
maintenance of parks. 

177. The main problems come with overnight multiday events (i.e. OVERNIGHT) 

178. As a social scientist who has taught research methodology at UO, I am *unreadable* of 
the qualifications of the constructors of this survey. 

179. Seniors should get a discount on park fees. To expensive for us to just go for the day and 
have a picnic. 

180. I think having events that were too noisy, too late hurt the parks reputation. But this 
should be able to be mitigated. 
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181. Provisions for portable sanitation units. 

182. I feel that belonging to a community requires some unavoidable inconveniences. 
Festivals, concerts, events, etc. are all to benefit and enrich our community. Yes it can 
temporarily cause delays, frustrations, and problems. However as a community member, 
we should be willing to sacrifice “comfort” for such events to happen. However, these 
events need to be heavily maintained and managed to minimize problems. I trust Lane 
County Parks employees can handle such problems and I am thankful that you are 
reaching out for opinions. 

183.  The parks are there to be utilized; I just do not want to see taxpayers pay the bill; require 
security deposits; implement a 1 strike + your out policy; be relatively restrictive on what 
can be held like no kkk or black panther rallies. Try to keep them respectable; if money 
can be made do it. As long as it goes back into the park, not pissed away on something 
else or a feel good project; make it mean something that is a benefit. 

184. When we have used the parks and taken out of state visitors. We have always enjoyed 
being able to use them just hope this continues. 

185. I do not support large singe and multiday musical events, such as Fairieworlds, being 
held at Mt. Pisgah. There is too much impact on a natural area and too much trouble for 
the neighbors. Mt. Pisgah is much more suited for events such as the wildflower festival, 
mushroom festival and native plant sale. 

186. No 

187. None 

188. I would say, that events should still be allowed, but to a degree, not too much 
excessiveness and yelling or extra noises that are not needed, that truly does disturb 
residences nearby and other visitors in the same park location. 

189. In the past, I have enjoyed events at Monteith Park in Albany, a beautiful setting for such 
events and also the 4th of July celebration at Day Island Park. If large events can be 
managed to limit the impact on the neighbors to the park, and park users who are not 
attending the event, it would be great revenue source for the county. Frequency of events 
would be a key so that the parks are available to the public and access not negatively 
impacted. I think single day events would prevent some issues. 

190. Just thank you for what you do allow; Parks are a place of peace; I quit going some 
because of the fee parking issue. I filled out this form and I am also sending in my filled 
out form for a free pass. A nice way to see if the fee with worth buying in the future. 
Thank you for sending the free pass to use for a year. I will enjoy receiving and using it. 

191. Town hall meetings and follow-up surveys before and after events (implementing new 
reqs or rules) I know initially there is a cost for printing and postage, but the information 
gathered would be priceless. Town hall meetings include affected areas better than just 
a survey. Enforcing any regulation (existing or not) would satisfy citizens and making 
events more welcome. 

192. If you require a parking pass at a site, there should be a way to purchase a day pass at 
the park! Hendrick’s Bridge for sure! Also making 2 passes available for the price of 1. 
(even just an additional launch site pass?) We use the river frequently which requires 2 
vehicles which means our family has to shell out $80 a year *gasp* 

193. We love Parks! (the URL in this survey is inaccessible. (parksmap.pdf) we had to go to the 
parent directory and search for something similar. A piece of paper isn’t clickable.) 

194. Appreciate all you do to make our parks clean and beautiful! Thank you for all your work! 

195. Allow car shows 
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196. I would like to see a ordinance that would fine individuals who trash or don’t pick up their 
own garbage. (diapers, drink containers, paper products, etc.) I would also like to see a 
Lane County Park Information booth or grounds person hired during events (myself) 541-
543-3137 

197. I’m an active runner, and have participated in many Eugene runs. Maurie Jacobs Park is 
getting much better with homeless population and garbage, but recently ran Amazon 
Creek/Fern Ridge Trail, and it was rally dirty with trash and homeless people laying along 
path. I’m not sure what department that is. Alton Baker can be sketchy also. I wish our 
running areas were more safe so people can enjoy Track Town more. Otherwise, our 
parks are beautiful! 

198. Love the parks! Keep allowing disc golf events, please. They are some of our favorite 
activities. 

199. Not Lane County, But THOUSANDS of people wish we had more parks and parking at 
South Jelly Florence etc. – Bad Situation there. 

200. I believe parks are an important part of the livability of Lane County. I wish we also had 
designated green space. Thank you for the Park Pass. 

201. Overgrown bushes and grass, trails are difficult to navigate sometimes w/ fallen 
shrubbery. 

202. Large events make more people happy than the few that complain about them. 

203. I hope more events take place locally. A thriving, active community is well worth the 
occasional inconvenience! 

204. I think Lane County Parks are, in general, better managed and maintained than parks in 
many areas, especially urban parks with heavy usage. Thank You! The only negative I 
think of are college kid activities, litter and vandalism. They’d be undesirable anywhere, 
not just Lane County. 

205. Maintain existing parks more efficiently and regularly. Some parks seem neglected while 
others are “overly” maintained. 

206. At Richardson, near Marina, the trailer parking only areas is confusing especially the lot 
at the Far West of the lake. If a boat and a trailer is parked at the curb and a boat parks 
in behind them, then no backing out. 

207. Several articles in Register Guard and on the evening news during large multi-day music 
events caused me to answer the questions in favor of the neighbors and the 
environment. Thank you for gathering public opinion! Appreciate it! 

208. Multi-day music festivals at Mt. Pisgah are fun. Try it some time. 

209. The decision to allow an organization to continue using the parks should be made 
according to how well they followed through with the requirements for use of the park. 
Notification of the event should be posted at the park at least two weeks prior. 

210. Togetherness makes the people grow stronger. 

211. Set out rules for large events and hold people accountable to obey rules. 

212. Lane County Parks need to be used!!! Large events might bring in revenue to offset 
operating costs. They also have the potential to bring in revenue for improvements. 

213. Would be nice to have more free day use parks 

214. Activities (held at Lane County Parks) are a great way to bring people together with in the 
community and bring in additional revenue 
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215. The Bruce Hornsby/railroad Earth show was sublime. Thank you. Shame on One Eleven – 
Kaleidoscope Festival was ridiculously loud. We should not have lost Fairy World Festival 
– they will probably never return. Life is boring, Bring on the music PLEASE!! 

216. Our main concern is that trash is picked up. Should be cleaned by those in charge of 
event. Ranger – to ok clean up before event managers leave.?? 

217. We have so little protected space and just everyday use takes its toll. Our populace is 
growing and saturation during these “events” can damage our areas beyond repair. 
Some/most of the attendees to some of these concert type events could care less about 
where the event is held, let alone take care during their visit. 

218. Love taking my son to the park and events! You are doing a great job!! – Denver H. 

219. Thank you for taking car of our parks. A.H. 

220. I have always loved visiting all these parks! I’ve always had a great experience every time 
I have went! Thank you for choosing me! Glad I was able to give my feedback! Keep up 
the great work and Thank you for all you do! M.B. 

221. Always enjoy taking out-of-town visitors to our beautiful parks! K.E. 

222. It seems that the people who live near the parks dictate way too much what happens in 
them. They are for everyone… just because of proximity doesn’t dictate “grand central” 

223. 0 

224. Good luck with your data collection! ; Parks need funding just like any other department. I 
think you should use them to have events as long as they are respectful and do not trash 
the place. 

225. Hope that drugs, alcohol and marijuana will be prohibited from the county park system 

226. There needs to be more restrooms available. 

227. I’ve grown up never paying to go into parks what you charge is more than I’m willing to 
pay for the most part. 

228. I believe the parks should be used and enjoyed as much as possible. 

229. Always concerned about how much taxpayers will have to fork out particularly when it 
comes to clean up and damage done to the parks. 

230. I think that allowing large events a all of the Lane County Parks would be a great way to 
gain income and thus expand the system in the long run. As with many new idea there 
will be challenge and resistance, but I believe over time, and with proper attention by the 
Park service, everyone will be able to live with (tolerate) and reap the benefits of 
expansion. 

231. Our parks are the perfect place to hold large events. Please do all you can to make our 
community a better place by hosting these events in our parks. 

232. No 

233. Allowing large events will introduce more Lane County residents to the parks they already 
pay for, lets use the parks! 

234. I am fairly new to the area but love Eugene already. 

235. Thank you for allowing me to give input. To me parks are pastoral and should be used for 
picnicking, hiking, and otherwise enjoying nature. However, I do see the benefit 
financially for the parks, in allowing larger venues. Perhaps sometimes in the future land 
could be purchased with these larger venues in mind. For now, using the parks causing 
the least amount of impact possible on wildlife and humans, may be the best idea. This 
was a thoughtfully put together questionnaire and I feel you covered all the issues well. 
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236. Bring back the Dirty Dash please! 

237. Consider transferring or selling of smaller parks located farther away from communities.  

238. N/A 

239. Parks are meant to be used by every member of the community, including special events. 
We need more outdoor events in Lane County. 

240. I’m very happy that you are seeking information from ordinary citizens like me. I have 
lived in Eugene only one year, so that might make me not typical. So far I think Eugene’s 
parks are excellent. 

241. We frequent Richardson Park in the summer sometimes 2 to 3 times / week. We would 
love to see some portapotties the bathrooms are very far away from the water. More 
trash cans closer to the water. Better signage if there is an Algae Bloom or not. Last year 
we just were not sure if we were safe or if our animals were safe. 

242. I don’t frequent the parks, so it’s a bit difficult for me to make decisions about the large 
events. 

243. The last event at Mt. Pisgah was horrible on our entire neighborhood. We are miles away 
and it was rumbling our houses. Blocks and blocks of the neighborhood were out all of us 
quite mad and calling the police and were told to call another number where we couldn’t 
even leave messages. The music and light shows were very disturbing and I can’t 
imagine what it was doing to the wildlife. Completely do not stand how this was EVER 
ALLOWED! I have never been so upset at an event that was occurring! 

244. It’s difficult to distinguish between of a low-key, day event like mushroom fest, and a loud 
late night rock concert. Parks w/ delicate habitat should be exempt from large gatherings 
~ left to be enjoyed in pristine condition. Perhaps large groups could be steered first 
toward the fairgrounds. Maybe we need a little park there. 

245. My main concern is keeping neighborhoods quiet and safe. 

246. I believe that the parks are there for the use of the public since it is funded by taxpayers 
and I see no harm in allowing events to occur there with certain rules and regulations.  
Understand that there are people who ruin this option by littering, drinking and noise but 
if it’s just a one-day event it should be affordable to keep under observation. 

247. I am very concerned about the 4th of July fireworks hat occur at Alton Baker Park. The 
fireworks have a significant impact on the park wildlife – particularly the ducks that make 
their home at Alton Baker Park in the summers. I would like to see the fireworks moved 
to a location that would disturb the ducks less. I would also like to see more security 
ensuring that people attending the 4th of July event do not disturb the ducks w/ personal 
fireworks and trash. 

248. I strongly believe large events are important to the community. With the beautiful 
outdoors in this area Lane County Parks are perfect venues for these to happen. 

249. Please maintain boat ramps and restrooms so they are useable, available, and clean. 
Access to the lakes and rivers through parks is great but they all need to be open and 
available for use. 

250. I think we have these parks, let’s use them and take care of them! 

251. Allow more activities at the parks to encourage more use. 

252. Charging park fees is like taxing salad. Hells Bells. 

253. Frequency of events is a concern. Limit number of times per year. And consider each site 
and the impacts on the environment + wildlife + neighbors separately. Please don’t apply 
a one-size-fits-all solution. Thank you for doing this! I think it’s important. 
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254. Lane County has some densely packed areas of population and these urban residents 
need a nearby “escape” into the “natural” the natural integrity of parks is very important 
for the physical, psychological + spiritual health of residents. Many urban residents 
cannot afford to go “far away” (time +/or $) for natural experiences. The proximity of 
natural experiences, and the quality of these experiences is very important to a “sane” 
quality of life. –KPO 

255. Nope. 

256. I would like a map of Lane County Parks on-line in PDF format. And maybe a list that I can 
check-off as I visit them, with the map. 

257. More dog parks! I have a especially energetic dog and he needs room to run and play on 
his own. 

258. Keep up the good work! 

259. N/A 

260. Revenue needs to be generated some how and events allow people to enjoy our natural 
resources first hand that may not otherwise have a chance to get outdoors, or to a new 
place. *Thank you very much for the free pass! We will now have the opportunity to enjoy 
more of our parks this year + not let fees stand in our way. 

261. Many of the parks I have heard little about. Maybe a mailing could be sent out about the 
parks and what they have to offer. 

262. The park @ Alton Baker for kids is in very poor shape – dirty + unkempt. I have only been 
w/ my 6 yr. old. 2x in the last yeah – each time we leave because of the disrepair. Very 
disappointing for a new park. Also, the lack of signage and fast traffic make the park at 
Best Lane a scary situation. Someone will be hurt by a vehicle if something is not done! 

263. I love Lane County Parks, especially Mt. Pisgah. Wish there were more equestrian areas 
though. 

264. I think it is a great idea to generate extra revenue and provide opportunities for county 
residents to experience the events if they choose. 

265. No. 

266. I am mainly supportive of the idea as long as events are handled responsibly with 
minimal noise, environmental impacts, and frequency is not too great. 

267. I think that allowing appropriate events in Lane County Parks will bring more money in 
and provide some fun and exciting new things for families to do who live here, as long as 
the most needed security measures are met while allowing these events. 

268. Designated clean up crews to clean up all trash and restore the park in same condition 
or better than when they arrived. Volunteer! In their contract. 

269. Have fun, enjoy, and be safe!!! 

270. No I don’t 

271. Allow events such as the Dirty Dash. THESE one day events bring people to the area – 
don’t allow one really bad apple such as kaleidoscope to ruin events @ Mt. Pisgah 

272. N/A 

273. Lane County Parks have had many events which have been professionally run + diverse 
enough to allow e very one something to enjoy. Most event goers have been respectful of 
the environment and follow rules. Don’t let a few ruin it for the majority. Of course safety 
comes first, and I believe the county has their concerns addressed. Lane County has 
beautiful parks that are well maintained according to those I know including relatives 
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that frequent these parks. Thank you for the opportunity to weigh in on this important 
issue. 

274. No. 

275. I generally ride my bike to Pisgah to enjoy a hike once in a while. 

276. Please don’t stop the concerts at the parks, because music is good for the soul. Plus it 
can make you feel good on a bad day. Thank you. 

277. Love the trails + hiking! 

278. Thanks. 

279. Thank you for keeping up the Lane County Parks. We really enjoy them when we visit. 

280. I really appreciate the parks and the facilities we have in Lane County. 

281. Keep up the great work 

282. I work in emergency services within Lane County. If events are managed correctly with an 
emphasis on mitigating impact on park neighbors and traffic issues I believe large events 
could benefit the County and local businesses. The current management of one of the 
largest events in our state the Oregon Country Fair proves this. OCF is a model other 
event organizers should look closely at. You will never please everyone but we as public 
servants should do our best to please the majority. Good Luck. 

283. Wish that I didn’t have to pay to hike Mt. Pisgah. Or at least the machine didn’t eat my 
money. (have has to pay twice the two times I went this year!) Thank you for the free pass 

284. None 

285. People should not be kept awake by park noise at any hour. Reporting it to police doesn’t 
help when they have a permit for the music. Many terminally ill folks chose to die at 
home, they should be able to sleep at any hour in their own home! They don’t have the 
option of going somewhere to get away from the noise. This is also a problem for parents 
of young children that can’t sleep due to noise. 

286. Weigh the cost of repair vs. what may be gained. 

287. The parks are a resource, I like to see them being used. If allowing large events that are 
carefully managed, then I see that as drawing more people in to the parks. 

288. We are so uptight about rules in this county, Have a little fun today. PS I didn’t get a 
postage paid return envelope. 

289. More concerts 

290. Parks are the perfect place to have large events I trust the parks staff to manage these 
events appropriately 

291. Yes. Please mitigate the noise around Buford park neighbors, but allow events, especially 
Fairieworlds, to continue. Thank you! 

292. Consider use of volunteers to assist with maintenance, cleaning + fee collection to keep 
parks open year around. Community meetings, by park location could determine 
volunteer resources available to assist with large events. We’re glad to see a proactive 
effort to increase revenues for LC parks. Thanks! 

293. I want more events in Lane County. 

294. I think events of this kind are a great idea and an excellent use of our park spaces. 

295. Orchard Point children’s play area had a lot of weeds and the play structures had hornet 
nests in the pipes – etc. shallow water area was dirty; main concern was the amount of 
dog crap all over the park – yuck – at one time I saw people who lived across the road – 
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trailer park – walk dogs over and didn’t clean up after them. 4th of July public fireworks 
left a lot of trash after they left the park. 

296. This survey pretty much covers all my thoughts. – Rick 

297. My son from out of town attended the Kaleidoscope Festival at Buford Park. I am aware 
that the noise level was extreme! + neighbors had a right to complain as well as 
disturbance of wildlife in that area. We cold hear it out in our area of 38th street in 
Springfield + it sounded like a party was next door to us! As long as restrictions + 
cautions are in place I think having festivals + events in our parks is good + brings in 
revenue. My son also said he was aware that the type of music “bass” was loud but was 
astonished to hear of the extreme level the music reached out in into our community. 

298. Overall our Parks are very special! Really enjoyed by out of state visitors. 

299. I would really appreciate having restrooms are all parks – even neighborhood parks. I 
understand they’re expensive, but they are much needed – especially for people with 
bladder control issues – to enjoy the parks. 

300. Our family really our county parks. We used them a lit when our kids were at home + we 
are beginning to use them more now that we’re retired. Thanks to all the staff that keep 
our parks “up + running.” 

301. Any event should get 1 chance. If they treat the park with respect + obey the rules, they 
get invited back. If they do not, there needs to be a clause allowing them to be refused 
(with clause only + with proof) for the following year, this allows access for everyone, but 
blocks those who have proven themselves destructive to be banned. Ones like SCA might 
even get discounts for brush clearing, etc. (agreed on beforehand) if they take extra good 
care of things. Thank you for all our parks! 

302. I think the parks should be kept up better. The lawns are terrible, need mowed and 
watered. 

303. Kaleidoscope Music Festival – is that what’s caused the concern? That was a one-time 
learning experience. Making appropriate adjustments would be beneficial and should not 
stop events all together. Events generate income, participation, attendance, and 
exposure to the parks. They are a good thing. They are good for people and the 
community. It’s better than people sitting around on they cell phones. 

304. Waive fees for off-season. 

305. I like walking distance from one of the parks and for the most part I am happy with how it 
is ran and kept up 

306. Thank you for having parks. 

307. Loud, late crowded musical events should be held on private lands, or actual venues, IE. 
*unreadable*, MNA, and such. I don’t believe that promoters or musicians should 
benefit from public lands even if all repairs, and I’m sure there are many are fixed or paid 
for in which I doubt they are if you were to ask a park maintenance employee! LY 

308.  Watch Parks for break in, in cars. Set cameras up! 

309. Sorry I just don’t have any opinion whatsoever on large events. Ironically I didn’t use the 
parks too much because I hate having to pay to park in them – Robert Farmen 

310. I personally think that most events are ok – except I think the drug and alcohol issues – 
should be enforced faithfully. We all like to visit the parks as long as our safety isn’t 
challenged or compromised. Also the noise levels + times should always be considered – 
in any event. 

311. 1. Not big on crowds; 2. Not big on being disturbed by loud, noisy events; 3. Don’t think I 
should be forced to leave the peaceful atmosphere of my home so a few others can let 
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off steam. I.e.: illegal fireworks; 4. I don’t have the right to tell others what they have to 
tolerate in order to live peacefully, which goes vice versa. Any Q’s 541-912-3368 

312. You’re handling park events wonderfully! Have a great year! 

313. Thanks for the survey! Keep them clean and safe, please. 

314. N/A 

315. We have great parks. Thanks! 

316. Nope. 

317. None 

318. Big event will help fund all park(s) maintenance 

319. There should be places with designated off leash hiking for dog owners 

320. Keep up the good work! Appreciate survey effort. 

321. I think you should use the “Country Fair (3 day event) as an example of how things run 
smoothly and how all walks of life needs are met. Traffic, parking, buses, all are run with 
permission. Portapotties are cleaned and changed (refilled with supplies) on an hourly 
basis, buses run to and from. It’s a great example for a starting spot for your 
questionnaire. Thank you for your time and thanks for letting me share my input. P.S. 
more dog parks would be a great asset to the community. 

322. I think that events in parks will increase visibility and usage of parks, and, as long as it is 
well managed, would be a positive thing for the park system. 

323. I think it is a great idea. 

324. Party on! But clean up after you party! 

325. We think the Mt. Pisgah Arboretum’s festivals are good examples of appropriate, well 
planned events. When in doubt, large events at all county parks should err on the side of 
single day, educational / music events such as these; Events should be consistent, with 
the Parks Department’s mission, not just money making schemes; Events should relate 
to the site where they are held, and this may differ depending on the park. For example, 
some parks (HBRA) have remarkable environmental value and would be good for 
educational, low impact events. Other parks may be more resilient for high impact 
events; Events must produce profit not just income. Financial plans and budgets should 
be closely detailed and closely examined; No county park should expand campground 
areas; there must be a system / process to penalize event hosts who do not comply with 
restrictions and mitigation measures; The county parks department must adhere to all 
policies and mitigation measures. They should not grant special privileges for any events. 

326. Thank you for your service, and your interest in our concerns for our communities and 
parks. 

327. None 

328. Let’s do it! 

329. It would be nice if there were play structures at more of the parks and covered ones 
would be nice. Also would be nice if there were more RV dump stations open to the 
public. 

330. Based on news I heard about criminal activity, drug and alcohol abuse, and 
environmental impact that large events such as multi day music festivals and botanical 
festivals, had on parks grounds and neighbors I believe these activities should no be 
allowed or sponsored by lane county on parks grounds. 

331. Yes, we have rented parks for birthday parties in Eugene, and when we wanted to set up 
we had Issues with the homeless that were living at parks, would NOT leave in time for us 
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to clean up the cig butts, cans, garbage etc. they have on the tables and around shelters 
– when they finally move off – they hang around waiting for our party to be over, so they 
can move back in. we always have to sweep, scrub + pick up trash – that is a problem, at 
many parks – sad + hard when wanting to use the parks for Family fun. 

332. This is a benefit to residents and a resource for Lane County. Some of the negatives are 
part of choosing to live next to publicly owned property. A single individual’s upset / 
inconvenience is not sufficient to negate the financial benefit. As long as notice is given 
to neighbors, it’s their choice to stay during events. 

333. N/A 

334. Bringing in events adds to our community’s enjoyment. More things for families to do, 
more money for our parks. So long as parks are left as they are found, (i.e. In the same or 
better condition) the idea of more events is fantastic! Great idea Lane County! 

335. I look forward to exploring them. Thank You! 

336. The park employees be friendly more. 

337. Fun fun fun! Glad we have so many vibrant community events! 

338. N/A 

339. Thanks for the pass, we will use it. We will fill out more surveys! @ 54674 Cloverdale rd. 
Creswell, Or 97426. 1 Debbie Larson 2 Jonn Larson 3 Taylor Larson 4 Rebecca 
Bauermeister 5 Mara Hardy 

340. Please review some of my comments near the questions you’ve asked! Have a great day 
(survey 576) 

341. Nothing. 

342. N/A 

343. You should change your policy for passes for veterans and allow all veterans passes or 
follow the same protocol as the State Parks and Federal Parks. 

344. Q-6: I’ve been to Hendricks Park, but it was only twice and 2-3 yrs. ago. There wasn’t a 
choice to mark for that so I chose “Once a year”; Q-4: We had a pass last year, but it 
expired. Never had time to use it; Q-24 + Q-20: If there are campers already camping at a 
park such as Richardson, they would be disturbed by a large event they weren’t aware of 
being planned there at the same time. There would have to be special circumstances to 
allow large events. 

345. It would be great to add revenue and to be more of a “destination” my concerns are 1) 
noise levels, 2) amount of time per day noise levels would be allowed, 3) traffic. Thank-
you for asking. 

346. Keep up the great job you do with our park system 

347. I wish there were more open. I live in Creswell all our parks around here are closed. I 
don’t think that is right. I go to Oakridge a lot most parks there are closed to. It’s not 
right. 

348. My family loves Armitage Park! 

349. I am concerned about environmental impacts to our treasured park spaces primarily. I 
love the Dirty Dash, but it is too damaging in many ways to be allowed at Mt. Pisgah. 
Thanks. 

350. Main concern is to be considerate of others – follow the rules provided. 

351. Rental of some facilities are way over priced for the type of use and structures. Armitage 
comes to mind. 
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352. No comments 

353. I wish we had more music fests here. (like Gathering of the Vibes or High Sierra) I know it 
annoys lots of neighbors but just as many need something like this (I have no proof. Just 
a hopeful assumption) 

354. I would like to see large events advertised in rural areas. 

355. Enact a curfew on noise after 12-1am. We all love music, but not at 3am and so loud that 
pictures are rattling on my walls. 

356. Allowing large events would raise funds o improve our parks without going after tax 
funds. Good move! 

357. Great 

358. We are fairly new to the area and are very grateful for the outdoor recreational offerings 
in the area. However, in researching the names of many of the parks listed in this survey 
I found your website in general and your specific park listings somewhat confusing. 
Additionally, the facilities at parks I have visited (Orchard Point for example) appear run 
down and not very well maintained. If hosting the different events mentioned in this 
survey helps bring in revenue to better inform the public about the parks in Lane Co., as 
well as better maintain the parks, I’m all for it, as long as it is handled responsibly. 

359. Use the parks for lots of stuff. Homeowners in areas need tolerance! 

360. Mainly I think having parks but not allowing events is a waste of resources and taxpayer 
money. However, there must be a balance so that we do not destroy their natural beauty 
or make it so individuals cannot have access on a regular basis. 

361. Should use large events to help with financial cost of maintaining and improving parks 
without raising taxes. 

362. Our household includes seasonal (summer) residence of our son and his family who 
normally live abroad. 

363. No I don’t. Thank you 

364. Weddings + Family reunions should be allowed also. 

365. The activities I attended were well planned and ran smoothly. I think events should be 
allowed, as they show off beautiful Lane County and bring revenue. 

366. N/A 

367. Lane County Parks are outstanding; Try to avoid overdevelopment – the cost of upkeep 
will cripple the budget; Book events that show profit; Park rangers should also be 
laborers this results in better compliance among park users; petty tickets = property 
damage and resource destruction. 

368. Keep them open! 

369. I believe if you allow events at the park and charge fees within reason, you would have 
more money to maintain the parks and be able to educate more people about 
responsibility and conserving our natural resources. 

370. We support well mgd large events. We have attended the mushroom fest multiple times 
+ support scouting. We support mitigation measures such as limiting area of impacted 
ground. Loud music events are a concern + limiting noise + traffic should be done for the 
sake of neighbors, visitors + wildlife. We enjoy + regularly use Westlake boat Ramp. We 
request consideration for allowing a vehicle or a vehicle + trailer (w/ pass) to park 
overnight but no camping. “Sitting Duck” seems to be very expensive but we don’t see it 
used. Consider pulling it to save $, but please maintain Westlake ramp + restroom. 
Thank you for Lane County Parks. 
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371. I do not like any events that are adult based – like the county fair, or dangerous, like 
boating events. 

372. Events bring people out to parks, which are in pretty good shape. I see no problem in 
hosting activities for all to enjoy and appreciate what Lane County has done for its 
citizens. I say have events even if there are those that complain because they are the 
people that will complain about anything.  Have events for the people in the parks that 
people are paying for. 

373. Thank you for asking for my input + keep up the good work! 

374. My only concern at parks has been the level of homeless loitering allowed. I will NOT 
hang out at parks where I fear being accosted by drunk, loud, begging groups of bums. 
This has happened at Alton Baker and Hendricks. I encourage allowing large group 
activities that people pay for. Not people who sleep on benches and scare off families 
and taxpaying citizens. 

375. N/A 

376. I’m pretty sure I shouldn’t be taxed for Lane County parks since they gave away all of the 
parks in my local area. Large events belong at the Land Count Fairgrounds, Alton Baker 
Park, NOT at parks. Parks are for boating, fishing, picnicking and camping. A dog park is 
for dog events. A horse park is for horses. A bicycle park for bikes. A parking lot for car 
shows. You get my point. 

377. Went on a biking all the way to Springfield along River Trail to End Trail and found 
Bathroom really Bad. 

378. I have not been to Lane Co. Parks in several years, but did visit them often when my 
children were young. Now that they have families, they use the parks all over Lane Co. 
regularly. The events held at the larger parks should all/mostly be family oriented. Thank 
you for sending out the survey. 

379. Sorry this is late. I love the parks so this is important to me and the events are a nice 
break from a crazy workweek. 

380. N/A 

381. No 

382. No. 

383. I believe we have the right people in place in the county that would make decisions that 
are best for all involved depending on the event. One size does not fit all – so each event 
may have restrictions that another event it would not be feasible. 

384. I lived for many years near FernRidge Reservoir and enjoyed he many parks in that area. I 
remember Zumwalt being open to campers during the Country Fair. I thought this was a 
great idea to bring in extra revenue to a unused park. 

385. Since I have lived in LC my ENTIRE life, I feel access to parks (when events are NOT going 
on) should be free. I pay taxes to live here and should not have to pay additional fees to 
visit places in my area. Fern ridge, for example, is a short distance from my house… I visit 
it less because of the ‘pass’ fee. If more events fees were collected then it may balance 
out NOT charging a ‘pass’ fee. Encourage more events in the parks. Perhaps it would 
encourage more visitors to the parks in general. It would create more opportunities for 
other types of vendors. If visitation to the parks is up then vendors (like food kiosks, bike 
rentals, photo booths) would flourish even when large events weren’t going on. LC could, 
of course, charge those vendors a fee to conduct their business at the park, thus creating 
more revenue for LCP. 

386. Keep up the good work! 
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387. I believe the user need to be charged enough to cover all expenses + security + law 
enforcement. 

388. No 

389. Lane County Parks are an important part of this area, and one of the key reasons I 
moved here. Any efforts that are made to protect they beauty and keep it safe for future 
visitors has my support! 

390. Lane County has wonderful, clean parks. I’ve been here in Lane County for 8+ yrs. And it 
is wonderful to see, and be able to have all access to all Lane County Parks. 

391. Thank you for this survey. I am truly excited to visit the new parks. I wish I knew of them 
sooner. Holding the events brings in the $ we need to support our park staff and parks. I 
support it fully. I love how Lane County hosts large events. Communication on traffic, 
noise etc. must be public so people can prepare. Also, make sure the public knows they 
bring in revenue for the parks and their community. I trust the park staff, fire department, 
police to work together to assure safety first. I do NOT support events that encourage 
marijuana. Good luck and Happy Large Event Planning to support our parks for future 
generations! 

392. Just should be allowed as long as things are acceptable. 

393. Children should be supervised; Bicyclists should share the road + slow down when 
approaching pets; Dogs off leash in designated areas; Large events are fine if people are 
considerate – how do you assure residents of good behavior. 

394. More equine parks would be great – Love – Elija Bristow –  

395. None 

396. Thank you. 

 


