2023

SOUTH DAKOTA

STATEWIDE COMPREHENSIVE OUTDOOR
RECREATION PLAN

SOUTH DKOTA

7

Game, Fish
& Parks

Prepared by South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks




South Dakota

Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan

Kristi Noem
Governor

Kevin Robling
Secretary
Department of Game, Fish and Parks

Scott Simpson
Director
Division of Parks and Recreation



STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

OFFICE OF THE G@VERN@R

KRISTI NOEM | GOVERNOR

January 17, 2023

Dr. Herbert C Frost
National Park Service
Midwest Regional Office
601 Riverfront Drive
Omaha, NE 68102

Dear Dr. Frost,

I am pleased to present the 2023 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan
(SCORP) for South Dakota. As a critical part of our South Dakota heritage, outdoor recreation
is not only a tradition for many South Dakotans, but it is also vital for the economic health of
many communities across South Dakota.

As the state's primary provider of sustainable outdoor recreational opportunities, the
Department of Game, Fish and Parks has prepared this plan on behalf of the municipalities,
counties, state departments, federal agencies, non-profits, private businesses, and other
providers of outdoor recreation in South Dakota.

The public involvement component of this SCORP provides the guidance to focus our outdoor
recreation strategies over the next five years. | certify that ample opportunity for public
participation has taken place. Participating citizens endorsed the importance of protecting our
state’s open space, fish and wildlife habitat, and the need to maintain and improve our existing
park and recreation areas. Over the past five years, the state has made strides in conserving
our state’s open space while improving and maintaining outdoor recreational oppertunities
through the guidance of our 2018 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan.

I look forward to the next five years as our outdoor recreation providers work side by side to
address the physical and mental needs of our populations while continuing the great outdoor
legacy of South Dakota.

Best regards.
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South Dakota SCORP Introduction

INTRODUCTION

WHAT IS THE SOUTH DAKOTA STATE COMPREHENSIVE OUTDOOR RECREATION
PLAN?

The 2023-2027 South Dakota Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) serves as an
update to the 2018 SCORP and examines how to best meet the needs of our citizens to provide quality,
accessible outdoor recreational facilities in our state. The SCORP reviews the most recent trends, data,
opinions, and collaborations. In collaboration with the state’s numerous outdoor recreation providers,
the State of South Dakota chooses to move forward, using sound decision-making in determining the
direction of the state’s outdoor recreation opportunities.

Although this plan takes the form of a single document, the plan is a process that began in 1964. It was
in this year that Congress passed the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) Act. The Division of
Parks and Recreation within the Department of Game, Fish and Parks is the state agency authorized to
represent and act for the State in dealing with the Secretary of Interior for the purposes of LWCF in
South Dakota. This act paved the way for a grants program that utilizes revenues from offshore oil and
gas leases to provide matching funds to states and local communities for projects relating to outdoor
recreation. Since 1964, South Dakota has utilized over 40 million dollars from the program to acquire
and build parks and recreation areas across the state, with projects completed in every South Dakota
County.

Generations of South Dakotans have used and benefited from a variety of LWCF projects including
playgrounds, ball fields, tennis courts, swimming pools, picnic areas and other park and outdoor
recreation amenities.

As a requirement of the program, each state is charged with developing a plan that evaluates the demand
for and the supply of outdoor recreation resources in the state. The State of South Dakota has prepared a
SCORP each year in 1965, 1967, 1971, 1975, 1987, 1992, 2002, 2008, 2013, and 2018. Each plan has
taken an in-depth look at outdoor recreation in the state and made recommendations for meeting the
demand for that period. It is important to remember, although the SCORP is prepared by South Dakota
Game, Fish and Parks, this document evaluates outdoor recreation across the state, including state,
federal, municipal, county and other providers of outdoor recreation. The public respondents to the
survey may recreate in state parks and recreation areas, but likely also enjoy outdoor recreation in city
parks, national park and recreation areas and at privately owned facilities. This SCORP will be a tool to
help guide future park and recreation projects regardless of who manages or owns the property.

Perhaps the most important product of the SCORP is the opportunity it offers to evaluate the ever-
changing climate of outdoor recreation in South Dakota. Industry, economics, resources, attitudes, and
values can change significantly over the course of a few years. Keeping a pulse on outdoor recreation is
the key for all providers’ effective use of our resources.

il
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WHAT IS THE HISTORY BEHIND THE LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND?

The Land and Water Conservation Fund has a long and productive history of making outdoor
recreational opportunities possible throughout the state. Parks and projects funded through LWCF have
the unique reality of being dedicated to public recreation in perpetuity. The program has a history of
erratic funding and in 2020 with the passage of the Great American Outdoors Act (GAOA) the program
was authorized with 900 million in annual funding. Figure i-1 shows South Dakota’s state-share
apportionment from 1965-2022. In the 1970s and 1980s, LWCEF built the foundation of many outdoor
recreational programs and facilities in South Dakota.

Figure 1-1

South Dakota's Land and Water Conservation
Fund

1965-2022 (58 years)

} K

s, M

Many of the projects built under the program during the 1970’s and 1980’s has reached or are
approaching their normal useful life. Playgrounds built during these periods are no longer considered
adequate to meet modern safety standards. Swimming pools are aging and deteriorating under the
extremes of South Dakota weather. Hard-surfaced play courts are cracked and in need of renovation.
These examples and others represent the ongoing challenges public recreation providers face
maintaining existing facilities within the limits of their financial resources.

In 2022, South Dakota received $2,373,384 for its statewide apportionment. While the recent increase
in South Dakota’s apportionment has provided much needed funding, those levels have not kept up with
inflation and the cost of maintaining facilities and building new opportunities has created budgeting and
priority challenges for all outdoor recreation providers.

Due largely to the instability of funding combined with the effects of inflation, LWCF’s role in any
comprehensive strategy to address the current and future needs related to outdoor recreation remains
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uncertain. This SCORP will address the key issues facing outdoor recreation in South Dakota and
strategies that include, but do not necessarily depend on, the Land and Water Conservation Fund to
implement.

WHY IS OUTDOOR RECREATION IMPORTANT?

This question generates a wide array of answers, varying greatly on one’s perspective. In short, the
many benefits of outdoor recreation often mean different things to different people. Respondents to the
2022 Outdoor Recreation Public Survey prioritized the benefits of parks and recreation as: 1) preserving
open space and the environment, 2) enhancing a sense of place and community, 3) improving physical
health and fitness, and 4) improving mental health and reducing stress. On the other hand, providers of
parks and recreation opportunities clearly prioritized the benefits of parks and recreation services as 1)
making the community more desirable, 2) helping attract new residents and businesses, 3) enhancing a
sense of community, and 4) increasing property values within the community, and 5) providing
opportunities for social interaction.

Although parks provide for the preservation of open space, the health and mental wellness aspects of
outdoor recreation continue to become more important. Outdoor recreational facilities are continually
providing much needed services to help combat health problems associated with obesity, inactive
lifestyles, and mental health. Studies are also showing that participation in outdoor recreation can
improve the way we think, reason, and socialize. In addition, recreating outdoors provides the
opportunity to explore and relax in places of solitude and reflection, much needed in our hectic day to
day lives. Many park and recreation facilities also offer opportunities and programs for interpretation
and education, focusing on history, nature, conservation, outdoor recreation, and other topics that not
only educate participants, but also helps them develop mentally and physically.

Outdoor recreation is no stranger to South Dakota residents and visitors who benefit from the shared
memories of camping, hunting, fishing, boating, hiking and other activities in our state and national park
and recreation areas. Likewise, generations of South Dakotans grew up spending summers and building
friendships at the local pool, passing hours at the community playground, and playing baseball, tennis,
or football through an organized league or in a pick-up game after school. On the other end of life’s
spectrum, South Dakota’s aging population continues to recreate outdoors in a variety of ways,
including all the opportunities above, as well as pounding the pavement - walking trails, sidewalks and
even streets - as they stay fit and active in small towns across the state. And finally, the phenomenal
pheasant hunting, rewarding fishing on the Missouri River, majestic elk, thundering buffalo, and some
of the best snowmobile trails in the country have also given private guides and providers of outdoor
recreation the opportunity to help visitors from around the world in creating great South Dakota outdoor
recreation memories.

All these reasons and more contribute to the demand and needs for accessible and well-maintained parks
and outdoor recreation facilities and services across the state.
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HOW WAS THE PUBLIC INVOLVED IN THE SCORP?

As stated previously, the overarching purpose of the SCORP is to determine how to best meet the needs
of the citizens of South Dakota, as well as visitors, in providing quality, accessible outdoor recreational
facilities in our state. To accomplish this purpose, we need to know who those citizens are and what
their needs are to provide for and meet those needs. Therefore, involving the public in the development
of the SCORP was a vital part of the process.

To gather the necessary data, South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks (GFP) collaborated with the South
Dakota State University (SDSU) Department of Health and Nutritional Sciences, Sport, and Recreation
Management Program. Two key survey components were used to gather data at the state or local level,
while a variety of existing resources were used for comparative data on the national level.

2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Survey

As stated in the 2023 South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation Public Survey Report, the first goal of
the project was to investigate the public perspective of outdoor recreation demand and current
availability. This was accomplished by assessing South Dakota residents’ behavioral patterns in outdoor
recreation, and investigating residents’ motivation for, and potential barriers to, outdoor recreation in the
state. This was completed through the distribution and analysis of the 2022 South Dakota Outdoor
Recreation Public Survey. This survey, available in the SCORP Appendix, included six sections: 1) past
year participation in outdoor recreation, 2) research participants’ motivation and constraints in outdoor
recreation, 3) perceived outdoor recreation needs in South Dakota, 4) personal perspective about outdoor
recreation, 5) COVID impacts on outdoor recreation, and 6) Demographics

The first section of the public survey was used to assess South Dakota residents’ behavioral patterns in
outdoor recreation, such as preferred locations, participation in consumptive and non-consumptive
recreational activities, and general perception of outdoor recreation opportunities in the state.

It was followed by a series of questions associated with research participants’ motivation for, and
potential barriers to, outdoor recreation in South Dakota. By using a common definition, motivation was
defined as a reason(s) an individual has for participating in outdoor recreation activities from both
personal and social aspects. Motivations dictate why people take part in a certain activity. People are
motivated either intrinsically or extrinsically. Intrinsic motivation means a person enjoys an activity for
internal reasons such as simply finding the activity enjoyable. On the other hand, extrinsic motivation
means a person participates in an activity for external reasons, such a rewards or punishments.

Constraints are barriers to participating in outdoor recreation. According to Jackson, Crawford, &
Godbey (1993), people experience three types of constraints: intrapersonal, interpersonal, and structural.
Intrapersonal constraints deal with an individual’s internal attitude towards a specific activity.
Interpersonal constraints involve other people and their attitudes towards an activity.

Lastly, structural constraints involve aspects such as time, money and location that prevent participation
in an activity.

To access the state’s needs and priorities for outdoor recreation, the personal perspective section focused
on the public’s perception of outdoor recreation facilities, amenities and areas, and the importance of
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potential benefits of outdoor recreation in South Dakota.

The 2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Public Survey was distributed to the public in a variety of
ways, including but not limited to the following:

¢ Distributed via email to over 330,000 GFP ‘clients’, including the State Park Update list
(primarily state park entrance license holders and campers), as well as deer, small game and
waterfowl hunters, trappers, and anglers.
Announced on social media by GFP and others
Posted by GFP park and wildlife managers in parks and wildlife areas and offices
Distributed by SDSU through a variety of email lists and postings
Posted and distributed by municipalities and counties in their offices and through their
distribution points

The public survey was available online from December 2021 through April 20th, 2022. Identical paper-
based surveys were also available. According to the QuestionPro database, an SDSU paid online survey
platform, there were approximately 6,000 people who viewed the 2022 SCORP public online survey.
Among these people, 4,521 individuals completed the survey, yielding a 72% completion rate.

2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Survey: Providers

The second key element in preparation for the 2023 SCORP required an understanding of the outdoor
recreation supply in South Dakota. The 2022 South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation Providers
Survey Report assessed the outdoor recreation supply in South Dakota from various providers in the
state as well as identified current trends and challenges.

A statewide survey of South Dakota outdoor recreation providers was conducted to understand their
general operation and current challenges in the field. General operation information included providers’
outdoor recreation, providers’ organizational information, and responsibilities, such as type of
organization/agency, target service population, budget, staff, program, facilities, partnership etc.
Providers were asked about the impacts of COVID 19 on outdoor recreation and about the benefits and
priorities of outdoor recreation. Also surveyed were their perceived current challenges in providing
outdoor recreation in South Dakota, including population change (i.e. aging, diversity, minority,
residential area), financial shortfall, natural and environmental condition, social and cultural barriers for
being outdoors, and quality of staff. Lastly, providers were asked to complete an inventory survey
which detailed facilities and areas for outdoor recreation.

The 2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Survey: Providers was also distributed to providers in a
variety of ways, including but not limited to the following:
e Distributed via email, where possible, to all South Dakota Municipal League members including
the 309 municipal governments across the state.
e Paper surveys distributed to all municipalities that had not completed the online survey.
e Emailed or mailed to each of the nine recognized tribes in South Dakota
e Emailed to National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, US Army
Corps of Engineers and other federal landowners and managers in South Dakota

1.5



South Dakota SCORP Introduction

The provider survey was available online from November 2021 through March 2022. Identical paper-
based surveys were also available. According to the QuestionPro database, there were approximately
240 individuals who viewed the 2022 SCORP Survey for Outdoor Recreation Providers online. As for
the online platform, 103 started the survey but only 56 completed the survey. Additionally, fourteen
surveys were sent through emails and returned to the principal investigator for a total of 70 completed
surveys.

In addition to the outdoor recreation survey, seventy cities/towns/organizations finished their inventory
survey, of which 39 responded online and 31 sent an email or paper-based survey to the principal
nvestigator.
WHAT INFORMATION DOES THE SCORP INCLUDE?
The 2023 SCORP includes the following:

e An Overview of South Dakota and its people

e The Challenges and Opportunities for outdoor recreation in South Dakota

e A Strategy Plan that will guide how the state will utilize its share of LWCF apportionment

e Anupdated Wetlands component

e An Appendix including the main body of the 2022 South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation

Public Survey Report and 2022 South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation Providers Survey
Report

The preparation of this plan was financed entirely through the South Dakota Division of Parks and
Recreation with planning grant assistance from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.
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South Dakota became the 40th state in 1889 but, undoubtedly, outdoor recreation was part of life on the
prairie long before statehood. Our history books are full of the stories of children and their games and
adventures in the great outdoors. Our museums and cultural centers house artifacts of the same. Stories
of competitions in timber and mining camps abound. As time passed, slides and tire swings that dropped
gleefully screaming children into the state’s lakes and rivers were prolific and families spent their
Sundays relaxing at lakeside pavilions and beaches. Back in the day, every small town had a baseball
team in summer and, likely, an outdoor skating pond in winter. Tents, little pull behinds and pop-ups
filled our parks. Today, our communities and parks abound with soccer fields, outdoor swimming pools,
camping pads filled with motor homes, paddle boards on the lakes and geocaching.

Ironically, many of the activities we now consider outdoor recreation, were nothing more than real life
in the early days of our state. Hunting and fishing for food, canoeing and hiking as forms of
transportation, and living in tents and cabins were the way things were — and not perceived as outdoor
recreation.

Although, outdoor recreation has changed extensively in form over the years, most of the driving forces
behind it remain the same. The outdoors offers a perfect setting for exercise, relaxation, learning, self-
reflection and socialization. As one travels across the state, it is apparent why South Dakota is often
referred to as the “land of infinite variety.” However, this adage can apply to the people as well as the
landscape. This chapter will give a brief overview of both.

THE PEOPLE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

According to the 2020 U.S. Census estimates, there are 886,667 people living in South Dakota. This is
an 8.2 percent increase over the 2010 census and the most people that have ever lived in the state. With
the 2010 census, South Dakota became an urban state for the first time in history. At the time of the
census, there were approximately 57% of South Dakota residents living in urban areas or urban clusters,
with the remaining 43% or 352,933 people living in rural areas.

The major demographic trends facing South Dakota are:

1. Rural Depopulation. Those counties that have experienced population loss in South Dakota in
the last twenty years will likely continue to lose population. The reasons for this are outmigration
and low birth rates. Farming-dependent counties are particularly vulnerable, particularly those
not adjacent to larger metropolitan areas.

2. Population Growth in Metropolitan Centers, Along the 1-29 Corridor, and Western South
Dakota around Rapid City and the Black Hills. Sioux Falls, Rapid City, and other larger
metropolitan areas continue to attract migrants from rural counties.

3. Out-Migration of Young Adults. Young adults, especially in the 20-34 age category are leaving
many counties, mostly farming-dependent counties.

4. Increasing Elderly Population. Out migration of youth leaves a higher percentage of elderly.
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Although population in the state has been increasing during recent decades, many areas of the state are
experiencing population loss. Figure 1-1 shows which counties have experienced the greatest gains and

losses from population change.

Figure 1-2

1963 I B ERERRE

POPULATION CHANGE BETWEEMN 2017 AND 2021

Source: U.S. Census Bureau — American Fact Finder
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South Dakota is a diversified state when it comes to the state’s demographics. As seen in Figure 1-3
below, South Dakota’s age range is spread out similar from age 0-69 and an overall median age range
slightly below the national average.

Figure 1-3

Age

3 7 6 Population by age range Population by age category

Median age

M Under 18
15to 4
M 5 and over
a little less than the figure in United 18 tosd
States: 38.8 - 58%

10-12  20-29  30-3% 4049 3059 6069 70-79

Sex Race & Ethnicity
W Male 0%
Femnale
Male
50%
8% + A3¢F
2% % t # # 4%
— o o
White Black Mative Asian Islander Other Twot Hispanic

* Hispanic includes respondents of any race. Other categories are non-Hispanic.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau — American Fact Finder

Looking at figure 1-3, the state is comprised of nearly 50% males and 50% females, and a large majority
of the state’s population is white with then next highest percentage of population being Native
American.

South Dakota ranks sixth amongst all 50 states for having two working parents. According to the U.S.
Census data, 75.4% of South Dakota children, younger than six, have both parents working. This is over
16% above the national average. According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s 2021 American Community
Survey, 12.3% of South Dakotans live below 100 percent of the federal poverty level (FPL) compared to
12.8% for the nation. While poverty levels for married couple families are relatively low, the poverty
levels for other households increases drastically. Single parent households account for the highest
percentage of households living below the federal poverty level. Working parents and single parent
households provide challenges to parents trying to provide outdoor or other recreational activities for
their children.

In recent decades, participation in outdoor recreational activities has continued to diversify and increase.
The 2020 Outdoor Participation Report (Outdoor Foundation 2020) shows slightly over half of the US
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population (50.7%) participated in at least one outdoor activity in 2019. Comparatively, as shown in
Figure 1-6 later in this plan, over 97% of respondents to the 2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation
Survey indicated they had participated in an outdoor activity at least once in the last year, with over 55%
recreating outdoors at least once a week.

Unfortunately, according to the National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention only 23% of adults
meet the recommended combined aerobic and muscle strengthening guidelines. This creates issues that
cross over into other realms, such as health care and social issues. Other studies, such as the National
Center for Health Statistics’ brief on Prevalence of Obesity Among Adults and Youth: United States,
suggest that obesity and health problems, often attributable to poor diet and inactive lifestyles, have
increased from 1999 through 2020 to over 41% in adults and 19% in youth. The South Dakota
Department of Health statistics for South Dakota youth indicate that in 2021 the percent of youth ages 2-
19 who are obese has reached its highest level at 18.4%, slightly lower than the nationwide average of
19.3% while the adult obesity rate in SD has increased to 31.9%.

THE LAND OF SOUTH DAKOTA

South Dakota contains 77,123 square miles, making it the 16th largest state. The average population
density is 11.7 persons per square mile as compared to the national average of 94 persons per square
mile for 2020.

The state is identified by several distinct geological regions. The Missouri River bisects the state into
east and west regions. On the Missouri River are four main stem dams, authorized by the Flood Control
Act of 1944, forming four reservoirs. These reservoirs total 470,000 acres of surface area and over 3,000
miles of shoreline.

The different land formations found on either side of the Missouri River have proven to be a driving
factor of industry, economics, and demographics of the state. Geologically speaking, the land east of the
Missouri River is relatively new, being shaped by glaciers that melted as early as 10,000 years ago. It is
gently rolling, has deep soils and enough precipitation to support many crops. The northeast portion of
the state contains many prairie pothole wetlands and lakes, left behind as the large remnants as the
glacier began to disappear. These natural lakes provide many of the major recreation centers for the
residents of this region.

Land west of the river is much older. Most of it was formed over 60 million years ago and consists of
shale, limestone, and sandstone beds. The topography is more divided, soils are thin, and precipitation is
limited. For the most part, lakes are only present where man-made dams and reservoirs have been
constructed. Near the Wyoming border, the Black Hills rise from the surrounding prairie. These pine-
covered hills and mountains began as a bulge in the earth’s crust, eventually allowing the softer
sedimentary rocks to erode. The erosion exposed a bullseye pattern of formations and the granite core of
the intrusion. Black Elk Peak (formerly Harney Peak), which rises 7,240 feet above sea level, is at the
center of this pattern. (Figure 1-3)
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Figure 1-4

South Dakota Land Use
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OUTDOOR RECREATION PROVIDERS

The government’s role in outdoor recreation in South Dakota started taking shape shortly after the state
was admitted into the union. It was during this time that leaders recognized the significance of our
natural resources and the protection needed to preserve these resources for future generations.

Numerous public entities have a stake in outdoor recreation in South Dakota. Following are some of the
main public agencies that provide recreation services. All state and federal public lands are inventoried
and compiled in a comprehensive GIS database. The information is accessible at
https://sdgfp.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=946eccdaadf84df6aa2bctf08e9tb1aaf.
Some other data pertaining to recreation providers, such as municipal facilities, is maintained in a GIS
database by GFP Division of Parks and Recreation, as well as by the municipalities themselves.
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Federal Agencies

The presence of the National Park Service in South Dakota began in 1903 when Wind Cave National
Park was designated by President Theodore "Teddy" Roosevelt. Other national park units in South
Dakota include Mount Rushmore National Memorial, Jewel Cave National Monument, Badlands
National Park and the Minuteman Missile National Historic Site. Services offered at each of these parks
vary, but all offer extensive interpretative facilities and programs along with some day-use activities
such as picnicking, hiking/walking and sightseeing. Wind Cave National Park and Badlands National
Park also offer overnight camping. In addition, the National Park Service manages sections of the lower
Missouri River, a section of the National Recreational River, as part of the Wild and Scenic Rivers
program. The National Park Service has also been a partner to the Lewis and Clark Bicentennial project,
on the portion of the Lewis & Clark National Historic Trail traveling through South Dakota, as well as
the Spirit Mound Historic Prairie project, 18 Community Conservation and Recreation projects with
South Dakota communities and various other historic and natural landmarks.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife service manages seven national wildlife refuges (NWR) in South Dakota
including Bear Butte NWR (easement), Karl E. Mundt NWR, Lacreek NWR, Lake Andes NWR, Sand
Lake NWR and Waubay NWR, as well as five wetland management districts. Services and facilities at
each of these refuges vary, but they are all managed to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife and
plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. More specifically, these
lands provide habitat for endangered species, migratory birds and other wildlife, and provide places for
people to learn about, view and enjoy wildlife. Some offer basic facilities such as wildlife viewing areas,
trails, picnic areas and fishing areas. The

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service also provides waterfowl production areas which are open to public
access.

The US Army Corps of Engineers manages the four mainstem dams on the Missouri River in South
Dakota. Over 63 recreation and lakeside use areas are associated with these projects. In 2002, federal
legislation transferred these recreation areas to the State of South Dakota. Eight other sites were either
retained by the Corps of Engineers or leased to tribal governments. The Corps of Engineers also
manages Cottonwood Springs and Coldbrook Reservoirs in the southern Black Hills.

The U.S. Forest Service is the largest public landowner in South Dakota. The Black Hills National
Forest is one of the most popular outdoor destinations in the region. The Black Hills National Forest
offers a multitude of outdoor recreation facilities, including campgrounds, picnic areas, scenic byways,
fishing, boat ramps, interpretive facilities and hiking, biking, horse, snowmobile and off highway
vehicle trails. Custer Gallatin National Forest offers some limited recreational facilities in the
northwestern corner of the state, including camping, fishing, hiking and scenic drives, as well as The
Castles National Landmark. There are also three national grasslands (NG) administered by the Forest
Service: Ft. Pierre NG, Grand River NG and Buffalo Gap NG. The grasslands also have various
activities by location, including biking, hiking, fishing, horseback riding, small game hunting, various
types of camping and nature viewing.
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The Bureau of Reclamation manages five large reservoirs in western South Dakota. Angostura,
Shadehill and Belle Fourche reservoirs have recreation areas that are leased to the South Dakota Game,
Fish and Parks. The recreation areas on Pactola and Deerfield reservoirs are operated by the Black Hills
National Forest. These recreation areas provide excellent water-based recreation along with camping,
trails and picnicking facilities.

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) maintains the Ft. Meade Recreation Area in the northern
Black Hills. Hiking, fishing, picnicking and interpretive facilities occupy this area that lies within the old
Fort Meade military reservation. The BLM also manages land in western South Dakota for multiple
uses.

State Agencies

The South Dakota State Park system includes 13 state parks, 43 recreation areas, 69 lakeside use areas, 5
nature areas, 1 historic prairie and 10 marina/resorts. South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks (GFP) also
manages the 114-mile George S. Mickelson Trail, South Dakota’s Snowmobile Trail Program and
maintains 309 public water access areas. The land managed by the Division of Parks and Recreation
totals over 103,000 acres. Custer State Park alone consists of 71,000 acres in the Black Hills. System-
wide visitation for the South Dakota Park System for 2021 topped 7.9 million.

Parks within the state system are classified according to the type of management objectives set for that
unit. State parks are typically areas of natural, geological, historical or cultural significance where
preservation and interpretation are main objectives for management.

Recreation areas are usually more developed and offer a wide range of recreational opportunities. Nature
areas are managed for little or no development. Lakeside use areas are normally small, water-based
areas where access for recreational boating and fishing is the primary objective.

GFP also manages approximately 730 Game Production Areas, totaling more than 300,000 acres. Over
1.3 million acres of privately owned lands are enrolled in the Walk-In Area program for hunting access.
Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program (C.R.E.P.) lands are owned by private individuals who
have enrolled over 79,000 acres in a lease agreement to provide public hunting and fishing access. The
Controlled Hunting Access Program includes 30,000 acres of privately owned lands, leased primarily
for big game hunting. The Lower Oahe Waterfowl Access Program includes 26,000 acres of private
land, leased for public hunting access, primarily for field waterfowl hunting. GFP also has access to
15,823 acres of Cooperative Management Areas. In 2021, a total of 113.4 million fish were stocked into
230 waters throughout the state in support of fisheries management efforts. The division also manages
interpretive and educational centers at the Outdoor Campus in Sioux Falls, the Outdoor Campus West in
Rapid City and Cleghorn Fish Hatchery in Rapid City.

In addition to the State Park System, the fishing and hunting opportunities described above and hundreds
of interpretive and education programs, GFP offers numerous other seasonal and year around resources

for recreation, including but not limited to:

e 14 Welcome Centers e 51 Fishing Piers

1.8



South Dakota SCORP

3 Fish Hatcheries

2 Outdoor Campuses

83 Dams and associated water bodies
4,319 Campsites

233 Camping Cabins

8 Lodges

194 Picnic Shelters

106 Playgrounds
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77 Docks

50 Fish Cleaning Stations

388 Boat Ramps

53 Beaches

337 Miles of Snowmobile Trails
Canoe, Kayak, Paddle Board and
other Rentals

Various outdoor recreation equipment including

fishing equipment, snowshoes and more

The South Dakota Office of School and Public Lands manages over 750,000 acres of trust land to
provide income to support public schools in South Dakota. Although these lands are open to the public,
they are operated primarily under lease agreements.

Figure 1-5
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Tribal Governments

There are nine Native American tribes in South Dakota, including the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe,
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, Oglala Sioux Tribe, Yankton Sioux Tribe, Rosebud Sioux Tribe, Lower Brule
Sioux Tribe, Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate Tribe, Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe and the Standing Rock
Sioux Tribe. Six of these tribes have established reservation boundaries within South Dakota. Some
tribal governments offer parks and recreation facilities including campgrounds, ball fields, playgrounds,
picnic areas, fishing and other outdoor recreation opportunities, while other areas are sparsely populated
and remote.

Municipal Governments

There are 310 municipal governments in South Dakota. The South Dakota Municipal League
categorizes cities into three groups based on population. There are 18 Class 1 cities with populations
over 5,000, consisting of 50 percent of the state’s population. There are 98 Class 2 cities with
populations between 500 and 5,000. These cities make up 15 percent of the statewide population.
Although there are 193 Class 3 cities with populations less than 500, these make up only 4 percent of the
state’s total population by 2020 Census standards.

Most of South Dakota cities have some form of outdoor recreational facilities. However, the extent and
quality of these facilities often depends on the size of the city. Larger cities provide a greater variety of
facilities and services, including swimming pools, trails and outdoor sports complexes. Almost all
communities have some basic facilities, such as a park, playground, picnic area, sledding hill or softball
field.

Cities play a vital role in outdoor recreation. They offer many of the services that people desire on a
more frequent basis. City recreation programs also provide organized sports and fitness programs for
children and adults.

County Governments

There are only four county governments that were identified as owning or managing outdoor
recreational facilities. They are Minnehaha, Clay, Douglas and Codington counties. Most counties have
the presence of federal, state or municipal recreational services. Tight budgets and other priorities make
it difficult for counties to provide recreational services.

Institutional Providers

Many institutions such as schools and universities provide outdoor recreational facilities, primarily for
students or faculty, but are sometimes open to the public. This SCORP did not attempt to inventory or
assess these facilities, since the availability of these facilities is widely varied.

Private Providers and Outdoor Recreation Organizations

Quantifying private outdoor recreational services and facilities across the state is, undoubtedly, a
complicated task. The South Dakota tourism industry, largely focused on outdoor recreation in South
Dakota, contributes over $2 billion to the state’s economy. Identifying the numerous private providers
that contribute to these outdoor recreation opportunities across the state would be an undertaking.
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Considering the array of terrain, opportunities and seasons in South Dakota, private outdoor recreation
providers cover the gamut. These providers include the typical private facilities including campgrounds,
golf courses, downhill ski and snowboard facilities, outdoor horse arenas and country clubs with outdoor
pools and tennis courts. However, in South Dakota, the hunting and fishing, combined with the diverse
habitat land and water resources, result in numerous providers of private outfitting for traditional sports
such as hunting, fishing, canoeing, kayaking, horseback riding and others. In addition, private outfitters
extend to more diverse classes, certifications and providers of unique experiences including paddle
boarding, SCUBA, rock climbing, snowmobiling, off highway and all-terrain vehicle adventures and
more.

There are also numerous organizations and clubs, across the state, which promote outdoor recreation and
the protection of the habitat vital to future outdoor recreation experiences. These include organizations
that span a variety of opportunities, like the Izaak Walton League, the Nature Conservancy and the
South Dakota Association of Conservation Districts. However, many of these clubs are sport or
experience specific, including bicycle clubs, disc golf associations, snowmobile clubs, horseback riding
groups, the canoe and kayak association, fly fishing organizations, the trapping association, bowhunters,
gun clubs and others. Many of these organizations also focus on a specific or groups of species, such as
bird watching clubs, Pheasants Forever, Delta Waterfowl, Ducks Unlimited, National Wild Turkey
Federation or Walleyes Unlimited. Regardless of the specific type or focus, many of these organizations
promote and provide outdoor recreation, often by partnering with state and local agencies, by improving
habitat, providing classes, educating the public and even providing funding for projects.

OUTDOOR RECREATION PREFERENCES

In 2022, GFP, with the assistance of South Dakota State University’s Department of Health and
Nutritional Sciences, Sport and Recreation Management program (SDSU), sent a survey to
approximately 330,000 people who are part of the Department’s voluntary email and electronic
distribution lists. The public survey was also posted on social media, in GFP offices and parks and
distributed through a variety of other email distribution groups. Cities and counties were also asked to
post the survey to their websites, message boards and other communication venues to provide the public
the opportunity to participate in the 2022 Outdoor Recreation Survey. In all, 4,521 surveys were
returned. The intent of the survey was to investigate the public perspective of outdoor recreation demand
and current availability by assessing South Dakota residents’ and visitors’ behavioral patterns in outdoor
recreation, and investigating residents’ and visitors’ motivation for, and potential barriers to, outdoor
recreation in the state.

A statewide survey of South Dakota outdoor recreation providers was also conducted, by GFP and
SDSU, to understand their general operation and current challenges in the field. General operation
information included providers’ outdoor recreation, providers’ organizational information and
responsibilities, such as type of organization/agency, target service population, budget, staff, program,
facilities, partnership etc. Also surveyed were their perceived current challenges in providing outdoor
recreation in South Dakota, including population change (i.e. aging, diversity, minority, residential
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area), financial shortfall, natural and environmental condition, social and cultural barriers for being
outdoors and quality of staff. In addition, providers were asked to complete an inventory survey with
detailed facilities and areas for outdoor recreation.

The following information is taken from the final reports for both the public and provider surveys for
use in the South Dakota SCORP. The information included represents the perspective of the respondents
to the 2022 Outdoor Recreation Survey and the 2022 Outdoor Recreation Survey: Providers.

Public Survey Respondent Data

The questions in the first section were designed to gauge the relative frequency of participation in
outdoor recreational activities, how they are informed about outdoor recreational opportunities, as well
as to identify how the respondents participated.

Section I

1. During the past year, how often did you participate in outdoor recreation activities?
Please select the statement that best describes your frequency of participation.

Figure 1-6 Overall Outdoor Recreation Participation Frequency
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2. Which of the following best describes how you participated in outdoor recreation?

Figure 1-7 Best Description of Being Outdoors

m By myself
m With family/friends with children
m With family/friends without children

With organized group

3. How do you typically hear about information regarding outdoor recreation opportunities
and destinations in South Dakota?

Respondents reported word of mouth, friends and family, internet searches, exploring on their own, and
social media as the most common methods of accessing information about outdoor recreational
opportunities.

4. In the past year, how often did you use each of the following types of outdoor recreation
areas on average in South Dakota?
Never | Aboutonce | 2to 3 times a Monthly Weekly or
a year year more
frequently
Local municipal parks, 478 813 1,644 1,495 1,121
trails, or playgrounds (8.6%) (14.6%) (29.6%) (26.9%) (20.2%)
State parks, recreation 105 563 1,561 2,020 1,375
areas, lakeside areas, trails, | (1.9%) (10.0%) (27.8%) (35.9%) (24.4%)
game production areas,
public hunting areas
Federal-managed outdoor 425 1,331 1,780 1,220 790
areas (7.7%) (24.0%) (32.1%) (22.0%) (14.2%)
Private/commercial 1,536 1,368 1,288 718 598
recreation areas (27.9%) (24.8%) (23.4%) (13.0%) 10.9%)
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The following series of questions was designed to gather information about research participants’
frequency of participation. Outdoor recreation activities were grouped into seven categories: 1) trail
activities, 2) water-based activities, 3) winter activities, 4) wildlife-relate activities, 5) sport activities, 6)
other outdoor activities, and 7) additional activities. First, research participants were asked a yes/no
question of a particular type of outdoor recreation activity, which determined if a list of specific
activities under the category would proceed.

Figure 1-8 Popular Outdoor Recreation Activities by Category
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Trail
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Next, under a list of activities, research participants were asked to report the number of times they
participated in each of those activities over the past 12 months.

Trail activities: The first question was created to discover the frequency at which participants were
engaged with trails and trail related activities.

Did you participate in any outdoor recreation activities on trails (i.e. walking, biking, hiking,
ATV riding etc.) in South Dakota over the past year?

e Yes: 4551 (80.9%)

e No: 1075 (19.1%)

Within trail activities, the highest response for people were walking on natural surface or paved trails
(Table 1-1).

Table 1-1 (Note: highlighted = the most frequent)

Trail Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times 15+ times Never
Walking on paved trails 2,135 793 761 512
(50.8%) (18.9%) (18.1%) (12.2%)
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Walking on natural surface 1,730 1,118 854 591
trails/Hiking (Day Trip) (40.3%) (26.0%) (19.9%) (13.8%)
Backpacking (Overnight) 826 303 45 2,637
(21.7%) (8.0%) (1.2%) (69.2%)
Jogging/Running 842 454 358 2,202
(21.8%) (11.8%) (9.3%) (57.1%)
Horseback riding 608 301 83 2826
(15.9%) (7.9%) (2.2%) (74.0%)
Biking on a paved road/trail 1230 705 472 1,616
(30.6%) (17.5%) (11.7%) (40.2%)
Biking on unpaved trail 1,038 567 267 2,037
(26.6%) (14.5%) (6.8%) (52.1%)
Mountain biking 703 378 201 2,540
(18.4%) (9.9%) (5.3%) (66.5%)
Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) 771 409 170 2,528
(19.9%) (10.5%) (4.4%) (65.2%)
All-Terrain Vehicle (ATV) 1,019 492 247 2,203
(25.7%) (12.4%) (6.2%) (55.6%)
Utility Task Vehicle (UTV) 835 389 175 2,465
(21.6%) (10.1%) (4.5%) (63.8%)
Full Size 4x4 Vehicle 1,001 476 287 2,143
(25.6%) (12.2%) (7.3%) (54.9%)

Water-based activities. Question two then looked at participation in any water-based activities within
South Dakota during the previous year.

Did you or any member of your household participate in any water-based activities in South

Dakota in the past year?
e Yes: 4163 (75.4%)
e No: 1358 (24.6%)

Within the water-based activities, swimming at a beach and motorized boating received the highest
number of responses from survey participants (Table 1-2).

Table 1-2
Water-based Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times | 15+ times Never
Swimming at beach 2,085 586 327 779
(55.2%) (15.5%) (8.7%) (20.6%)
Swimming at a pool 883 409 334 1,405
(29.1%) (13.5%) (11.0%) (46.4%)
Motorized boating 1,090 722 1,122 544
(31.3%) (20.8%) (32.3%) (15.6%)
Canoeing or kayaking 1,014 488 275 1,335
(32.6%) (15.7%) (8.8%) (42.9%)
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Sailing or sailboarding 125 70 46 2,668
(4.3%) (2.4%) (1.6%) (91.7%)

Standup paddle boarding 414 149 99 2,288
(14.0%) (5.1%) (3.4%) (77.6%)

Snorkeling or SCUBA diving 170 84 52 2,595
(5.9%) (2.9%) (1.8%) (89.5%)

Winter activities. The next question asked for outdoor winter recreation participation, including skiing,
snowboarding, snowshoeing, skating (whether it was for hockey or not) fishing, snowmobiling, or
biking.

Did you or any member of your household participate in any winter outdoor recreation activities
in South Dakota in the past year?

e Yes: 3607 (65.9%)

e No: 1879 (34.1%)

Within the winter activities sledding and downhill skiing/snowboarding were the most common activity
enjoyed between 1-5 times while ice fishing was by far the most common activity enjoyed with higher

levels of frequency (Table 1-3).

Table 1-3

Winter Activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times 15+ times Never

Downbhill skiing/Snowboarding 1,151 239 75 1,756
(35.7%) (7.4%) (2.3%) (54.5%)

Sledding 1,210 488 70 1,468
(37.4%) (15.1%) (2.2%) (45.4%)

Snowshoeing 699 369 51 2,076
(21.9%) (11.5%) (1.6%) (65.0%)

Ice skating (Outdoors) 731 362 55 2,045
(22.9%) (11.3%) (1.7%) (64.0%)

Ice hockey (Outdoors) 382 376 47 2,341
(12.1%) (12.0%) (1.5%) (74.4%)

Ice fishing 1,010 805 510 1,131
(29.2%) (23.3%) (14.8%) (32.7%)

Snowmobiling 642 393 70 2,100
(20.0%) (12.3%) (2.2%) (65.5%)

Cross-country skiing 524 386 57 2,228
(16.4%) (12.1%) (1.8%) (69.7%)

Fat tire biking 379 343 47 2,394
(12.0%) (10.8%) (1.5%) (75.7%)
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Wildlife-related activities. The next activity focused on anything related to wildlife, which was
categorized as anything related to fishing, hunting, trapping or observing.

Did you or any member of your household participate in any wildlife-related outdoor recreation
activities (i.e. hunting, fishing, wildlife watching, etc.) in South Dakota in the past year?

e Yes: 4973 (91.4%)

e No: 465 (8.6%)

Within the wildlife-related activities, we have the highest number of overall participants of any of the
activities and a great combination of participation spread across fishing, hunting, and wildlife viewing
(Table 1-4).

Table 1-4
Wildlife-related Activities 1-5 times t?r_nless 15+ times Never
Shore fishing 2,354 864 629 832
(50.3%) (18.5%) (13.4%) (17.8%)
Fly fishing 1,031 346 132 2,772
(24.1%) (8.1%) (3.1%) (64.8%)
Boat fishing 1,617 849 1,091 1,150
(34.4%) (18.0%) (23.2%) (24.4%)
Hunting (Bow) 1,006 604 553 2,266
(22.7%) (13.6%) (12.5%) (51.2%)
Hunting (Rifle/Pistol/Shot Gun) 1,466 1,066 1,169 1,032
(31.0%) (22.5%) (24.7%) (21.8%)
Trapping 833 370 203 2,885
(19.4%) (8.6%) (4.7%) (67.2%)
Wildlife viewing 1,455 927 1,289 933
(31.6%) (20.1%) (28.0%) (20.3%)
Birdwatching 1,372 671 747 1,688
(30.6%) (15.0%) (16.7%) (37.7%)

Sports activities. The fifth question was gauged toward discovering the participation rates in outdoor
sports activities. The sports activities included generic outdoor activities, such as golf, tennis, football,
baseball/softball and others, and more unique outdoor sport activities, such as archery, rock climbing
and pickleball.

Did you or any member of your household participate in any outdoor sports (i.e. baseball, golf,
shooting sport etc.) in South Dakota in the past year?

e Yes: 3531 (65.2%)

e No: 1881 (34.8%)
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Within the sports activities, there are a wide range of popular activities including the increasingly

popular sport shooting (Table 1-5 below).

Table 1-5
Sports Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times 15+ times Never
Tennis 886 217 73 1,990
(28.0%) (6.9%) (2.3%) (62.9%)
Golf 1,045 636 498 1,158
(31.3%) (19.1%) (14.9%) (34.7%)
Disc golf 777 463 83 1,867
(24.4%) (14.5%) (2.6%) (58.5%)
Baseball/softball 569 566 392 1,683
(17.7%) (17.6%) (12.2%) (52.5%)
Basketball (outdoors) 668 520 164 1,831
(21.0%) (16.3%) (5.2%) (57.5%)
Volleyball (outdoors) 647 455 78 1,985
(20.4%) (14.4%) (2.5%) (62.7%)
Lacrosse 350 380 25 2,383
(11.2%) (12.1%) (0.8%) (75.9%)
Soccer (outdoors) 474 460 160 2,060
(15.0%) (14.6%) (5.1%) (65.3%)
Football 563 526 197 1,900
(17.7%) (16.5%) (6.2%) (59.6%)
Skateboarding 448 428 61 2,210
(14.2%) (13.6%) (1.9%) (70.2%)
Rock climbing 611 415 41 2,079
(19.4%) (13.2%) (1.3%) (66.1%)
Archery Range Shooting (outdoor) 790 619 256 1,566
(24.5%) (19.2%) (7.9%) (48.5%)
Shotgun Range Shooting (outdoor) 1,037 700 270 1,299
(31.4%) (21.2%) (8.2%) (39.3%)
Rifle/Pistol Range Shooting 1,124 781 325 1,119
(outdoor) (33.6%) (23.3%) (9.7%) (33.4%)
Pickleball 487 392 76 2,193
(15.5%) (12.5%) (2.4%) (69.7%)

1.18




South Dakota SCORP Chapter 1 — South Dakota Overview

Other outdoor activities. The penultimate question asked for other outdoor activities that aren’t
categorized under anything else listed above, including camping, picnicking, lawn games, geocaching,
being with pets and other more passive activities.

Did you or any member of your household participate in any other outdoor activities (i.e.
camping, picnicking, recreating with pets, playing at a playgroup, etc.) in South Dakota in the
past year?

o Yes: 4161 (77.5%)

e No: 1207 (22.5%)

Within the other outdoor activities, we find additional activities that vary and show strong participation
numbers that prove outdoor recreational opportunities can cover a spectrum of activities for all to enjoy
(Table 1-6).

Table 1-6
Other Outdoor Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times 15+ times Never
Tent camping 1,629 216 88 1,757
(44.1%) (5.9%) (2.4%) (47.6%)
RV camping 1,011 712 501 1,188
(29.6%) (20.9%) (14.7%) (34.8%)
Picnicking 1,632 618 255 777
(49.7%) (18.8%) (7.8%) (23.7%)
Visiting historic sites 1,972 521 147 672
(59.5%) (15.7%) (4.4%) (20.3%)
Visiting nature centers 1,845 429 132 882
(56.1%) (13.0%) (4.0%) (26.8%)
Outdoor photography 1,007 488 430 1,285
(31.4%) (15.2%) (13.4%) (40.0%)
Attending educational programs 774 146 48 2,126
(25.0%) (4.7%) (1.6%) (68.7%)
Attending outdoor festivals 1,439 232 72 1,439
(45.2%) (7.3%) (2.3%) (45.2%)
Playing at a playground 1,000 552 444 1,245
(30.9%) (17.0%) (13.7%) (38.4%)
Geocaching 296 97 56 2,606
(9.7%) (3.2%) (1.8%) (85.3%)
Lawn games (horseshoes, 1,158 752 468 887
bocce, corn hole) (35.5%) (23.0%) (14.3%) (27.2%)
Recreating with pet(s) 664 579 1,084 971
(20.1%) (17.6%) (32.9%) (29.4%)
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Section II: Outdoor Recreation Motivation and Constraints
The section was designed to understand why people participate in outdoor recreation activities, and what
obstacles people face in pursuing their outdoor recreation interests.

1. We would like to know why you participate in outdoor recreation. How strongly do you agree
or disagree with each of the following reasons for participating in outdoor recreation
activities? Please rate between 1 (Entirely Disagree) to 5 (Entirely Agree) that indicates your
agreement on each reason for participating in outdoor recreation.

South Dakota recreation participants reported mainly intrinsic motivations for participating in outdoor
recreation. Enjoy beautiful scenery was the top motivation for outdoor recreation with 62.63% of
participants selecting strongly agree (M = 4.30). People also listed “for relaxation” (M

=4.29) and “to experience peace/tranquility” (M = 4.20) as motivations. Other popular motivation for
outdoor recreation participation included “to be with family and friends” (M = 4.17) and “to observe
wildlife” (M = 4.15). Some of the less popular motivations included: “meeting new people’ (M = 3.03),
“developing self-confidence” (M = 3.35), and “learning about the environment” (M = 3.61). Table 1-7
highlights the most popular motivations for participating in outdoor recreation.

Table 1-7 Summary of Motives in Outdoor Recreation
Strongly  Disagree  Neutral Agree Strongly  Mean SD

Disagree Agree ™M)
To enjoy my favorite 584 135 292 1296 2790 4.09 1.32
activity (11.5%) (2.7%) (5.7%) (25.4) (54.7%)
To develop confidence 256 519 2235 1142 692 3.35 1.00
in myself (5.0%) (10.3%) (43.6%) (27.8%) (13.5%)
To experience 64 220 667 1872 2325 4.20 0.91
peace/tranquility (1.2%) (4.3%) (13.0%) (36.4%) (45.2%)
For relaxation 49 200 493 1,879 2,540 429 0.86
(0.9%) (3.9%) (9.6%) (36.4%) (49.2%)
For stimulation and 61 276 941 2,078 1,781 4.02 0.92
excitement (1.2%) (5.4%) (18.3%) (40.5%) (34.7%)
To feel at one with 101 329 1,301 1,793 1,618 3.87 0.99
nature (2.0%) (6.4%) (25.3%) (34.9%) (31.5%)
To escape daily 72 304 810 1,915 2,045 4.08 0.95
routine (1.4%) (5.9%) (15.7%) (37.2%) (39.7%)
To learn about the 119 463 1,722 1,838 995 3.61 0.97
environment (2.3%) (9.0%) (33.5%) (35.8%) (19.4%)
To experience new 87 302 1,268 2,185 1,294 3.84 0.93
things (1.7%) (5.9%) (24.7%) (42.5%) (25.2%)
To observe wildlife 53 222 710 2,056 2,111 4.15 0.89
(1.0%) (4.3%) (13.8%) (39.9%) (41.0%)
To meet new people 401 1,026 2,141 1,195 385 3.03 1.02
(7.8%) (19.9%) (41.6%) (23.2%) (7.5%)
To be with family and 59 234 672 1,984 2,218 4.17 0.90
friends (1.1%) (4.5%) (13.0%) (38.4%) (42.9%)
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To enjoy beautiful 38 196 499 1,878 2,548 4.30 0.85

scenery (0.7%) (3.8%) (9.7%) (36.4%) (49.4%)

To develop skill and 71 325 1,547 2,049 1,153 3.76 0.92

knowledge (1.4%) (6.3%) (30.1%) (39.8%) (22.4%)

To gain sense of 108 415 1,779 1,845 997 3.62 0.95

accomplishment (2.1%) (8.1%) (34.6%) (35.9%) (19.4%)

To challenge myself 106 432 1,559 1,900 1,143 3.69 0.98
(2.1%) (8.4%) (30.3%) (37.0%) (22.2%)

To keep physically fit 64 314 1,228 2,190 1,347 3.86 0.92
(1.2%) (6.1%) (23.9%) (42.6%) (26.2%)

To use my outdoor 109 440 1,203 2,075 1,314 3.79 0.99

gear/equipment (2.1%) (8.6%) (23.4%) (40.4%) (25.6%)

2. We would like to know about your perceived barriers to participating in outdoor recreation.
How strongly do you agree or disagree with each of the following being obstacles you face in
pursuing your outdoor recreation interests? Please rate on a scale from 1 (Entirely Disagree) to
5 (Entirely Agree).

Table 1-8 highlights the most popular constraints for participating in outdoor recreation. The results
showed structural constraints as the most common reasons/barriers to participating in outdoor recreation:

e “Parks and recreation areas are too crowded” (M=3.23) was the highest barrier to participation.

e “Don’t have enough time” (M=3.09) was another high perceived barrier to participation.

e Cost barriers were also prevalent to participation. “Equipment costs are too high” (M=3.06),
“admission fees are too high” (M=2.87), and “activity fees are too high” (M=2.79) were each
listed in the top five barriers.

e “Lack of transportation/no way to get to parks” (M=2.11) and “afraid of getting hurt by
animals/insects” (M=1.84) were among the less common constraints.

Table 1-8

Mean SD
Afraid of getting hurt by animals /insects 1.84 1.07
Lack of interest 2.16 1.17
Don’t feel welcome 2.18 1.17
Lack of information 2.38 1.17
Unaware of opportunities 2.63 1.20
Don’t have enough time 3.09 1.23
Don’t have the skills or physical ability 245 1.19
Lack of confidence 221 1.12
Don’t have people to go with 249 1.18
Activity fees are too high 2.79 1.19
Admission fees are too high 2.87 1.17
Equipment costs are too high 3.06 1.10
The facility [ want doesn’t exist in parks 2.54 1.10
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Parks and recreation areas are too crowded 3.23 1.13
Concern about safety / crime 231 1.13
Nearby parks are dirty or poorly maintained 2.26 1.11
Lack of transportation / no way to get to parks 2.11 1.12
Don’t have necessary equipment 2.33 1.14
Weather (i.e., extreme cold or hot temperatures) 2.70 1.16
Age (i.e. busy with kids’ activities now, unable to 2.63 1.18

physically participate in the same activities, etc.)

3. Do you, or anyone in your household, have a physical disability that affects your ability to
participate in outdoor recreation?

e 3,954 (77.6%) No, no one in my household has a disability (Skip to Question 5)
e 829 (16.3%) Yes, I have a disability
e 313(6.1%) Yes, someone else in my household has a disability

4. If your response is Yes in the previous question, what recommendations could be made to
improve your ability to engage in outdoor recreation activities?

Four major themes emerged from the open-ended question. Please see Appendix C for all open-ended
answers. The following is a summary of each theme:

Hunting. Many survey responses revolved around hunting. ‘Hunting’ was the most used term within
this survey, being mentioned 43 times. Outdoor recreation participants expressed a huge need for more
public hunting ground accessibility. Respondents stated their concern about public vs. private hunting
grounds. It seems that public ground continues to be restricted amongst hunters and hard to come by.
Another common recommendation was allowing the use of ATVs to help hunters haul out their big
game. It was mentioned that allowing this would be especially beneficial for handicap individuals. Users
also discussed the allocation and application process of obtaining a hunting license. There seems to be
concern about the high fees and restrictions involved with earning a license. Users would like to see
some sort of reduced licensing fee for senior citizens and individuals with disability.

Water Access. Water access was a common response among outdoor recreation users, with 35
respondents using the term ‘access’ in their response. The need for more onshore fishing areas was
expressed, along with more availability for safe shoreline fishing. Survey respondents also stated that it
would be beneficial to create and maintain boat ramps that are handicap accessible. Building additional
boat ramps to speed up the launch or load process for boats was also discussed. Fishing licensing fees
was another common issue mentioned by survey respondents. Many individuals are concerned about the
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cost of purchasing a license. Some even mentioned that they have resorted to fishing out of state because
it is cheaper for them and their family.

Camping. Users would like the 90-day reservation policy to be extended. It was mentioned that it
becomes hard to find available campsites for some people who are unable to reserve grounds that far in
advance. Some individuals expressed their frustration with the 90-day reservation policy, stating that
many users abuse the system and will reserve camping spots in advance and then not show up for their
full reservation. Outdoor enthusiasts mentioned that they would like to see some sort of policy enacted
for campers who do not show up for their reservation without cancelling. They also noted that there
should be the option for “drop-in” or last-minute campsite availability. There seems to be a need for
more full hook-up/electric campsites, and need was also expressed for primitive campsites. Handicap
accessible campsites and facilities was another common response. Overall, it seems that state and local
parks would benefit from adding more campsites available to the public. A few selected direct quotes
below:

e “Being able to plan and reserve camping spots more than 90 days out would be a great help.
Only 90 days out makes it difficult to get kids and grandkids to arrange vacation time and still be
able to get the camping areas we want.”

e “Campgrounds need more handicap spots. Shorter walking paths would be a nice option, or some
type of handicap friendly rental ATVs or golf carts for long trails to scenic areas.”

Trails/facilities. Nearly 40 survey respondents stated the need for more paved trails. They are unable to
use some trails now due to the width, condition, and incline of the trail. Research participants wish to
have more paved trails at a lower incline to accommodate the public with disabilities. Users also
requested to have more seating areas around trails and facilities to give people a chance to take a break
from their outdoor recreation activity. Research participants also suggested more handicap restrooms.
Parking was a popular need among survey participants.

They described the need for more handicap parking, especially near boat ramps and docks. Outdoor
recreation users also recommended creating more trails specifically for ATV/UTV usage. However,
some users would like to restrict usage of such vehicles as it disturbs their experience when enjoying
nature.

5. Do you have any suggestions for how outdoor recreation providers can help remove the
barriers to your participation in outdoor recreation activities?

There were five main themes discovered in this open-ended question regarding how to assist the
participants to participate more in outdoor recreation activities:

Improve Accessibility. A common theme amongst study participants was more ADA (Americans with
Disability Act) accommodations. It would be beneficial to create more programming and activities that
specifically target individuals with disabilities. This would help create a more inclusive outdoor
environment while getting more of the community involved in recreation. Outdoor enthusiasts would
like to see more handicap accessible facilities, cabins, and campsites. Some mentioned that creating
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more handicap accessible campsites that are near restroom and shower facilities would be beneficial.
Additionally, more paved trails that are wheelchair accessible would encourage individuals to interact
and be independent in nature. Participants also discussed having more or improved handicap accessible
parking and boat ramps, along with having handicap accessible fishing piers. The terms ‘access’ and
‘accessible’ were mentioned 181 times collectively amongst respondents. A few selected direct quotes
below:

e “Encourage more participation by conducting classes for those that are handicapped, both

physically and developmentally. Make it easier!”
e “All lakes with public access should have a handicap accessible fishing dock.”

Facility Expansion and Improvement. Another common response was the expansion and
improvement of local and state park services and facilities. Among these were parking, boat docks and
ramps, publicly accessible land, but mainly campsites. Respondents mentioned that campsites often feel
over-crowded which takes away from the relaxing aspect of the trip itself. Along with that, some
respondents mentioned that it is hard to find available campsites due to the 90-day reservation policy.
Outdoor recreation users would also like to see more boat ramps and docks, and the maintenance of
existing ramps and docks. Additionally, users mentioned that parking can often be difficult to come by
and it would be beneficial to create more parking availability. A few selected direct quotes below:
e “Double (or triple) the number of electric RV camping spots at the State Parks! Unless you can
readily plan 90-days, it is almost impossible to get a spot! Please add more camping spots!”
e “Continue expanding bike trails in local communities. More pickleball and tennis courts. More
summer rec programs to teach kids outdoor”

Dissension between SD Resident and Non-resident. Many survey respondents discussed the issue of
residents/non-residents mainly regarding the topics of camping and hunting. A resident would be any
individual residing in South Dakota, a non-resident would be anyone from out of state. South Dakota
residents would like to see more preferential treatment when it comes to reserving campsites and
purchasing hunting licenses and tags. They would like to see reduced prices for SD residents and
increased prices for non-residents. On the flip side, many non- residents would like to see fees reduced
for out-of-staters, mentioning that it is unwelcoming to travel here and pay additional fees. A few
selected direct quotes below:
e “Give more preference to SD residents on fishing, hunting, and camping opportunities as
compared to non-residents.”
e “Remove out-of-state fees. People already spend more money to travel out-of-state. It is not
welcoming.”

Rules and Regulation of Specialty Activities. Many respondents discussed matters relating to rules and
regulations of outdoor areas and facilities. Outdoor recreation users expressed their concern for the 90-
day reservation policy for campsites. It was stated that it can be very difficult to find available campsites
because not everyone is able to take advantage of the 90-day reservations due to not knowing their
schedule that far in advance. However, there are also individuals who wish they could reserve their
campsites more than 90-days in advance. This would allow them to coordinate with family so that
everyone has ample time to request vacation or take time off work. Users mentioned that a few first-
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come, first-served campsites would be beneficial for individuals who are last minute planners or just
need to drop-in for the night. Additionally, respondents would like to see policies enforced for campers
who do not show up for their campsite reservation. A few selected direct quotes below:
e “Add more places to camp. Can’t get into state parks to camp at a moment's notice. They book
too far in advance. Keep more camp sites first-come, first-served.”
e “People are abusing the 90-day system by making reservations several days before they plan to
occupy the site. If they do not show up the first day of reservation, they should lose it.”

Outdoor recreation enthusiasts also expressed their concern of the increased usage of ATVs/UTVs. It
was mentioned that these off-road vehicles contribute to the destruction of nature and wildlife areas.
They disturb the peace and serenity of the outdoors that many users seek.
However, on the flip side, several respondents wished there were more areas where they could use their
ATVs/UTVs. Some mentioned that it would be beneficial to use an ATV/UTYV to assist with hauling out
big game during the hunting season. Others mentioned that ATV/UTYV usage is the only way they can
navigate certain landscapes due to disabilities. A few selected direct quotes below:

e “The ATVs so diminish the sense of tranquility, and they are tearing up the trails. Please restrict

their use and ENFORCE it.”
o “Allow wider use of ATVs, I have difficulty walking.”

Commercialization/Privatization. Another concern that many respondents had was the lack of public
hunting land. More and more land is being dedicated to private land hunting and guided hunts which are
not freely available to the public. This results in crowded, limited, public hunting land. Some mentioned
that hunting is becoming cost prohibitive due to lack of public space to hunt and resulting in having to
pay for guided hunts or pay fees to hunt individually on private land. A few selected direct quotes
below:

¢ “Find more public land in South Dakota that can be accessible to hunters. We are experiencing

decreasing opportunities because of lack of places to hunt.”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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Section III: Outdoor Recreation Needs in South Dakota

This section was designed to understand the State’s needs for outdoor recreation related facilities,
amenities, and areas to promote and sustain the outdoor recreation legacy of South Dakota over the next
five years.

1. Please indicate whether you feel there is a need for more facilities or if efforts should be made
to improve what already exists. Please select all that apply.

Participants’ responses indicated a need for more hunting areas, shooting ranges, nature areas, fishing
areas, archery ranges, walking/biking trails, campgrounds and canoe/kayak water trails. The top ten
facilities of “Need More” and “Need to Improve” were marked in the following

Table 1-9

Need more Need to improve Adequate  No opinion
Tent-camping campgrounds [5] 25.1% 11.6% 38.3% 24.9%
RV or trailer campgrounds [4] 26.6% 13.7% 37.7% 22.0%
Areas for backpacking 15.6% 12.7% 36.2% 35.5%
Picnic areas 12.3% 15.5% 49.4% 22.9%
Facilities for boating 16.2% 4] 17.7% 42.0% 24.1%
Swimming beaches 15.2% 1] 21.1% 39.7% 23.9%
Swimming pools 12.5% 12.6% 37.4% 37.5%
Fishing areas [8] 21.5% [3] 18.1% 42.6% 17.9%
Shore Fishing Areas [6] 24.5% [2] 20.1% 36.6% 18.8%
Hunting areas [1] 31.3% [7] 16.9% 30.4% 21.4%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) [10] 20.7% [10] 15.8% 40.7% 22.9%
Horseback riding trails 8.6% 8.7% 27.5% 55.2%
Paved trails 14.9% 12.7% 41.7% 30.7%
Mountain biking trails 10.7% 9.4% 28.3% 51.5%
Mountain biking skills course 10.0% 8.6% 23.7% 57.8%
Fat Tire bike trails 8.9% 7.9% 23.0% 60.2%
Cross-country skiing trails 10.3% 9.6% 23.1% 57.0%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding 11.9% 9.2% 25.2% 53.7%
areas
Sledding areas 17.4% 14.3% 23.5% 44.8%
Ice skating or hockey rinks 11.9% 11.3% 25.0% 51.8%
(Outdoor)
Snowmobile trails 8.4% 8.8% 31.5% 51.3%
Off-road or ATV riding 13.6% 12.6% 32.5% 41.2%
areas/trails
Historic sites (with interpretation) 13.6% [5]117.4% 38.7% 30.3%
Nature areas/open space [7] 22.6% [6] 17.1% 38.8% 21.4%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 15.9% 13.4% 36.4% 34.3%
Pow-wow grounds 8.3% 10.6% 23.8% 57.3%
Playgrounds 11.0% 15.0% 38.1% 35.9%

1.26




South Dakota SCORP Chapter 1 — South Dakota Overview

Soccer fields 7.0% 7.8% 32.5% 52.7%
Football fields 6.6% 7.6% 33.4% 52.4%
Lacrosse fields 7.1% 6.5% 24.3% 62.1%
Baseball or softball fields 8.8% 10.2% 35.7% 45.3%
Golf courses/driving ranges 9.8% 9.8% 38.6% 41.9%
Skateboarding parks 8.1% 8.2% 26.9% 56.8%
Tennis courts 7.4% 8.4% 29.8% 54.3%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 8.6% 9.1% 28.0% 54.3%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 9.1% 10.4% 28.9% 51.6%
Horseshoe pits 10.0% 11.3% 28.2% 50.5%
Archery target shooting ranges [9] 21.0% 15.2% 26.0% 37.8%
Shooting ranges (shotgun) 131 27.7% [8] 16.9% 24.7% 30.7%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges [2] 30.4% [9] 16.5% 24.4% 28.7%
Disc golf courses 11.8% 10.6% 31.4% 46.2%
Dog parks 18.5% 14.2% 28.8% 38.5%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 19.1% 14.3% 25.8% 40.8%
ATV skill parks 10.7% 9.0% 24.4% 55.9%
ADA accessible facilities. Please 12.9% 13.7% 22.5% 51.0%
specify what types.

2. What are the most needed recreational facilities in your community (within 10-15 minutes of
your home?

The most needed recreation facility within South Dakota communities according to survey respondents
are trails. The term “trails” was mentioned 514 times throughout the survey results. There is a wide
variety of trail type that recreation users would like to see. Hiking, biking, and walking trails were one
of the most common requests from respondents. Paved, easily accessible, ADA compliant trails was
another common response. Outdoor enthusiasts also stated the need for more ATV/UTV specific trails.
Additionally, cross-country skiing trails, along with horse trails are a common need stated by survey
respondents.

Another common recreational need mentioned was public access to shooting and archery ranges. Users
would like to see both indoor and outdoor ranges. Specifically mentioned were rifle ranges, and trap and
skeet ranges. Collectively, the terms “range” and “shooting” were discussed 536 times. Survey
respondents also wish to have more public access to fishing areas within their community. Most users
would like to see more shore fishing options available to them. The term “shore fishing” was discussed
101 times throughout the survey.

e “Improved paved trails and the establishment of new trails: the potential for trails in our area is

unlimited”
e “Archery and shooting range that is open to the public and not privately owned”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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3. How important is availability of Wi-Fi to you when participating in outdoor recreation
activities?

Respondents indicated a very low importance for the availability of Wi-Fi when recreating outdoors
with 36.4% responding that it is “not at all important” and 2.9% responding it is “extremely important.”
(Figure 1-9)

Figure 1-9: Importance of Wi-Fi Availability
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4. What other facilities/areas/amenities should be considered when promoting South Dakota’s
outdoor recreation legacy for the next five years?

When considering the facilities/areas/amenities that should be used to promote South Dakota’s outdoor
recreation legacy for the next five years, 180 users discussed camping, making it the most common
answer among respondents. As has been previously mentioned, the need for additional campsites
throughout the state was expressed. Additionally, respondents commented on the difficulty of finding
available campsites if you are unable to reserve early within the 90- day window. Hunting and fishing
were two other common responses from survey participants.

Overall, users would like to see the maintenance and expansion of public hunting and fishing areas.
Collectively, “hunting” and “fishing” were mentioned 299 times throughout the survey.
e “Increase the number of areas for camping and hiking so it’s not so crowded in the summer. It’s
getting harder and harder to get away from people, even out west.”
e “Inexpensive opportunities for young families; the ability to rent equipment to try camping for
families and young adults would also help grow future use.”
e “Any extra access is good. With so much land being private it is hard to enjoy hunting or fishing
with a family when you don’t have relatives who own land.”
Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.

1.28



South Dakota SCORP Chapter 1 — South Dakota Overview

Section IV: Public Perspective about Outdoor Recreation

The following section examined priorities in funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts in
South Dakota, the importance of potential benefits of outdoor recreation, and the ability of outdoor
recreation providers to provide these benefits.

1. How important is having access to high-quality park and recreation opportunities when
deciding where to live?

Participants placed relatively high importance on having access to high-quality parks and recreation
opportunities when deciding where to live. Only 6.5% indicated it was “not at all important.”

e 284 (6.5%) Not at all important

e 711 (16.2%) Slightly important

e 1,307 (29.7%) Important

o 1,255 (28.5%) Very important

o 844 (19.2%) Extremely important

2. When funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts in South Dakota, how important or
unimportant are each of following considerations? Please rate each statement on a 5-point
Likert scale from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Respondents showed the highest average importance of funding efforts to “protect wildlife and fish
habitat” (M=3.96), “maintain existing park and recreation areas” (3.91), and “provide environmental and
conversation programs” (M=3.56). Although not much lower in importance, the lowest importance was
shown to “build pedestrian and cycling paths between places of work, parks, schools, etc.” (M=3.24).
Table 1-10 shows the detailed results of funding efforts in outdoor recreation.

Table 1-10 summary of Importance of Funding Efforts in Outdoor Recreation
Extremely Somewhat Neutral ~ Somewhat Extremely Mean SD

Unimportant  Unimportant Important  Important (M)
(A) Acquire and protect 843 394 663 1,137 1,627 350 148
open space (as (18.1%) (8.4%) (14.2%) (24.4%) (34.9%)
undeveloped, conserved
land)
(B) Acquire additional 404 674 1,039 1,539 1,044 346 1.22
land and water areas for (8.6%) (14.3%) (22.1%) (32.7%) (22.2%)
developed recreation
(C) Maintain existing 463 404 490 1,098 2,250 391 134
park and recreation areas (9.8%) (8.6%) (10.4%) (23.3%) (47.8%)
(D) Provide 287 616 1,112 1,527 1,151 3.56  1.17
environmental and (6.1%) (13.1%) (23.7%) (32.5%) (24.5%)
conservation programs
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(E) Provide recreation 238 704 1,423 1,617 710 340 1.07
programs at parks and (5.1%) (15.0%) (30.3%) (34.5%) (15.1%)

recreation areas

(F) Protect wildlife and 461 388 502 859 2,492 396 1.36
fish habitat (9.8%) (8.3%) (10.7%) (18.3%) (53.0%)

(G) Build more 297 725 1,446 1,504 714 334 1.11
greenways/trails (6.3%) (15.5%) (30.9%) (32.1%) (15.2%)

(H) Build pedestrian and 367 792 1,537 1,327 671 324 1.13
cycling paths between (7.8%) (16.9%) (32.7%) (28.3%) (14.3%)

places of work, parks,
schools etc.

3. When thinking about your community, how much do you agree that the outdoor recreation
opportunities provided by your local park and recreation organization provides or supports the
delivery of the following benefits to the public? Please rate each statement on a 5-point Likert
scale from strongly disagree to strongly agree.

The highest perceived benefits were “preserves open spaces and the environment” (M=3.93) and
“enhances a sense of place and community” (M=3.83). “Makes your community a more desirable
place,” “preserves historical features in your community,” and “promotes tourism in your community”
were also high perceived benefits, all with the mean score of 3.78 (Table 1-11).

Table 1-11 Summary of Perceived Benefits from Parks and Recreation in South Dakota
Strongly =~ Somewhat Neutral ~ Somewhat Strongly Mean SD

Disagree  Disagree Agree Agree M)
Makes your community 567 256 573 1,439 1,772 378 134
a more desirable place to (12.3%) (5.6%) (12.4%)  (31.2%) (38.5%)
live
Preserves historical 95 409 1,173 1,686 1,247 378 1.01
features in your (2.1%) (8.9%) (25.4%)  (36.6%) (27.0%)
community
Preserves open spaces 109 412 833 1,597 1,652 393 1.05
and the environment (2.4%) (9.0%) (18.1%)  (34.7%) (35.9%)
Increases property 124 427 1,319 1,494 1,239 372 1.04
values in your (2.7%) (9.3%) (28.7%)  (32.5%) (26.9%)
community
Helps attract new 132 458 1,142 1,633 1,242 374 1.05
residents and businesses (2.9%) (9.9%) (24.8%)  (35.4%) (27.0%)
Helps to lower the crime 160 613 1,740 1,253 843 344 1.04
rate in your community (3.5%) (13.3%) (37.8%) (27.2%) (18.3%)
Promotes tourism in 118 434 1,086 1,687 1,279 378 1.04
your community (2.6%) (9.4%) (23.6%)  (36.6%) (27.8%)
Enhances a sense of 82 372 1,083 1,778 1,282 383 .99
place and community (1.8%) (8.1%) (23.6%)  (38.7%) (27.9%)
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Provides 154 508 1,593 1,412 927 353  1.04
programs/services that (3.4%) (11.1%) (34.7%) (30.7%) (20.2%)

benefit a

demographically diverse

population

4. How important is it that your local parks and recreation organization delivers or provides the
following Programs/services that focus on health and well-being? Please rate each statement
on a 5-point Likert Scale from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Respondents indicated the highest importance for their local parks and recreation organizations to
provide programs and services to “improve mental health and reduce stress for youth” (M=4.01),
“improve mental health and reduce stress for adults” (M=3.92), and “provide equitable access to high-
quality parks, green spaces, trails, and other built environment features” (M=3.84). The following Table
1-12 shows the results of the provision of health and well-being in parks and recreation services.

Table 1-12 Summary of Importance of Provision of Health and Well-Being Services

Extremely Somewhat  Neutral Somewhat Extremely  Mean SD
Unimportant  Unimportant Important  Important M)

Improve physical 590 292 786 1,635 1,218 3.57 1.30
health and fitness (13.1%) (6.5%) (17.4%) (36.2%)  (26.9%)
Improve mental 132 386 789 1,642 1,579 3.92 1.06
health and reduce (2.9%) (8.5%) (17.4%) (36.3%) (34.9%)
stress for adults
Improve mental 139 301 753 1,531 1,798 4.01 1.05
health and reduce (3.1%) (6.7%) (16.7%) (33.9%) (39.8%)
stress for youth
Provide opportunities 144 466 1,177 1,758 983 3.66 1.03
for social interaction (3.2%) (10.3%)  (26.0%) (38.8%) (21.7%)
Partner with local 131 458 1,308 1,631 996 3.64 1.02
government or (2.9%) (10.1%)  (28.9%) (36.1%) (22.0%)
community-based
organizations to
improve access to
health and wellness
opportunities
Promote the health 108 409 1,043 1,768 1,194 3.78 1.01
and wellness benefits (2.4%) (9.0%) (23.1%) (39.1%) (26.4%)
of parks and
recreation
Provide equitable 155 385 950 1,570 1,453 3.84 1.08
access to high-quality (3.4%) (8.5%) (21.1%) (34.8%) (32.2%)

parks, green spaces,
trails, and other built
environment features
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5. What else should we consider in developing the South Dakota outdoor recreation plan for the
next five-years?

In this open-ended question, 119 survey respondents discussed the importance of parks and green spaces
within their communities to help contribute to the quality of life for residents. Additionally, users would
like to see more access to public hunting areas. Specifically mentioned were walk-in hunting areas.
Along with that, survey respondents expressed their concern of the increasing licensing fees to hunt and
the decreasing access to public hunting land. Users would also like to see the acquisition of more land
for general use by the public. ADA accessible facilities is another consideration for the future. Creating
an inclusive and welcoming recreation environment where all individuals are encouraged to participate
regardless of ability is important.
e “Breaking barriers and improving accessibility (not only physical disabilities, but other
barriers).”
e “In my opinion, the SD State Parks are among the best anywhere. Maintain that high level of
excellence and improve where possible.”
e “Improve the quality and quantity of hunting and fishing areas and access.”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.

SECTION V: COVID-19 IMPACTS ON OUTDOOR RECREATION

This section was designed to address how the COVID-19 pandemic affected people’s participation and
experiences in outdoor recreation. Questions addressed frequency of participation, location of outdoor
recreation participation, and involvement in outdoor activities during the COVID-19 pandemic.

1. How did your frequency of outdoor activity participation change during the COVID-19
pandemic on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being a significant decrease in outdoor activity
participation and 5 being a significant increase in outdoor activity participation?

Close to half of the participants (42.8%) indicated their frequency of outdoor activity participation did
not change during the COVID-19 pandemic (Figure 1-10). There was some decrease seen with 17.2%
indicating their participation decreased significantly and 14.7% indicating their participation decreased
moderately.
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Figure 1-10 Change in the Outdoor Activity Participation During COVID-19 Pandemic
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2. How does the COVID-19 pandemic impact your participation in your favorite outdoor
activities? Please explain whether that impact was negative, positive, etc.

In this open-ended question, while a large portion of individuals expressed no impact on their outdoor
participation, a total of 328 survey respondents reported that their participation in outdoor activities was
positively impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic. Many users discussed the matter of safety and social
distancing and how outdoor activities allowed them to abide by these guidelines while also socializing
or enjoying their favorite recreational activity. Additionally, due to the closure of many businesses and
public entities, individuals had more time on their hands than usual and so chose to spend that time
outdoors. Walking, with or without a pet, hiking, fishing, hunting, and camping are a few of the outdoor
activities that users were able to participate in more often due to the pandemic.

On the flip side, 298 survey respondents reported that their participation in outdoor activities was
negatively impacted by COVID-19 due to facility closures and event cancellations. Additionally, some
respondents were fearful of contracting the virus so chose not to recreate outside the home.
Overcrowding of outdoor spaces due to many public businesses and entities being temporarily closed
was another reason users reported a negative impact on their participation in outdoor activities. The
discouragement of group events also kept respondents from their favorite activities. However, some
reported that they did begin to engage in more individual-based pursuits. The followings are direct
quotes from the participants:

e “Due to being at home, we were able to increase our outdoor use, which I would equate to a

positive impact.”
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e “Overall, it was a negative experience. We did not go out to very many activities, especially that
involved other people. We did participate in less social events like hiking and wildlife viewing.”

Please see Appendix C for all open-ended answers.

3. Where do you typically go to participate in outdoor recreation during the COVID-19
pandemic? Please select all that apply.

About half (49.1%) of the respondents went to state parks/recreation areas to participate in outdoor
recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic. Local parks/trails (38.0%) and backyards (35.0%) were also
popular areas for outdoor recreation participation. Only 12.8% indicated they stayed at home and did not
participate in outdoor recreation activities.

o 808 (12.8%) Stay at home (no participation)

e 2,203 (35.0%) Backyard

e 2393 (38.0%) Local parks/trails

e 3,087 (49.1%) State parks/recreation areas

e 1,930 (30.7%) National parks/forests/grasslands

o 1,532 (24.3%) Private properties

e 191 (3.0%) Other (please specify)

e 28 users reported that they visited lakes to participate in outdoor recreation during the COVID-
19 pandemic. Hunting and fishing on public land was another popular outdoor recreation activity
during the pandemic. Additionally, 15 individuals answered that the golf course was where they
chose to recreate during COVID-19.

4. Did you start a new outdoor activity during the COVID-19 pandemic? 4a. What new
activity/activities did you pick up during the COVID-19 pandemic?

e Yes: 1,305 (29.0%)
e No: 3,198 (71.0%)

Camping and hunting were the top two new activities picked up during the COVID-19 pandemic, with
33 users reporting such. These activities were followed by fishing and kayaking with 32 respondents
reporting these respectively. The fifth most popular activity that was acquired during the pandemic was
biking, with 24 individuals reporting this.
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5. Did you stop participating in your preferred outdoor recreation activities due to the COVID-
19 pandemic?

e Yes: 839 (18.5%)
e No: 3,667 (80.9%)
e [ did not participate in outdoor recreation activities before the COVID-19 pandemic: 26 (0.6%)

5a. Do you plan to return to your preferred recreation activities after the COVID-19 pandemic? Do
you plan to return to your preferred recreation activities after the COVID-19 pandemic?

e Yes: 716 (85.2%)
e No: 37 (4.4%)
e Maybe/Unsure: 87 (10.4%)

6. Please rate the following COVID-19 statements in relation to your outdoor recreation
experiences since March of 2020.

Participants indicated the most agreement towards the statement “I am satisfied with the outdoor
recreation opportunities provided to me in South Dakota” (M=3.71). Participants had slightly less
agreement towards the statement “I am concerned about my own personal health when recreating
outdoors” (M=2.37) as well as “I am concerned about the public’s health when recreating outdoors”
(M=2.44). Table 1-13 shows the details results of participants’ outdoor recreation experiences amid the
COVID-19 pandemic.
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Table 1-13 Summary of Outdoor Recreation Preferences related to COVID-19 Pandemic

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly Mean SD
disagree disagree agree agree (M)
I am concerned about 1,834 759 755 711 440 237 140
my own personal (40.8%) (16.9%) (16.8%) (15.8%) (9.8%)
health when recreating
outdoors.
I am concerned about 1,679 751 871 778 412 244 1.38
the public’s health (37.4%) (16.7%) (19.4%) (17.3%) (9.2%)
when recreating
outdoors.
Local recreation 172 525 1,418 1,443 927 3.54 1.06
providers provided (3.8%) (11.7%) (31.6%) (32.2%) (20.7%)
adequate outdoor
recreation
opportunities.
I am satisfied with the 153 614 861 1,608 1,249 371 1.11
outdoor recreation (3.4%) (13.7%) (19.2%) (35.9%) (27.8%)
opportunities provided
to me in South Dakota
I value outdoor 396 517 1,745 978 851 331 1.16
recreation more now (8.8%) (11.5%) (38.9%) (21.8%) (19.0)

than compared to
before the pandemic.

COMPARISON AND ADVANCED ANALYSIS
The fourth goal of the research project is to investigate the relationship between socio- demographics,
economics, and population change from the perspective of and participation in outdoor recreation. To
advance understanding of the relationship between socio- demographics and outdoor recreation
participations, advanced analysis was applied to examine how South Dakotans’ outdoor recreation
participation pattern, motivation, and constraints vary with their socio-demographics (i.e., age, gender,
education, and residential area etc.).

OUTDOOR RECREATION NEEDS 2022, 2017, & 2012 SURVEY
The following are the comparisons of the top ten “need-more” and “need-to-improve” outdoor
recreation facilities amongst the 2012, 2017, and 2022 survey results (Table 1-14):
e The 2022 survey utilized the same list as the 2017 survey, which included 11 more types of
facilities for participants to review than the 2012 survey.
e Compared to the 2017 survey, eight types of facilities remained in the top ten facilities that
participants would like more of. These include hunting areas, pistol/rifle shooting ranges,
shotgun shooting ranges, nature areas, shore fishing areas, shooting ranges archery ranges,
walking trails, RV or trailer campgrounds, and fishing areas
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e Hunting areas remained the number one area people would like to see more of. However, the
2012 survey reported a significant higher demand (52%) for hunting areas than the 2017 and
2022 results, which ranged from 31% to 34%.

e While demand for more swimming beaches went down, need for improvement of the current

facilities increased.

e Tent-camping campground showed up on the top ten “need more” list for the first time in 2022.

e Historic sites (w/ interpretation) showed up on the top ten “need to improve” list for the first time

in 2022.

Table 1-14 Comparison of Top Ten Need-More and Need-to-Improve Facilities

Need More Need to Improve

Top Ten Facilities 2022 2017 2012 2022 2017 2012
Hunting areas 31% 34% 52% 17% 17% 6%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 30 % 30% 45% 17% 14% 6%
Shotgun shooting ranges 28% 26% 41% 17% 13% 5%
Nature areas/open space 23% 23% 29% 17% 13% 5%
Shore fishing areas 25% 23% - 20% 19% -
Archery target shooting areas 21% 22% 33% - 12% 9%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 21% 20% 22% 16% 11% 6%
RV or trailer campgrounds 25% 20% 26% - 9% 8%
Fishing areas 22% 20% 38% 18% 17% 9%
Canoe/Kayak water trails - 20% - - 11% -
Facilities for boating - - 27% 18% - 10%
Swimming beaches - - 22% 21% - 10%
Tent-camping campgrounds 25% - - - - -
Historic sites (w/ interpretation) - - - 17% - -

GEOGRAPHICAL COMPARISON OF FACILITIES RESPONDENTS
The following two tables are geographical comparisons of the facilities respondents checked as “Need
More” (Table 1-15) and “Need to Improve” (Table 19). These comparisons only utilized the survey
participants who identified themselves as South Dakota residents in the following nine areas. A total
usable case might slightly vary question by question.

Table 1-15 Outdoor Recreation Facility “Need More” Comparison in South Dakota

Statewide

Sioux Falls

IBlack Hills
IAberdeen

'Watertown

ierre/FP
IBrookings

IMitchell

Huron

'Yankton

Tent-camping campgrounds

25%

19%

19%

19%

12%

-9
12% 19%

20%

13% 17%

RV or trailer campgrounds

27%

31%

20%

24%

26%

25%

28%

27%

27%

33%

Areas for backpacking

17%

18%

12%

19%

12%

10%

19%

14%

14%

13%

Picnic Areas

12%

12%

11%

13%

10%

11%

13%

9%

6%

6%

Facilities for boating

16%

18%

11%

19%

20%

17%

13%

23%

11%

20%

Swimming beaches

15%

18%

13%

16%

15%

14%

12%

12%

10%

11%

Swimming pools

13%

13%

10%

9%

13%

13%

14%

14%

12%

6%

Fishing areas

22%

25%

18%

28%

24%

19%

22%

20%

23%

20%
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Shore fishing areas 24% 30% | 18% | 30% | 27% | 25% 28% | 25% 24% | 21%
Hunting areas 31% 35% | 30% | 33% | 40% | 32% 29% | 37% 27% | 35%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 21% 25% | 17% | 23% | 12% | 18% 31% | 21% 15% 18%
Horseback riding trails 9% 5% 5% | 11% | 12% 7% 11% 9% 14% 3%
Paved trails 15% 7% | 11% | 11% | 13% | 15% 21% | 20% 9% 12%
Mountain biking trails 11% 10% | 10% | 11% 9% | 10% 12% | 12% 11% 4%
Mountain biking skills course 10% 9% 9% 10% 5% | 11% 11% | 11% 11% 4%
Fat Tire bike trails 9% 5% 8% | 13% 5% 9% 11% | 11% 7% 3%
Cross-country skiing trails 11% 7% | 12% 9% | 10% | 11% 13% 9% 5% 7%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding areas 12% 1% | 11% | 15% | 13% | 12% 13% | 12% 8% 8%
Sledding areas 17% 16% | 18% | 20% | 16% | 16% 25% | 17% 15% | 21%
Ice skating or hockey rinks (outdoor) 12% 8% 13% 10% 18% | 12% 12% | 16% 8% 11%
Snowmobile trails 8% 6% 5% 11% 8% 6% 8% 9% 8% 5%
Off-road or ATV riding areas/trails 14% 14% 8% 18% 17% | 13% 15% | 14% 14% 14%
Historic sites (with interpretation) 14% 11% 11% 17% 12% | 14% 16% | 13% 9% 13%
Nature areas/open space 23% 25% | 22% | 22% 16% | 22% 30% | 19% 21% | 23%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 16% 18% | 11% | 20% | 15% | 15% 22% | 16% 11% 19%
Pow-wow grounds 8% 6% 7% 9% 9% 7% 11% 8% 6% 4%
Playgrounds 11% 9% 9% | 13% | 11% 9% 13% 9% 12% 7%
Soccer fields 7% 5% 5% 7% 7% 6% 8% | 10% 7% 2%
Football fields 6% 4% 3% | 10% 5% 6% 8% 5% 5% 2%
Lacrosse fields 7% 3% 3% | 10% 8% 6% 7% | 13% 5% 2%
Golf course/driving ranges 9% 8% 5% | 13% | 11% | 11% 10% | 11% 13% 7%
Baseball or softball fields 9% 7% 5% 12% 10% 9% 10% | 12% 4% 4%
Skateboarding parks 8% 7% 6% 10% 10% 7% 9% 6% 8% 3%
Tennis courts 7% 5% 4% | 10% 3% 8% 9% 7% 10% 2%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 9% 7% 5% 10% 10% 6% 8% | 16% 11% 3%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 9% 7% 5% 14% 9% 8% 9% | 13% 11% 5%
Horseshoe pits 10% 8% 5% | 13% 9% 9% 8% | 13% 13% 6%
Archery target shooting ranges 21% 23% | 21% | 21% | 25% | 12% 21% | 22% 17% | 20%
Shotgun shooting ranges 28% 34% | 32% | 30% | 27% | 23% 27% | 27% 22% | 32%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 30% 38% | 36% | 32% | 25% | 26% 29% | 36% 27% | 34%
Disc golf courses 12% 11% 8% | 12% | 11% | 10% 15% | 10% 11% 8%
Dog parks 19% 21% | 19% | 21% | 14% | 23% 17% | 16% 11% 17%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 10% 2% | 19% | 21% | 16% | 14% 24% | 22% 12% | 21%
ATV skills parks 6% 10% 7% | 13% | 15% 8% 9% | 12% 12% 6%

*Note: Sioux Falls Area (N=830), Black Hills Area (N=846), Aberdeen (N=231), Watertown (N=295), Pierre (N=300),
Brookings (N=308), Mitchell (N=207), Huron (N=132), and Yankton (N=168).

Table 1-16 Outdoor Recreation Facility “Need to Improve” Comparison in South Dakota
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Tent-camping campgrounds 12% 11% 12% 12% 14% | 14% 17% | 16% 28% 19%
RV or trailer campgrounds 14% 11% 9% 15% 14% | 11% 12% | 21% 21% 11%
Areas for backpacking 13% 11% 10% 14% 12% | 15% 17% | 14% 12% 10%
Picnic Areas 16% 14% | 13% | 15% | 11% | 21% 19% | 22% 21% 12%
Facilities for boating 18% 17% | 13% | 22% | 15% | 21% 18% | 19% 22% 19%
Swimming beaches 21% 22% | 17% | 20% | 24% | 26% 28% | 27% 22% 17%
Swimming pools 13% 11% | 10% | 13% | 11% | 15% 13% | 14% 18% 11%
Fishing areas 18% 18% | 15% | 21% | 20% | 18% 18% | 25% 18% 19%
Shore fishing areas 20% 21% | 17% | 27% | 22% | 18% 18% | 25% 28% 16%
Hunting areas 17% 15% | 15% | 20% | 15% | 21% 17% | 18% 21% 14%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 16% 18% 13% 16% 16% | 17% 14% | 13% 23% 15%
Horseback riding trails 9% 6% 6% 10% 8% | 10% 10% | 11% 14% 6%
Paved trails 13% 12% | 11% | 19% | 11% | 13% 12% | 14% 24% 13%
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Mountain biking trails 9% 6% 7% | 13% 9% 9% 11% 8% 14% 4%
Mountain biking skills course 9% 6% 6% | 10% 8% 8% 10% | 14% 14% 2%
Fat Tire bike trails 8% 7% 9% 12% 8% 9% 11% | 10% 21% 2%
Cross-country skiing trails 9% 7% 9% | 12% 8% 9% 10% | 11% 21% 2%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding areas 9% 5% 7% 11% 9% | 11% 11% | 14% 16% 6%
Sledding areas 14% 14% | 13% | 19% | 15% | 10% 17% | 12% 13% 7%
Ice skating or hockey rinks (outdoor) 11% 8% 9% | 10% | 11% | 15% 12% | 15% 14% 7%
Snowmobile trails 9% 6% 3% | 12% | 11% 9% 7% | 12% 11% 7%
Off-road or ATV riding areas/trails 13% 9% | 10% | 14% | 14% | 13% 8% | 18% 24% 12%
Historic sites (with interpretation) 17% 16% 18% 17% 15% | 17% 21% | 21% 24% 12%
Nature areas/open space 17% 16% 16% 14% 19% | 17% 17% | 19% 20% 16%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 13% 11% 10% 16% 16% 13% 15% | 18% 16% 13%
Pow-wow grounds 11% 7% 9% 8% 10% | 11% 9% | 14% 16% 10%
Playgrounds 15% 13% | 11% | 14% | 17% | 18% 17% | 18% 15% 11%
Soccer fields 8% 5% 4% 8% | 10% | 13% 7% | 12% 16% 2%
Football fields 8% 4% 5% 7% 9% 9% 7% | 12% 15% 2%
Lacrosse fields 7% 3% 3% | 10% 8% 5% 5% 5% 11% 2%
Golf course/driving ranges 10% 8% 6% 13% 8% | 13% 9% | 13% 20% 5%
Baseball or softball fields 10% 7% 6% | 12% | 11% | 15% 10% | 11% 24% 6%
Skateboarding parks 8% 5% 5% 9% 8% 9% 9% | 10% 8% 4%
Tennis courts 8% 4% 6% 9% | 11% | 10% 5% | 10% 15% 6%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 9% 6% 6% 9% 10% 9% 13% | 10% 9% 14%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 10% 7% 6% 9% 14% | 13% 11% | 12% 18% 8%
Horseshoe pits 11% 9% 8% | 10% | 12% | 16% 11% | 13% 19% 7%
Archery target shooting ranges 15% 14% | 1% | 12% | 18% | 17% 17% | 17% 20% | 24%
Shotgun shooting ranges 17% 14% 13% | 21% | 20% | 19% 18% | 22% 25% 14%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 17% 14% 14% | 21% 16% | 14% 14% | 14% 28% 13%
Disc golf courses 11% 9% 6% 9% | 13% | 12% 11% | 13% 9% 8%
Dog parks 14% 13% | 12% | 13% | 14% | 16% 15% | 20% 22% 10%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 14% 11% | 14% | 20% | 12% | 17% 13% | 21% 11% 11%
ATV skills parks 9% 5% 6% | 10% | 11% 7% 11% | 10% 12% 5%

*Note: Sioux Falls Area (N=830), Black Hills Area (N=846), Aberdeen (N=231), Watertown (N=295), Pierre (N=300),
Brookings (N=308), Mitchell (N=207), Huron (N=132), and Yankton (N=168).

Provider Survey Respondent Data

As stated previously, a survey was also distributed to providers of outdoor recreation to understand their
perspectives and challenges surrounding outdoor recreation. In some cases, as one would imagine, the
providers have a slightly different perspective than the public. In addition, their challenges, or barriers to
providing outdoor recreation opportunities also vary. The following section shares both the perspective
of those who responded to the providers’ survey, as well as some comparisons of the public and provider
responses.

Section I: Benefits and Priorities in Outdoor Recreation
1. When thinking about your community or organization, how important or unimportant are each
of following considerations when making decisions about funding outdoor recreation and
conservation efforts? Please rate each statement from scale: Extremely Unimportant to
Extremely Important.

Table 1-17 below shows the range of responses for the eight considerations, ranging from Extremely
Unimportant to Extremely Important.
e “Maintain existing park and recreation areas” had highest response within extremely important at
96 responses (78.7%) and mean score of 4.60.
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e “Build pedestrian and cycling paths between places of work, parks, schools etc.” had 55.1%
participants reported as important or extremely important and the second highest mean score of
3.67.

e “Provide recreation programs at parks and recreation areas” had the third highest mean score at
3.61 and 55.1% of research participants indicated as important or extremely important.

e “Provide environmental and conservation programs” had highest response within neutral at 64
responses (53.8%).

Table 1-17 Summary of Importance of Funding efforts in Outdoor Recreation

Extremely Somewhat  Neutral Somewhat Extremely Mean SD

Unimportant Unimportant Important  Important (M)
Acquire and protect open 11 13 58 24 13 3.13 1.05
space (as undeveloped, (9.2%) (10.9%) (48.7%) (20.2%) (10.9%)
conserved land)
Acquire additional land 13 12 56 27 11 3.09 1.07
and water areas for (10.9%) (10.1%) (47.1%) (22.7%) (9.2%)
developed recreation
Maintain existing park 3 2 10 11 96 4.60 .90
and recreation areas (2.5%) (1.6%) (8.2%) (9.0%) (78.7%)
Provide environmental 8 12 64 22 13 3.17 .99
and conservation (6.7%) (10.1%) (53.8%) (18.5%) (10.9%)
programs
Provide recreation 8 8 37 34 31 3.61 1.15
programs at parks and (6.8%) (6.8%) (31.4%)  (28.8%) (26.3%)
recreation areas
Protect wildlife and fish 10 12 58 22 16 3.19  1.07
habitat (8.5%) (10.2%) (49.2%)  (18.6%) (13.6%)
Build more 10 8 45 33 23 343  1.13
greenways/trails (8.4%) (6.7%) (37.8%)  (27.7%) (19.3%)
Build pedestrian and 8 7 38 28 37 3.67 1.18
cycling paths between (6.8%) (5.9%) (32.2%)  (23.7%) (31.4%)

places of work, parks,
schools etc.

2. When thinking about your community, how much do you agree that the outdoor recreation
opportunities your organization provides or supports deliver the following benefits to the
public?

This question was used to ask how much providers agree that their outdoor recreation opportunities
provide a benefit to various public considerations. Table 1-18 shows the percentage and frequency of the
providers; “-“ reflects no responses in that category.
e “Make your community a more desirable place to live” had the highest response rate for
extremely important at 82 responses (67.2%) with mean scores of 4.52 out of 5.
e “Enhance a sense of place and community,” “Helps attract new residents and businesses,” and
“Increase property values in your community” had the second, third, and fourth highest mean
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scores, as well as a high combined percentage of “Somewhat Agree” and “Strongly Agree,” with
87.5%, 83.4%, and 77.5% respectively.

e “Preserves historical features in your community” had the highest frequency (44) of “Neutral.”

e “Helps lower the crime rate in your community” had the lowest mean score (3.73).

Table 1-18 Summary of Community Benefits to the Public
Strongly Somewhat Neutral Somewhat Strongly Mean SD

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree M)
Make your community a - 3 12 25 82 452 .77
more desirable place to live (2.5%) (9.8%) (20.5%) (67.2%)
Preserve historical features - 3 44 34 39 391 .89
in your community (2.5%) (36.7%)  (28.3%) (32.5%)
Preserve open space and the - 4 26 38 53 4.16 .88
environment (3.3%) (21.5%) (31.4%) (43.8%)
Increase property values in - 2 24 43 50 443 275
your community (1.7%) (20.0%)  (35.8%) (41.7)
Help attract new residents - 3 17 41 59 430 .81
and businesses (2.5%) (14.2%)  (34.2%) (49.2%)
Helps lower the crime rate 2 6 43 39 29 373 95
in your community (1.7%) (5.0%) (36.1%)  (32.8%) (24.4%)
Promotes tourism in your 1 5 35 32 47 399 .97
community (0.8%) (4.2%) (29.2%)  (26.7%) (39.2%)
Enhance a sense of place - 2 13 39 66 441 .75
and community (1.7%) (10.8%)  (32.5%) (55.0%)
Provides programs/services 1 3 42 33 41 392 93
that benefit a (0.8%) (2.5%) (35.0%) (27.5%) (34.2%)
demographically diverse
population

3. How important is it that your agency delivers or provides the following programs/services that
focus on enhancing health and well-being?

This question was asked to determine how important providers feel their outdoor recreation services are
for supporting their community’s health and well-being. Table 5 shows the percentage and frequency of
the providers; “- “reflects no responses in that category.

“Partner with local government or community-based organizations to improve access to health and
wellness opportunities” had the lowest mean score of 3.93, which is still relatively high on a 5-point
scale. This indicates that, overall, providers feel that the health and well-being outcomes of their
recreation programs and services are especially important.

“Provide opportunities for social interaction,” “Promote the health and wellness benefits of parks and
recreation,” “Improve mental health and reduce stress for youth,” “Improve mental health and reduce
stress for adults,” and “Provide equitable access to high-quality parks, green spaces, trails, and other
built environment features,” had the highest mean scores, as well as the highest combined percentage of
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“Somewhat Important” and “Extremely Important,” with 79.3%, 78.5%, 75.8%, 74.2%, and 71.6%
respectively.

Table 1-19 Summary of Health and Wellbeing Benefits

Extremely = Somewhat Neutral Somewhat Extremely Mean SD

Unimportant Unimportant Important  Important (M)
Improve physical health 1 3 28 37 47 409 91
and fitness (0.9%) (2.6%) (24.1%)  (31.9%) (40.5%)
Improve mental health 1 4 25 35 51 413 93
and reduce stress for (0.9%) (3.4%) (21.6%)  (30.2%) (44.0%)
adults
Improve mental health 1 4 23 31 57 420 94
and reduce stress for (0.9%) (3.4%) (19.8%)  (26.7%) (49.1%)
youth
Provide opportunities for - 4 20 36 56 424 86
social interaction (3.4%) (17.2%)  (31.0%) (48.3%)
Partner with local 1 3 38 35 39 393 920
government or (0.9%) (2.6%) (32.8%)  (30.2%) (33.6%)
community-based
organizations to improve
access to health and
wellness opportunities
Promote the health and 1 3 21 35 56 422 .90
wellness benefits of (0.9%) (2.6%) (18.1%)  (30.2%) (48.3%)
parks and recreation
Provide equitable access 1 3 29 29 54 414 94
to high-quality parks, (0.9%) (2.6%) (25.0%)  (25.0%) (46.6%)

green spaces, trails, and
other built environment
features

4. What is the level of priority that your agency places on investing in each of the following
facilities? Please rate from scale: 1= Lowest priority, 5= Highest priority, or N/A= Not
applicable.

Playgrounds were the top facility providers listed as their highest priority to invest in (49.2%). Other top
facilities to invest in included baseball or softball fields (42.1%), swimming pools/water parks (24.8%),
paved walking/biking trails (22.3%), and outdoor festival/event (20.8%).

Providers listed their lowest priorities as investing in lacrosse fields, mountain biking trails, mountain
biking skills courses, and skateboarding parks (Table 1-20).
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Table 1-20 Municipal Parks and Recreation Providers’ Facility Priority

Lowest Highest N/A
Priority Priority
Tent-camping campgrounds 21 22 19 10 2 47
(17.4%) (182%) (15.7%) (8.3%) (1.7%)  (38.8%)
RV or trailer campgrounds 13 15 20 19 10 44
(10.7%)  (12.4%) (16.5%) (15.7%) (8.3%)  (36.4%)
Picnic areas - 9 45 36 23 8
(74%) (37.2%) (29.8%) (19.0%)  (6.6%)
Facilities for boating 20 7 7 5 3 78
(16.7%)  (5.8%) (5.8%) (4.2%) (2.5%) (65%)
Swimming pool/water park 11 8 4 26 30 42
(9.1%) (6.6%) (33%) (21.5%) (24.8%) (34.7%)
Trails/parks for motorized 16 13 8 8 7 69
vehicles (13.2%) (10.7%) (6.6%) (6.6%) (5.8%)  (57.0%)
Fishing areas 13 11 10 17 6 63
(10.8%)  (9.2%) (8.3%) (14.2%) (5.0%)  (52.5%)
Walking/biking trails 8 12 17 23 16 45
(unpaved) (6.6%) (9.9%) (14.0%) (19.0%) (13.2%) (37.2%)
Walking/biking trails 5 9 14 23 27 43
(paved) (4.1%) (74%) (11.6%) (19.0%) (22.3%) (35.5%)
Mountain biking skills 27 9 6 1 3 74
course (22.5%)  (7.5%) (5.0%)  (0.8%) 2.5%)  (61.7%)
Mountain biking trails 19 12 9 2 3 75
(15.8%) (10.0%) (7.5%) (1.7%) (2.5%)  (62.5%)
Nature areas/open space 5 17 22 21 14 39
(4.2%)  (144%) (18.6%) (17.8%) (11.9%) (33.1%)
Outdoor festival/event 6 8 28 33 25 20
(5.0%) (6.7%) (233%) (27.5%) (20.8%) (16.7%)
Playgrounds 2 2 13 38 59 6
¥ (1.7%) (1.7%)  (10.8%) (31.7%) (49.2%)  (5.0%)
Golf courses/driving ranges 13 7 9 17 10 65
(10.7%)  (5.8%) (7.4%) (14.0%) (8.3%)  (53.7%)
Skateboarding parks 26 12 12 6 3 62
(21.5%)  (9.9%) (9.9%) (5.0%) 2.5%)  (51.2%)
Disc golf courses 15 11 17 14 8 56
(12.4%)  (9.1%) (14.0%) (11.6%) (6.6%)  (46.3%)
Off-leash dog parks 16 10 15 14 9 57
(13.2%)  (8.3%) (12.4%) (11.6%) (7.4%)  (47.1%)
Outdoor education facilities 16 16 20 9 4 56
(13.2%) (13.2%) (16.5%) (7.4%) (3.3%)  (46.3%)
Baseball or softball fields 6 5 15 24 51 20
(5.0%) (4.1%) (12.4%) (19.8%) (42.1%) (16.5%)
Soccer fields 14 11 13 13 10 60
(11.6%)  (9.1%) (10.7%) (10.7%) (8.3%)  (49.6%)
Lacrosse fields 27 16 3 1 3 71
(22.3%) (13.2%) (2.5%) (0.8%) (2.5%)  (58.7%)
Football fields 14 12 11 9 16 59
(11.6%)  (9.9%) 9.1%)  (7.4%) (13.2%)  (48.8%)
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5. Are there any other types of facilities your agency/organization places high priority on when
planning outdoor recreational development?

The highest priorities were placed on new equipment, and city and community owned services such as
parks, walking areas, and sport and recreation areas. Other priorities also included upgrades to older
resources, and various sports courts.

Please see Appendix D for the list of open-ended answers.

Section II: Organization and Community Information

1. What is the best description of the park and recreation agency/organization with which you are
affiliated?

The first question of the provider’s survey asked what the best description of the park and recreation
agency/organization with which respondents were affiliated. 93.4% of survey participants were affiliated
with a “local and municipal parks and recreation agency” (N = 128). One research participant (0.7%)
was affiliated with a “state agency”, one individual (0.7%) stated “non-profit private organization”, and
5.1% (N = 7) stated “other”.

Other affiliation with parks and recreation agencies or organizations came mostly from city funded areas
such as parks and municipalities. Some responses mentioned not having a park space in their cities or
just having city council or mayor areas

‘ 2. What is the population of your town, city or county based on the latest census? ‘

The second question asked for the population size of the city in which providers were providing their
services. A total of 139 individuals responded to this question. Below is a graph that shows the
responses. 46.8% (N = 65) stated “less than 5007, 42.4% (N = 59) stated “500-4,999”, and

10.9% (N = 15) stated “more than 5,000” (Figure 1-11).
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Figure 1-11 Population of Survey Participants: Town, City or Country
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‘ 3. What is the zip code of your community/municipality/county office?

Please see Appendix D for the list of zip code of community/municipality/county participating the
survey.

4. Does your community/municipality/county have a Parks and/or Recreation Department that
employs at least one dedicated individual providing park and recreation services?

Approximately 41.5% of the survey respondents (N = 56) reported that their
community/municipality/county have at least one dedicated individual providing park and recreation
services, while majority (58.5%, N = 79) do not have at least one dedicated individual providing park
and recreation services. The survey participants who selected “No” in this question were asked to
answer the following question (Question 5) what other unit of city government provides recreation
services for the community.

5. If'there is not a Parks and/or Recreation Department, is there another unit of city government
provides recreation services for the community?

e Yes:29(36.3%)
e No: 51 (63.7%)
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6. Does your community/municipality/county have a Parks and Recreation Board?

e Yes: 48 (35.3%)
e No: 88 (64.7%)

7. Does the community/municipality/county offer recreation programs for persons 17 years old
and younger?

8. Does the community/municipality/county offer recreation programs for persons 18 years old
and older?

The following two questions were designed to acquire information about adult and youth programs.
Figure 1-12 shows percentages:
e Programs for adults “yes” (N = 44) versus “no” (N = 90),

e Programs for youth “yes” (N = 71) versus “no” (N = 65) Figure 1-12 Recreation Programs for
Youth and Adults

Figure 1-12 recreation Programs for Youth and Adults

Adult programs

= No

Youth programs

] HYes

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

9. Does your community/municipality/county jointly provide park resources with another non-
governmental unit? 9a. If yes, please specify organization and what resource/program/service
is provided with this partnership.

This question was designed to gain insight into the types of partnerships and collaborations that
providers utilize to offer programs and services. Figure 1-13 shows percentages. Respondents indicating
“Other” were asked to specify. If respondents answered “yes” to any of the following, they were asked
to specify the organization and what resource/program/service is provided with the partnership; please
see Appendix D for the list of open-ended answers.

e School systems (N = 28)

e Non-profit organizations (N = 25)
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e Public works department (N = 25)
e Faith-based organization (N = 11)
e Local health department (N = 7)

e None (N =78)

e Other (N =30)

o Park resources were also provided by the association of the
community/municipality/county with non-governmental units such as community
organizations and education services, youth groups, American legion, parental provision
of sport groups, library and maintenance departments, leagues for various sports and non-
profit programs. These have not only provided park resources but have also led to
transportation and funding for different recreational programs in some areas.

For respondents who answered yes: The partnerships also included collaborations with multiple
community and local agencies and programs. Local services and organizations such as schools, hospitals

and sport clubs have also helped for some aspects of providing these services to residents.

Figure 1-13 Resource/Program/Service Collaboration

School systems [T 20.0%
Non-profit organization _ 17.9%
Public works departments [N 13.6%
Faith-based organization [N 7.9%
Local health department [ 5.0%
Other Y 21.6%
None [ 557%

10. What programs/services does your agency typically offer (prior to COVID-19)? ‘

This question was asked to get a sense of what programs/services these providers typically offer to their
community (prior to the pandemic). Figure 1-14 shows the percentages. Respondents who indicated
“Other” were asked to specify; please see Appendix D for the list of open-ended answers.

e Sports leagues/tournaments/programs (N = 59)

e Community events (N = 56)

e Health and wellness programs (N = 17)
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e Emergency response services (N = 16)

e Outdoor education Programs (N = 16)

e Social connection opportunities (N = 15)

e Outdoor health and wellness programming (N = 14)

Fitness classes (N = 14)

Enrichment classes/programs (N = 12)

Connecting people to social resources (N = 7)

Others: The programs/services that were offered in association with these partnerships also
included community halls and centers that provided access to various fitness centers, sports
grounds for golf, swimming, etc. general play areas and summer recreational areas.

Figure 1-14 Programs/Services Typically Offered

Sport leagues/tournaments/programs [T 42.1%
Community events [ 40.0%
Health and wellness programs [N 12.1%
Emergency response services _ 11.4%
Outdoor education programs [N 11.4%
Social connection opportunities [N 10.7%

Outdoor health and wellness programming [ 10.0%
Fitness classes [ 10.0%

Enrichment classes/programs [N 8.6%

Connecting people to social resources [N 5.0%
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11. What is your organization’s approximate annual parks and recreation budget? This figure
should include funds from all sources associated with operating, managing, and maintaining
your parks and recreation programs/facilities, and associated capital improvements.

This question was asked to gain a general sense of what the annual operating budgets are for South
Dakota’s municipal parks and recreation providers. Percentages can be seen in Figure 1-15.

Less than $50,000 (N = 80)
$50,001 - $500,000 (N = 31)
$500,001 - $1,000,000 (N = 6)
$1,000,001 - $5,000,000 (N = 8)
e Greater than $5,000,000 (N = 1)
e Unsure (N =3)

Figure 1-15 Annual Parks and Recreation Budget
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12. Please indicate all the funding sources that currently support your organization. ‘

This question was asked to determine sources of funding that these organizations use to support their
programs and services. Municipal budget/taxes were most prevalent, with 80.0% of providers indicating
this as at least one of their funding sources. Table 1-21 highlights the other sources of funding.

Most other funding came from the county or in the form of maintenance services from the town. Some
responses also stated that no funding was provided.

Table 1-21 Funding Sources for Municipal Parks and Recreation in South Dakota

Funding Sources Frequency Percentage (%)
Municipal budget/taxes 112 80.0
Donation 52 37.1
Federal grants 32 22.9
Program fees 31 22.1
State or regional grants 30 214
License, permit, special use, or event fees 25 17.9
Payment for goods/services 24 17.1
Membership fees 24 17.1
State budget /taxes 22 15.7
Sponsorship 18 12.9
Private foundation grants 16 114
Federal budget/taxes 7 5.0

13. During the past three years, most municipalities/counties have experienced parks and
recreation budgetary stress. What has your experience been in your community or area of
responsibility?

This question was asked to gauge what the state of budgetary stress has been on community recreation
providers the past three years. Approximately 70% (N = 91) of survey participants said their
organization did not experience a change in budget, while 17% (N = 22) research participants indicated
a reduced budget, and 13% (N = 17) experienced an increase in budget. Figure 1-16 highlights
percentages.
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Figure 1-16 Parks and Recreation Budget Change

mReduced budget ~ ®No change to budget M Increased budget

13a. If you experienced a reduced or increased budget, what was the approximate percentage of
change? 13b. What was the cause of change in budget?

The following is the summary of the open-ended responses. Please see Appendix D for the list of open-
ended answers.

e Within the remaining responses, 51% of respondents stated a decreased budget primarily due to
COVID-19 that eventually resulted in closure of services or temporarily held off projects. Other
reasons included lack of funding, sales taxes and population declination. 49% of these
respondents however stated an increased budget due to acquiring grants, increased prices, and
upgraded facilities.

e Changes were observed because of COVID-19. Lack of funds, maintaining upkeep on closed off
projects and lack of participants during this time led to a reduced budget for some organizations
however, for others, this pandemic provided an opportunity to upgrade their resources, acquiring
grants, relocate money to save costs, and receive community investments that resulted in an
overall increased budget.

14. Which of the following has your agency/organization done during times of financial shortfall?
(Check all that apply)

This question was asked to determine how these providers compensate for the financial shortfall. Figure
1-17 highlights how 47.1% of survey participants indicated that their organization seeks grant funding,
while other alternative funding sources included sponsorship or donation, increased user fees, reduced
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staff or services, fundraisers, or increased taxes. However, 32.1% of respondents indicated that their
organization does not compensate for financial shortfall.

Respondents who indicated “Other” were asked to specify; please see Appendix D for the list of open-
ended answers. Agencies/organizations also had to find ways to save funds while simultaneously
keeping up with the maintenance of their services during times of financial shortfall.

Figure 1-17 Additional Sources for Financial Shortfall
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Section III: Impacts of COVID-19 on Parks and Recreation

1. Did your agency/organization cancel/postpone/close any programs or facilities due to COVID-
19?

This question was used to understand the impact that the COVID-19 pandemic had on specific
facilities/programs. Table 2 highlights how even though approximately 20-30% (apart from playgrounds
66%) of community/senior centers, swimming pools, fitness facilities, special events, sports leagues, and
playgrounds remained operating during the pandemic, these facilities/programs were still greatly
impacted by closures/cancelations/postponements. Whereas facilities such as camping areas, golf
courses, nature areas/open spaces, trails, picnic areas, and splash pads did not experience the same level
of closures.

Table 1-22 Facility/Program Impacts of COVID-19

None Some Most All N/A
Playgrounds 83 14 3 17 8
(66.4%) (11.2%) (2.4%) (13.6%) (6.4%)
Camping areas 59 1 2 58
(49.2%) 0 (0.8%) (1.7%) (48.3%)
Sports leagues 40 23 6 10 39
(33.9%) (19.5%) (5.1%) (8.5%) (33.1%)

1.52



South Dakota SCORP Chapter 1 — South Dakota Overview

Special events 33 29 12 12 34
(27.5%) (24.2%)  (10.0%) (10.0%) (28.3%)

Golf courses 42 4 69
(36.5%) (3.5%) 0 0 (60.0%)

Nature areas/open spaces 64 3 0 0 49
(55.2%) (2.6%) (42.2%)

Fitness facilities/rec centers 22 12 1 11 69
(19.1%) (10.4%) (0.9%) (9.6%) (60.0%)

Trails 57 1 57
(49.6%) (0.9%) 0 0 (49.6%)

Picnic areas 86 7 5 5 17
(71.7%) (5.8%) (4.2%) (4.2%) (14.2%)

Swimming pools 40 10 1 18 52
(33.1%) (8.3%) (0.8%) (14.9%) (43.0%)

Splash pads 22 3 1 86
(19.6%) (2.7%) 0 (0.9%) (76.8%)

Enrichment programs 21 11 2 78
e (18.8%) (9.8%) 0 (1.8%) (69.6%)

Community/senior centers 25 28 1 8 54
(21.6%) (24.1%) (0.9%) (6.9%) (46.6%)

2. Were there any other outdoor recreation facilities or programs that were
canceled/postponed/closed due to COVID-19?

Most outdoor summer sport and recreation programs (e.g., swimming, events, etc.) and tournaments
(e.g., baseball, softball, disc golf, etc.) were cancelled due to COVID-19 impacts.

Please see Appendix D for the list of open-ended answers.

3. Did your agency/organization create new park or recreation programs or services in response
to COVID-19?

e Yes: 6(5.0%)
e No: 115(95.0%

4. What kind of programming did your agency/organization add in response to COVID-19?
(Select all that apply)

This question was asked to get an idea about what kind of programming was added in response to the
pandemic. Of the programs and services that were added in response to the pandemic, five participants
included outdoor health and wellbeing programming, while both emergency response services and
connecting people to social resources through referrals each had two participants indicating such
programs. Social connection opportunities for older adults and online gaming/activities were both listed
by one participant.

1.53



South Dakota SCORP Chapter 1 — South Dakota Overview

e Outdoor health and wellness programming — N =5 (3.6%)

e Emergency response services — N =2 (1.4%)

e Connecting people to social resources through referrals — N =2 (1.4%)
e Social connection opportunities for older adults — N =1 (0.7%)

e Online gaming/activities — N =1 (0.7%)

e Mental health and wellness programming — N = 0

e Virtual health and wellness programs for older adults — N =0

e Virtual health and wellness programs for youth — N =0

e Virtual fitness classes — N =0

5. Does your agency/organization anticipate keeping any of these programs/services post-
pandemic?

Of the six organizations that added new programs (Question 4), five said that they plan on keeping these
services, while one said that they are unsure.

6. What other impacts, positive and/or negative, has COVID-19 had on your
agency/organization’s parks and recreation operations?

There were a lot of other affects due to the pandemic. Most of the negative effects were during the initial
period of the pandemic when many of the agencies and organizations were forced to close. During this
time, funds were still being spent for the upkeep of the facilities however, due to the lack of participation
there was no significant income. Nevertheless, after the gradual opening of the facilities, there was a
surge of participants and the increased fees due to all the maintenance and upgrades done during the
closure helped bring in increased funds and led to a positive change for various organizations.

Please see Appendix D for the list of open-ended answers.

Section IV: Challenges in Providing Outdoor Recreation

1. The following are potential concerns outdoor recreation providers may face. How much of a
challenge, if at all, are each of the following concerns? Please indicate the level of
challenge/concern for that topic within your organization or community currently, from “Not a
challenge (1)” to Major challenge (5)”.

Outdoor recreation providers listed creating new park and recreation facilities as a major concern
providers face (M = 3.87). Other major concerns include developing alternative revenue for parks and
recreation (M = 3.56), budgeting or allocating funds for operation and management (M= 3.41),
recruiting and retaining quality staff and volunteers (M = 3.37), maintaining existing recreation
infrastructure or resources (M = 3.87), and enhancing outdoor recreation opportunities on public land
(M= 3.35). Providers’ also listed concerns about determining how to use limited resources for various
recreation needs from the public and responding to new types of outdoor recreation activities as
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moderate to major challenges. On the other hand, South Dakota’s providers’ lowest concern was
adapting to serve ethnic minorities (M = 2.04).

Please see the detailed results in Table 1-23.

Table 1-23 Summary of Challenges of Parks and Recreation Providers

Level of Challenge Not Slight  Somewhat Moderate Major M SD
Maintaining existing recreation 7 20 37 15 28 335 124
infrastructure or resources (6.5%) (18.7%) (34.6%) (14.0%) (26.2%)

Creating new park and 8 11 16 24 48 3.87 1.30
recreation facilities (7.5%) (10.3%)  (15.0%) (22.4%)  (44.9%)
Enhancing outdoor recreation 16 15 24 24 28 331 139
opportunities on public land (15.0%) (14.0%) (22.4%) (224%)  (26.2%)
Collaborating with other 24 14 27 23 19 299 140
government or non-profit (22.4%) (13.1%)  (25.2%) (21.5%)  (17.8%)

organizations for outdoor
recreation services

Recruiting and retaining quality 17 13 19 28 29 337 142
staff and volunteers (16.0%) (12.3%)  (17.9%) (26.4%)  (27.4%)
Building public awareness of 23 15 29 28 11 290 1.30

outdoor recreation opportunities  (21.7%) (14.2%)  (27.4%) (26.4%)  (10.4%)
in the community or state

Advocating the benefits and 26 17 32 20 11 275 1.30
importance of outdoor (24.5%) (16.0%)  (30.2%) (18.9%)  (10.4%)

recreation related public

services

Budgeting or allocating funds 13 17 22 22 32 341 1.39
for operation and management (12.3%) (16.0%)  (20.8%) (20.8%)  (30.2%)

Developing alternative revenue 10 12 24 26 32 356 130
for parks and recreation (9.6%) (11.5%) (23.1%) (25.0%) (30.8%)

Responding to new types of 16 11 27 36 13 318 1.25
outdoor recreation activities (15.5%) (10.7%)  (26.2%) (35.0%)  (12.6%)

Adapting to serve ethnic 46 24 20 9 4 204 1.16
minorities (44.7%) (233%)  (19.4%) (8.7%) (3.9%)

Adapting to serve aging 30 24 24 18 8 252 1.29
population (28.8%) (23.1%)  (23.1%) (17.3%) (7.7%)

Determining how to use limited 14 13 26 29 21 329 130

resources for various recreation  (13.6%)  (12.6%) (25.2%) (28.2%)  (20.4%)

needs from the public

Providing parks and recreation 16 22 21 29 18 3.10 1.33
related facilities/services that (15.1%) (20.8%) (19.8%) (27.4%)  (17.0%)

meet the needs of people with

disabilities

Keeping up with technological 31 20 18 18 15 267 144
changes for management (i.e., (30.4%)  (19.6%) (17.6%) (17.6%)  (14.7%)
registration/reservation system)

Staying current with social media 30 21 23 15 16 268 142
and technological trends in (28.6%)  (20.0%) (21.9%) (14.3%)  (15.2%)

promotion and marketing
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Attracting younger generations 28 13 24 27 13 2.85 1.39
to participate in outdoor (26.7%)  (12.4%) (22.9%) (25.7%)  (12.4%)

recreation

Improving public health and 23 14 38 22 8 279 122

active living through providing  (21.9%) (13.3%) (36.2%) (21.0%) (7.6%)
outdoor recreation

Providing access and 19 16 28 27 16 3.05 1.32
opportunities for people with (17.9%) (15.1%) (26.4%) (25.5%)  (15.1%)
disabilities

2. What are other challenges related to parks and recreation that your community faces in
planning for the future?

Many of the challenges faced by recreation providers are due to funding aspects. Lack of funds lead to
not being able to upgrade or plan any new services or resources. Other reasons are due to environmental
restrictions, lack of staff and volunteers, and community support limitations.

Please see the open-ended responses in Appendix D.

3. What else should we consider as we develop the South Dakota outdoor recreation plan for the
next five-years?

Aspects to consider for the 5-year recreational plan mainly focused on creating funding and grant
opportunities for older and smaller communities, developing and maintaining relationships between
larger and smaller communities to provide the possibility of future collaboration for recreation
programs, and increasing awareness about the various programs and services that are already available
to people.

Please see the open-ended responses in Appendix D.
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South Dakota, as described previously, is a state largely blessed with infinite variety — from the glacial
lakes in the northeast, to the central plains and glory of the Missouri River, to the majestic Black Hills in
the west. With this variety comes an array of outdoor recreation opportunities. However, in addition to
the opportunities, South Dakota is also faced with many challenges. The vastness of the state, with large
expanses of sparsely populated areas, hundreds of small towns with declining and aging populations, a
society where both parents are working to afford the costs of raising a family, and even Mother Nature
and her great range in weather conditions test outdoor recreation providers in their efforts to meet the
needs of the state’s residents.

As with any statewide task, recognizing these challenges aids in identifying the ways to improve outdoor
recreation opportunities in the state. They charge us to pinpoint the needs and wants of our citizens,
while inspiring us to be diligent in focusing on the best and most equitable approaches to outdoor
recreation. This list is not meant to point out the faults of the state in any way, as undoubtedly, most
states in our region our dealing with similar challenges. Instead, by recognizing the challenges that
outdoor recreation participants and providers confront, we are better able to consider these issues and
respond appropriately with the right opportunities moving forward.

Following, in no order, are some of the challenges South Dakota has and will continue to evaluate as we
develop the strategies to successfully provide outdoor recreation opportunities across the state.

Challenge: Population Shifts

South Dakota continues to see significant shifts in the population make-ups across our towns, cities and
counties. While certain South Dakota counties have seen significant drops in population since 2010, the
thirty-three counties that experienced the decrease in population only account for approximately a little
over 15% percent of the state’s total population. Conversely, the top seven counties that saw increases in
population of over 10% from 2010-2020 make up over 52% of the state’s population. Therefore, the loss
of population from largely rural counties is far less than the gains more populous counties, such as
Lincoln, Mead, Union and Minnehaha Counties, are seeing.

Options for smaller, rural communities are often limited to focusing on preservation of the most basic
and sustainable forms of outdoor recreation by maximizing their resources. It is not surprising, as these
communities are trying to hang on to what they have, that over 78% of provider survey respondents
indicated their top funding priority as maintaining existing parks, as opposed to building new.

In South Dakota, collaboration with other communities, groups and organizations is typically necessary
to achieve even the most basic services in small communities. Over 58% of provider survey respondents
indicated their community or county does not have a dedicated individual providing park and recreation
services. In most of these cases, communities rely on the public works or maintenance department, or
split the parks and recreation responsibilities among various city staff or departments. However, many of
these communities also collaborate with local citizens, non-profit organizations or volunteer groups
including youth centers, youth groups, school districts, sports associations and other local organizations
to meet their needs. These partnerships foster community pride and active volunteers, but often literally
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take the entire community’s involvement to provide outdoor recreation activities and maintain the
community’s facilities.
Communities seeing increases in population also have their share of struggles and must be able to invest
and react to the increasing demands of a growing and diversifying population. Although these
communities might have park and recreation departments or dedicated staff, respondents indicated other
challenges in providing outdoor recreation, including:

e Educating the public that investment in outdoor recreation is important and a good use of public

funds

e (Coordinating with developers

¢ Finding the time and resources to plan for future park and recreation needs

e Keeping up with the demand for new park and recreation facilities

e Acquiring land for parks and to preserve open space

Another inferred result of the population migration from rural areas to cities, is the request for access to
more public land. As South Dakotans move off farms and into large or even small towns, the lack of
access to land for hunting and other outdoor recreation activities may increase. Respondents stated that
hunting and fishing areas are becoming overcrowded. Respondents also prioritized the acquisition and
protection of open space and protecting wildlife and fish habitat, along with acquiring additional land
and water areas as being the most important consideration when funding outdoor recreation efforts.

Challenge: Elderly Population

The elderly segment of South Dakota’s population provides both needs and opportunities. Accessible
recreational opportunities are needed to sustain a healthy lifestyle. Retirees also provide many
opportunities for volunteer programs, especially to encourage recreation with children and
grandchildren, as well as mentor programs.

Fifty-five percent of those responding to the public survey indicated they were over the age of 45. Forty-
two percent indicated they were over the age of 54. In short, during the duration of this SCORP, these
respondents will age into the over 50 and over 60 age groups.

Public Survey participants were asked what other facilities/areas/amenities should be considered when
promoting South Dakota’s outdoor recreation legacy for the next five years. Based on participants’
open-ended responses regarding other facilities/areas/amenities that should be considered in South
Dakota, a significant number of survey participants stated that aging was their number one barrier to
outdoor recreation. They suggested several ways outdoor recreation providers can better accommodate
the aging population’s needs. Paved and easier walking trails would allow the aging population to
engage in outdoor recreation more. Users also thought programming for different age groups would also
be beneficial. Along with more general parking, users expressed the need for more ADA parking by
outdoor recreation facilities.

Additionally, respondents asked for more multi-generational experiences. As our population ages, it is
more likely that grandparents and other older South Dakotans are more apt to participate in activities
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with younger family members or in groups. Over 40% of respondents indicated they typically participate
in outdoor activities with family/friends with children or in groups.

Challenge: Both Parents Working

South Dakota ranks sixth in the nation for having two working parents with children under the age of 6.
This provides challenges for parents to set aside time as a family to participate in recreation or fitness
activities. With both parents working, a higher percentage of children may be placed in daycares or after
school programs where outdoor and physical activity may be limited or more confined for safety
reasons. In addition, more children may be under the care of grandparents or older members of the
community, leading to the need for multi-generational activities and programs.

Opportunities exist for recreation providers to offer quality activities geared towards families and
provide maximum flexibility for hours and days of availability to the public. Also, recreation providers
can locate and market parks and facilities that are closer to daycares, youth centers and schools. This
will help to engage kids in both activities that promote fitness and an appreciation of the outdoors.

Due to limited time together, respondents seemed to prioritize more family time and better educational
opportunities for children. When asked what else should be considered in the South Dakota outdoor
recreation plan for the next five years, respondents asked for more activities that families can participate
in together, as well as more family-oriented areas and facilities. In addition, respondents asked for more
activities that appealed to children, to try to get them outside and within nature and appealed to the need
to get children involved when they are young, as they are the future stewards.

Challenge: Low Incomes

Twelve percent of South Dakotans live below 100 percent of the federal poverty level (FPL). This
number increases significantly in single parent families. Whether below the poverty level or not, survey
respondents indicated, through their responses, either their use or the need for lower cost outdoor
recreation activities. For example:

e Over 29% of respondents frequented local/municipal parks more than any other option. These
community parks and facilities are typically free to use, except for a few activities, such as the
swimming pool or organized league play.

e When asked about perceived barriers to outdoor recreation, the most popular constraints for
participating included activity fees are too high, admission fees are too high or equipment costs
are too high.

e Overall, in the public survey analysis, both residents and nonresidents expressed the need to
lower fees for annual park passes and hunting and fishing licenses.

e People also stated that increasing prices are discouraging them from participating in outdoor
recreation.

e  When asked what should be considered in developing the outdoor recreation plan for the next
five years, respondents indicated cost and the need to stop raising prices so the youth can afford
to hunt and fish.
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Public survey respondents also indicated their need for activities close to home and with low
participation cost in how they responded to where and which activities they participate in most
frequently.

e Over 68% of respondents enjoy most of their outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota.

e The public survey indicated 119 respondents referenced the importance of parks and green
spaces within their communities.

e When asked what other outdoor activities survey respondents participated in, in addition to those
specifically listed, the highest response rates for respondents with children included the low-cost
options of playing at a playground, picnicking and lawn games.

e The leading trail activities for respondents were walking on paved or natural surface trails.

e The second highest water-based activity was swimming at the beach.

e The highest ranking winter activity was sledding.

e The highest ranking wildlife related activity was shore fishing, with wildlife viewing in 4th and
birdwatching in 5th.

Challenge: High Obesity and Inactivity Rates

According to the South Dakota State Plan for Nutrition and Physical Activity to Prevent Obesity and
Other Chronic Diseases 2015-2020 (PNPA), chronic diseases pose a major health challenge in South
Dakota, but many of these diseases and related deaths can be prevented with lifestyle changes, including
physical activity and healthy eating. The most recent obesity data from the 2020 South Dakota
Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System indicates that 37% of South Dakota (SD) adults are
overweight and 33% of SD adults are obese. This statistic puts adult obesity up 9% since the last
SCORP. In addition, 22 % of South Dakotans reported no leisure time physical activity or exercise
outside of work.

According to the SD Department of Health’s School Height and Weight Report: South Dakota Students
2020-2021 School Year, over 39.2% of South Dakota children and adolescents, ages 5 to 19, are either

overweight or obese. This number is up from the 37% reported in the last SCORP. According to the SD
Department of Health’s 2013 Youth Risk Behavior Survey, a shocking 72% of youth were not meeting

the physical activity guidelines of 60 minutes a day.

Also, according to the PNPA, several disparate populations in South Dakota are disproportionately
affected by health issues, including obesity. These disparate populations include those:

e with low socioeconomic status,

e with physical disabilities,

e in rural and underserved locations, and

e Native American populations.

Challenge: Winter

South Dakota is known for cold winters. With snow and high winds added to the mix, only 66% of
public survey respondents indicated participating in winter outdoor recreation activities. Leading the
pack for winter activities are downhill skiing/snowboarding, sledding and ice fishing. The participation
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number for ice fishing put this activity in third place, but it was the leader in frequency. Although many
of the state’s larger communities have indoor ice hockey programs, very few respondents indicated
playing hockey outside.

Availability of the resources for outdoor activities varies across the state due to topography, climate and
services. The terrain in most areas east of the Black Hills reduces the opportunity for downhill skiing
and snowboarding. Likewise, open winters without sufficient snow can limit snowmobiling,
snowshoeing and cross-country skiing options. Also, the lack of equipment and, in some cases,
instruction can limit how much residents are involved in outdoor winter recreation.

With proof of an aging and somewhat inactive population, the real threats of slippery ice, bitter cold and
disorienting snow can reduce outdoor recreation activities and pose a challenge to outdoor recreation
activities in the winter.

Challenge: Technology

The debate over the impact of technology on outdoor recreation activities is likely one that will continue
for years to come, with strong cases on both sides of the line. One can argue the increased use of
computers, video games, and other technology has come at the expense of leisure time available for
outdoor recreation or physical activity, especially among our youth who may spend hours a day gaming,
participating in social media or watching TV. On the other hand, the craze of Pokémon Go sent
thousands of players into the great outdoors in search of imaginary creatures.

When asked why they participate in outdoor recreation, over 40% of participants reported they
participated to experience peace/tranquility or for relaxation, while just 40% indicated they participated
in outdoor recreation to escape their daily routine. However, when driving through most campgrounds in
South Dakota, you will likely see RVs with more technology inside and out than some South Dakota
homes. Undoubtedly, the age-old debate between primitive camping and full hook-ups with WIFI will
continue. Likewise, discussions on trail cameras and the use of other such equipment in hunting and
depth finders and the like in fishing will be ongoing.

The challenge surrounding technology, therefore, may best be described as figuring out where
technology fits into outdoor recreation opportunities. The answers to how technology can be used to
attract people into the great outdoors and where the use of technology should be limited will likely
continue to change as quickly as technology itself.

Challenge: Fears of the Outdoors

Sensationalized accounts of rare incidents, crimes and injuries that can occur while recreating outdoors
have fostered a form of fear that often precludes individuals, families, and children from partaking in
outdoor activities. The reality is that obesity and other health risks from too little physical activity is
likely a greater risk than most encountered in the outdoors. At the same time, fear of the outdoors creates
a society of misunderstanding and low appreciation for the natural environment.
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Although outdoor safety should continue to be of utmost importance as we design for and provide
outdoor recreation, the biggest challenge surrounding the fear of the outdoors will be to reach out to
those unfamiliar with the outdoors and help educate them on the opportunities. In addition, providing
classes and mentors with the skills to introduce new participants to outdoor recreation in a safe and
inviting manner will be a challenge for agencies and communities to continue with the generations to
come.

Challenge: Universal Accessibility
Often referred to as ADA accessibility, the challenge of universal accessibility or the concept of
providing opportunities for the largest segment of our communities is always in need of solutions,
especially as we provide outdoor recreation opportunities. When public survey respondents answered
the question on what can be done to improve their ability to engage in outdoor recreation activities, a
wide array of ideas was put forth, including the need for:
e More wheelchair accessible boat ramps and fishing docks, as well as shore fishing areas
e A review of regulations regarding crossbows and ATV use in hunting, as well as special seasons
e More accessible camping cabins and campsites, but also improved surfaces in the campgrounds
and lighting to assist with moving around safely at night
e More accessible trails, including seating areas or places to rest
e Improvements to restrooms and parking areas, especially at boat ramps, docks and other outdoor
recreation facilities
e Increased programming for people with disabilities or the inclusion of more staff to assist with
current programs. Ideas ranged from kayaking to activities at ranger stations.

Some of the challenges surrounding accessibility often come merely with the definition. Often, the first
thought goes to a person in a wheelchair or other mobility aid devise, when our survey respondents
replied that old age was their number one barrier to outdoor recreation. In other cases, outdoor
recreationalists may include someone with a broken arm, someone who uses a walker, or a child with a
sight or hearing impairment. Providing access to the largest segment of our community is the challenge
to consider as we look at all our outdoor recreation opportunities and facilities.

Challenge: Time

Although listed here separately, time is a challenge that likely overlaps several other if not all other
challenges. When asked about perceived barriers to outdoor recreation, lack of time was identified as the
main hurdle by the public survey participants. In families where both parents work, there is a struggle to
find time with family, let alone to spend that time recreating outdoors.

Likewise, outdoor recreation providers identified finding time and resources to plan for future park and
recreation needs as a challenge. However, time is an underlying factor in many of the other challenges,
such as finding enough people ‘with the time’ to volunteer to help with projects or finding ‘the time’ to
identify and pursue funding opportunities or ‘the time’ to educate the public and city officials on the
importance of outdoor recreation facilities.
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Regardless of the viewpoint, considering time as a key factor in the strategies for providing outdoor
recreation opportunities is a must.

Challenge: The Need for More

This challenge combines several items, identified by public survey participants, which fit into a common
theme of needing more. When asked about barriers to outdoor recreation, participants indicated
overcrowding as a barrier with campsites hard to book, fishing and hunting areas becoming more
crowded and the desire for more programming for outdoor recreation as examples of areas that need
more. When asked if there is a need for more facilities, participants

responses indicated a need for more hunting areas, shooting ranges, nature areas, fishing areas, archery
ranges, trails and campgrounds, to name a few. When asked about the most important considerations for
funding, two of the top four answers focused on the need for more, including the need to acquire and
protect open space and acquire additional land and water areas, while several other considerations infer
the need for more protection of wildlife and fish habitat and more maintenance of existing park and
recreation areas.

The need for more rises to the top in other responses and categories, as well. This plan has already
identified the need for more family-oriented areas and facilities, the need for more public hunting and
access areas, and the need for more boat ramps and docks, to name a few. In addition, more trails come
to the top of many respondents’ list, including everything from more cross-country ski trails to more
ATV trails, to more walking trails. The need for more diverse recreational opportunities also came to
light, such as more rock climbing and zip lining opportunities, more pickleball courts and more
geocaching opportunities in parks.

When considering the facilities/areas/amenities that should be used to promote South Dakota’s outdoor
recreation legacy for the next five years, 180 users discussed camping, making it the most common
answer among respondents. As has been previously mentioned, the need for additional campsites
throughout the state was expressed. Additionally, respondents commented on the difficulty of finding
available campsites if you are unable to reserve early within the 90-day window. Hunting and fishing
were two other common responses from survey participants.

To show that providers are making strides towards the public demand for more, a comparison table in
the public survey report indicates a drop in requests for more hunting areas, pistol/rifle ranges and
shotgun ranges. The table shows a 17%-21% decrease in public demand, although there remains a strong
28%-31% request for more. Since 2012, facility development has increased across the state for public
shooting ranges (like the new range in Watertown) and access to leased hunting land for public hunting
has been expanded through programs like CREP in the James River and Big Sioux River watersheds.

Regardless of what exactly the ‘more’ is describing, survey participants tend to respond with ‘we need
more...’, rather than ‘we need less... .
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Challenge: Communication

As with almost any topic, decision, workplace or family issue, communication is at the heart of many
outdoor recreation challenges. A lack of awareness as a barrier to outdoor recreation was indicated by
29% of respondents. Some of the challenges relative to communication are expected and often easily
fixed with more or improved communication efforts or the use of a different medium. Other
communication challenges are more difficult to resolve and may require different approaches to achieve
a good resolution.

When asked about barriers to outdoor recreation, survey respondents stated they would like to see more
information regarding programs and events posted on easily accessible mediums like social media.
Others suggested updating websites to make it easier to navigate and find specific information.
Likewise, when asked what should be considered for outdoor recreation for the next five years,
respondents suggested that outdoor recreation providers offer more information about different outdoor
recreation activities, that providers publicize events more online and create more user-friendly websites
to find information about different events and activities. Other respondents offered encouragement for
items like more updated maps and better signage.

As mentioned above there are some other communication items that take a different approach to resolve
an issue. In numerous cases, improved communication can possibly eliminate the need for other actions.
For example, there may not be a need for more ADA accessible campsites or cabins, but there may be a
need to communicate how many and where ADA accessible campsites and cabins are located across the
state. Some respondents indicated difficulties in accomplishing certain tasks, such as booking a campsite
or purchasing a license. In addition to improving a website, some form of education or how-to
communication may also help in this case.

Although it may not be an obvious location to some, the communication challenge may also be a good
place to house the challenge of differing viewpoints and perspectives. Several of these items were
apparent in the survey responses:

Full hook up vs. primitive campsites

More ATV trails vs. no off-road vehicles

Resident vs nonresident rules, regulations and fees

Advance vs. same day reservations

Communication covers the challenges of discussion, education, interpretation, promotion, balance,
perspective, priorities, planning and many other topics beyond websites and event announcements.
Often, the challenge is using the right communication tool to accomplish the goal or resolve the task.

Challenge: Priorities and Funding

Identifying priorities and finding funding are often two tasks that go hand in hand. Although provider
responses to the survey communicated loud and clear that funding outdoor recreation is their top
challenge, deciding what aspect of outdoor recreation gets the limited funds is almost as difficult.
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When the public was asked what they perceived as the most important consideration for funding, their
ranking was as follows:
1. Protect wildlife and fish habitat (53%)
Maintain existing park and recreation areas (47.8%)
Acquire and protect open space (34.9%)
Provide environmental and conservation programs (24.5%)
Acquire additional land and water areas (22.2%)

e

However, when providers were asked their top consideration when it came to funding, it was split
between (1 & 2) with a response over 70%.

Tables within chapter one and included in the public survey show the Need More and Need for
Improvement lists, respectively, as identified by public survey respondents. The Need More list is
topped with hunting areas, pistol/rifle shooting ranges, shotgun shooting ranges and nature areas/open
spaces. From the other perspective, respondents to the provider survey list playgrounds, swimming
pools, basketball or softball fields and paved walking/biking trails as their top four priorities for
investing funds. However, one needs to remember that most providers responding are affiliated with
local and municipal parks (93.4%).

Regardless of the priorities for any given location or type of park, the level of funding is one of the top
challenges. In responding to questions on their budget, 17% of providers indicated a reduced budget,
with 70% experience no change in budget. With essentially 87% of providers in a reduced budget
situation, park and recreation providers rank their top challenges as maintaining existing recreation
infrastructure or resources, creating new parks and recreation facilities, recruiting and retaining quality
staff and volunteers, allocating funds for operation and management, and developing alternative revenue
sources,

Other provider funding challenges, not previously discussed in this plan include:
e Replacing versus repairing
¢ Funding existing and creating new facilities
e Not enough revenue to help maintain the parks
¢ Finding funding for smaller communities
e Meeting resident expectations on a small-town budget
e Increase funding opportunities
e Making it easier to get grant funds

Challenge: COVID-19

The COVID-19 pandemic brought about major changes to when, where, how and why people
participated in outdoor recreation. About half (49.1%) of the respondents went to state parks/recreation
areas to participate in outdoor recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic. Local parks/trails (38.0%)
and backyards (35.0%) were also popular areas for outdoor recreation participation. Only 12.8%
indicated they stayed at home and did not participate in outdoor recreation activities.
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This almost overnight explosion of people seeking outdoor recreation put major strains on some already
weak budgets and staffing. Fifty-one percent of recreation provider respondents

stated a decreased budget primarily due to COVID-19 that eventually resulted in closure of services or
temporarily held off projects.

Changes were observed because of COVID-19. Lack of funds, maintaining upkeep on closed off
projects and lack of participants during this time led to a reduced budget for some organizations
however, for others, this pandemic provided an opportunity to upgrade their resources, acquiring grants,
relocate money to save costs, and receive community investments that resulted in an overall increased
budget.

While this change happened immediately in 2020, current use has somewhat dispersed back to pre-
COVID levels. Careful consideration had to be made on whether to ramp-up services, opportunities and
staffing to handle the COVID-19 pandemic-fueled thirst for outdoor recreation. As some providers
expected, the high levels of people looking for alternatives to their typical recreational activities slowly
reverted to pre-COVID levels with over 85% of respondents indicating this change.
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As mentioned in the previous chapter, the list of challenges can be daunting. However, as South Dakota
looks to the future, outdoor recreation providers need to consider these challenges to be successful in
meeting the state’s needs. The following chapter recognizes these challenges and identifies the strategies
necessary to move the state’s outdoor recreation opportunities forward, not only for the next five years,
but for future generations, as well.

It is important to remember that although prepared by the South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and
Parks (GFP), this is not a plan for GFP or the Forest Service or the National Park Service or any other
provider to accomplish alone, nor can it be. It will take municipalities, counties, agencies, organizations
and private providers working together to bring this plan to life. One of the most important concepts to
glean from the challenges in the previous chapter is the diversity of the challenges. Likewise, it will take
a diverse group of providers to overcome the challenges.

Often, providers may think they need to be everything to everyone, when the key to a successful SCORP
may be recognizing which provider has the best opportunity to be the most effective with certain
strategies. If the Forest Service is already successful in providing OHV/ATYV trails, then perhaps there
isn’t a need for the Bureau of Reclamation to try to do the same thing. Likewise, cities and counties have
an opportunity to collaborate with developers to acquire property and set aside park land as communities
grow, where the Forest Service may not. In turn, GFP may have the staff, technical expertise, access to
land and water, and the partnerships to improve fish and wildlife habitat on a large scale, where
communities and counties may not. Likewise, private providers have the option of delivering a variety
of opportunities, that due to policy, regulations or even public perception, state or federal agencies may
not be able to accomplish.

In short, one provider doesn’t need to have all the pieces, but if each provider joins in the process with
their own one or two pieces — it is possible to complete the entire statewide puzzle.

Before delving into the strategies, it is important to revisit what this plan means for the state of South
Dakota. This is the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan.

Statewide: This plan covers from North Sioux City, Union County, to Ladner, Harding County, and
from Ardmore, Fall River County, to White Rock, Roberts County, and every community and county in
between. Whether the outdoor recreation opportunity occurs in Sioux Falls, population 192,517 or
Hillsview, population 2, or any city, town or burg in between, this plan should include something that
applies to all areas of the state. Likewise, if you are one of the 917 people that live in Jones County or
the 197,214 people that live in Minnehaha County, you should be covered. Whether you live in one of
the fastest growing suburbs in Lincoln County or on the prairie in the middle of Perkins County you,
too, should be covered by this plan.

Comprehensive: This plan covers all types of outdoor recreation providers in the state, including
municipal, county, state, federal, tribal and private providers. City, county and tribal parks, campgrounds
and ballfields; State Parks and Recreation Areas; State School and Public Lands; National Parks; Bureau
of Reclamation reservoirs; National Forests and Grasslands; National Fish and Wildlife areas; Corps of
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Engineers properties; as well as private ski resorts, golf courses, country clubs, snowmobile renters and
guides, fishing and hunting guides and all other providers of outdoor recreation should benefit from the
information in this SCORP and should use it as a planning tool moving forward. But this plan reaches
beyond the easily apparent providers of outdoor recreation to those entities, agencies and businesses
who may not be as obvious, but are critical to the state’s outdoor recreation opportunities, including
schools, rehabilitation and health care centers, daycare facilities, colleges and universities, boys and girls
clubs, other state and tribal agencies, such as the Departments of Health and Agriculture, and the many
other agencies and organizations that encourage, teach and promote the benefits of outdoor recreation.
The list of people covered by this plan would also not be complete without the numerous local, state and
national organizations and partners, including rodeo and horse trail riding clubs, various biking and
mountain biking organization, fishing and hunting clubs and organizations, shooting clubs and ranges,
rock climbing groups, bird watching clubs, conservation and habitat groups and the hundreds of other
organizations that mentor future generations, fund projects, maintain habitat and dedicate their time and
efforts to insure outdoor recreation stays at the forefront of our South Dakota heritage.

Outdoor Recreation: As numerous as the people, places and organizations covered in this plan, so are
the types of outdoor recreation. Even though there are many outdoor recreational activities listed in
Chapter One, this plan is just the tip of the iceberg. However, although every type of recreation doesn’t
appear in print in this SCORP, the participants responded and their priorities, barriers, participation
levels, comments and ideas appear in the statistics of the report and are included in the complete 2022
South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation Public Survey Report prepared by SDSU.

Plan: As the name implies, this document doesn’t identify specific projects. It is not a set of
construction documents. It doesn’t include specifications or step by step instructions, nor is it a
mandated call to action. It is a plan, a tool, a course of action. Plan: a method of acting, doing,
proceeding, developed in advance. Plan: a written account of intended future course of action aimed at
achieving specific goals or objectives. Plan: a method of achieving something that you have worked out
in detail beforehand. Although the definition varies slightly from dictionary to dictionary, the intent is
consistent. This plan provides the method needed for South Dakota to continue to meet the outdoor
recreation needs and provide future opportunities for South Dakotans. It is the road map that will guide
us through the next five years.

The following strategies are a guide for the state of South Dakota’s outdoor recreation providers and
their cooperative partners and programs, including the Land and Water Conservation Fund. These
strategies are established to address the challenges faced by the outdoor recreation providers in the state
of South Dakota and to offer a plan to accomplish the goal of providing outdoor recreation
opportunities, while encouraging healthy lifestyles and protecting the natural environment.
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Strategy #1 — Provide and promote year-round, diverse outdoor recreation opportunities for
South Dakotans of all ages, interests, economic status and ability.

e Develop additional diverse outdoor recreational facilities and renovate/replace existing ones to
meet current demands.

= Continue to identify the facilities desired by people who recreate outdoors in South
Dakota and provide a diverse range of traditional and new and emerging activities,
including trails (to work and school, mountain biking, cross country skiing and
UTV/ATV), rock climbing, zip lining, pickle ball courts, archery and shooting ranges, as
well as more areas for fishing, hunting and exploring of open space.

= Identify funding to renovate and replace existing structures, such as pools, playground
equipment and playfields, especially in small towns.

= Develop more amenities for water activities, including updating boat docks and ramps,
creating urban fishing opportunities, improving access points and trails for kayaking and
canoeing and updating beach facilities.

= Provide options for people that chose to recreate with pets and develop/manage facilities
to decrease conflict between folks with and without pets.

e Meet the public’s diverse outdoor recreation desires through collaboration among providers,
maximizing staff talents and time, and incorporating volunteers.

= Seek people in the community who have the backgrounds with different outdoor
recreation activities to share their experiences through educational opportunities.

= Identify persons and organizations with shared goals and services to create collaborative
programs that share resources.

= (Co-host programs and events with both public and private entities, such as schools,
communities, federal agencies, state departments, YMCA/Y WCA:s, clubs, organizations,
private businesses and others to maximize outreach and opportunity.

e Provide more universally accessible outdoor recreation facilities and opportunities.

= Reduce the impacts of aging and disabilities as barriers to outdoor recreation by
providing opportunities and facilities suitable for the aging and those participants in
outdoor recreation with disabilities. These facilities and opportunities may include
wheelchair accessible boat ramps and docks, accessible shore fishing and hunting
areas/opportunities, accessible camping cabins/camp pads and campground facilities, and
accessible trails, seating areas, kayaking and parking areas.

= Identify and provide more programming for outdoor recreation enthusiasts with
disabilities or physical limitations.

= Evaluate and modify regulations and policies, as needed, to improve accessibility to
outdoor recreation opportunities, such as regulations regarding crossbows, the use of
ATVs and special seasons.

= Conduct annual reviews of outdoor recreation facilities, involving persons with varying
abilities, to identify potential hazards, barriers and opportunities for participants in
outdoor recreation activities.
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Design and construct outdoor recreation facilities for varying ages, mobility and ability
levels, especially playgrounds, trails and the like, so that multiple age and mobility
groups can enjoy the experience.

e Identify and promote outdoor recreation activities that can be enjoyed in the shoulder seasons
and winter.

Provide educational and equipment rental opportunities for adults and children to learn
more about winter activities including ice fishing, snowshoeing, cross country skiing and
other low-cost outdoor winter activities.

Collaborate with clubs and winter sport organizations to mentor and introduce citizens to
winter activities, including instruction on proper outfitting, safety, equipment and
training.

Provide safe opportunities for youth, elderly and citizens with disabilities to continue to
recreate outdoors in the winter, including snow removal ordinances on sidewalks and
maintaining trails for winter use.

Identify overnight lodging opportunities that can be packaged with activities.

e Increase the number of activities suitable for busy and working families, youth and the elderly.

Develop programming and activities that provide opportunities for mentors, grandparents
and staff to teach youth about specific outdoor recreation activities, when parents may not
be available for activities.

Explore programming at diverse times and days of the week to accommodate the
schedules of busy and working families.

Locate park and recreation facilities and outdoor recreation opportunities near daycares,
senior centers and family-centered neighborhoods and fill the areas in the state where
there are gaps in recreation opportunities.

Concentrate family-oriented activities in high family use times, so limited family time
can be spent recreating together.

Provide a wide range of activities to cover an array of age and ability levels.

Select specific activities that appeal to children to try to get youth interested in being
outside and with nature, to develop the state’s stewards of the future.

e Develop and provide outdoor recreation opportunities that can be enjoyed with minimal financial
investment.

Provide park and recreation areas so that every South Dakotan has an outdoor recreation
activity within a half mile of where they live or, at a minimum, access to an outdoor
recreation activity.

Seek funding and equipment opportunities to keep costs for equipment or access as low
as possible.

Provide outdoor recreation equipment that can be borrowed or rented for a minimum fee.
Evaluate and set fees to provide for equitable use whenever possible.

Promote the use of community parks and open spaces, public land and other low-cost
opportunities.
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Collaborate with partners and other outdoor recreation providers to share resources and
keep costs to a minimum.

e Continue to research and analyze information about South Dakotan’s needs and demands for
outdoor recreation.

Provide additional opportunities for citizens to communicate their thoughts, through
targeted surveys, comment cards, social media, public involvement and visiting with
people one on one during park and recreation activities.

Utilize research conducted by other agencies, including the National Park and Recreation
Association, the Society of Outdoor Recreation Professionals, the National Association of
State Park Directors, the National Center for Disease Control, the Outdoor Industry
Association, the South Dakota Department of Health and the South Dakota Office of
Tourism.

Involve researchers to assist in research design, implementation and analyzing data,
including South Dakota university researchers and students.

Use the SCORP as an excellent base for research and conduct ongoing research
throughout not only the year of the SCORP update, but the five years between SCORP
updates.

Conduct research and utilize existing research to keep outdoor recreation professionals on
the right track, which is especially critical when funding is limited.

Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCF projects pertinent to this strategy:

e Projects that provide for universal access to outdoor recreation opportunities when the
availability of other federal matching fund programs is not possible or practical.

e Land purchases for parks and recreation areas near underserved communities, the youth, the
aging population and other gaps in opportunities across the state.

e Opportunities to develop diverse outdoor recreation opportunities, including new and emerging
activities, as well as traditional South Dakota activities.

e Projects that provide facilities and opportunities at affordable costs and encourage family-
oriented recreation.
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Strategy #2 — Maintain and improve existing park and recreation areas, open spaces and facilities

for outdoor recreation opportunities.

e Continually evaluate existing parks, facilities and services regarding maintenance needs, safety
standards and ways to better protect the environment.

Encourage cities, counties, state and federal agencies to build and maintain GIS
inventories and asset management programs to continually evaluate maintenance needs
and schedule preventative maintenance projects to maintain existing outdoor recreation
properties and facilities.

Promote long range planning for open space and park and recreation areas to help
identify, scope and design projects far in advance of when the projects are needed, to
assist in fund identification, allocation and budgeting.

Continue to develop partnerships between federal, state, county and municipal agencies,
as well as private and non-profit groups, to maintain and manage open space and park
and recreation areas, including facilities, habitat, plant and animal species, and historical
and cultural resources.

Identify additional funding sources that can be used to maintain existing open space,
parks and facilities.

Develop alternative revenue streams for parks and recreation to aid in funding
maintenance and operations.

Advance preventative maintenance plans and programs to prolong the life of outdoor
recreation facilities and more effectively use limited outdoor recreation funds.

Invest resources into aging infrastructure, public facilities and support facilities that are
needed to maintain at least minimum standards.

e Recruit and retain quality staff and volunteers.

Promote ongoing training to teach staff about preventative maintenance approaches and
safe management of parks and open spaces.

Assist with and promote programs with colleges and universities that offer park
management, park and recreation administration, habitat management, fish and wildlife
biology, landscape design/architecture and other programs that develop future open space
and park and recreation staff.

Improve staff and volunteer programs, including training, volunteer housing and other
benefits, to solicit and retain quality volunteers and staff.

e Be vigilant against potential threats, including fires, floods, pollution, infestations, over- use and
abuse of outdoor recreation lands.

Continue to train staff in controlled burning and firefighting methods and coordinate with
appropriate agencies, as needed.

Research common and alternative methods for land management and protection.
Continue to monitor small head dams.

Collaborate amongst agencies to fight insect infestations, including the pine beetle,
Emerald Ash Borer and others.
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=  Monitor and act in areas where there is over-use and/or abuse of the land, such as
compaction on trails, erosion and other negative impacts to park lands and waters.

Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCEF projects pertinent to this strategy:

e Projects that maintain, improve or update existing outdoor recreation facilities, when the
availability of other federal matching fund programs is not possible or practical. Projects may
include playgrounds, sports courts and fields, trails and tracks, swimming pools and other
renovated facilities. Maintenance is defined as a major maintenance activity to prolong the life of
an existing facility that might otherwise be deemed unusable.

e Projects that improve or update an existing facility to increase participation in an outdoor
recreation activity.

e Outdoor learning centers and interpretive facilities that educate the public on open space
management, threats to outdoor recreation resources and maintenance and care of land, water,
historical and cultural resources.

Strategy #3 — Acquire and protect South Dakota’s open space and natural resources for future
outdoor recreation opportunities.

e Acquire property for open space and park and recreation opportunities in locations that are in
areas of or have a high likelihood for future development.

= Develop policies and planning guidelines to require open space to be preserved and park
and recreation areas to be reserved in community and regional development plans,
especially in high growth areas.

= Seek and develop funding opportunities for the purchase of open space and park land,
including park and open space development fees or land donations, endowments, grants
and other funding generators designed for this purpose.

= Provide guidelines for establishing park lands in new developments.

e Identify and acquire properties to conserve and protect the state’s natural resources, especially
those that are unique and in need of preservation due to plant and animal species or geological,
soil or water features.

= Evaluate areas with unique features in need of protection and determine the best course of
action to achieve protection, including acquisition, management or other preservation
techniques.

= Conduct plant and animal species inventories to identify the presence of rare and
endangered species.

= Seek funding or partnerships for land acquisition and protection.

e Identify and acquire properties to meet the state’s recreation needs, especially near urban areas or
areas where there are significant gaps between recreation opportunities.
= Complete a statewide GIS inventory of park facilities.
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= Determine areas in the state where there are significant gaps in outdoor recreation
opportunities, where South Dakotans live more than 2 mile from a park or do not have
reasonable access to a park, community center or outdoor recreation facility

= Acquire property or management rights for properties where outdoor recreation
opportunities may be introduced to fill the gap.

Evaluate and acquire properties or establish easements adjacent to park lands to properly protect
and manage existing parks.
= Identify parks at risk from encroachment through urbanization, housing and commercial
development.
= Seek funding to purchase land that is at risk.
=  Work with willing landowners on management rights or easements.

Take immediate measures to protect highly sensitive historical, cultural and archeological
resources through acquisition or cooperative management alternatives.
= Assess lands that have valuable historical, cultural and archaeological findings and seek
ways to protect them.
= Implement management practices on existing park lands to preserve and protect
historical, cultural and archaeological resources.

Continue to form partnerships and collaborate amongst municipalities, counties, tribes, state and
federal agencies, private providers, South Dakota landowners and organizations to acquire and
protect South Dakota’s open space and natural resources.

Identify opportunities to eliminate local, state and national funding limitations and policies that
negatively impact the ability of outdoor recreation providers to acquire properties and hire staff
to properly manage the properties.

Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCF projects pertinent to this strategy:

Land acquisitions for park areas and open space in areas subject to encroachment by
development, either in areas of new growth or areas adjacent to existing parks and outdoor
recreation areas.

Land acquisition in areas where populations are underserved and there are gaps in public open
space and outdoor recreation opportunities.

Land acquisitions where immediate action is needed to protect the state’s natural, cultural or
archeological resources
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Strategy #4 — Protect and improve the state’s fish and wildlife habitat for outdoor recreation
opportunities.

e Manage fish and wildlife habitat to optimize outdoor recreation opportunities within social, fiscal
and biological constraints.

= Utilize partnerships between public and private landowners, land managers and wildlife-
focused organizations to acquire areas with existing habitat or potential to improve fish,
wildlife and associated habitat.

= Jdentify and acquire or secure management of areas important for fish and wildlife
habitat.

= Develop funding resources or partnerships to aid in the acquisition or management of
areas vital for fish and wildlife habitat.

=  Work with private landowners to encourage placement of land into management
agreements, conservation easements, endowments, trusts or other such programs to
protect habitat for future generations.

e Continue to increase land conservation and improve wildlife and fish habitat.
= Improve pheasant and other wildlife and fish habitat for both conservation and hunting
and fishing opportunities.
= Conserve and maintain prairie and grasslands.
= (Collaborate and develop partnerships and promote involvement in organizations that
educate, assist with and develop conservation and habitat development.

e Manage properties to protect and improve fish and wildlife habitat.

= Continue to refine and follow statewide species and habitat management plans.

= Educate private and public landowners on the management of property to maintain and
improve fish and wildlife habitat.

= Educate public and private landowners on the value of pollinator plots and continue to
expand the acreage of pollinator plots across the state.

= Increase or maintain private landowner participation in conservation programs.

= Manage noxious weeds, invasive species, and woody encroachment to reduce impacts on
desired habitats.

= Identify priority habitats, including both intact native communities and non-native
habitats, for enhanced conservation, restoration, and management activities.

= Promote collaboration with conservation partners and universities to leverage funding for
research, inventory, restoration and management activities.

= Continue to identify and develop funding opportunities for habitat management and
protection.

e Improve and increase public access to fish and wildlife related outdoor recreation opportunities.

=  Provide family fishing/hunting and introductory and advanced fishing/hunting clinics and
coordinate fishing and hunting opportunities for people with developing skill sets.

3.10



South Dakota SCORP Chapter 3 — Outdoor Recreation Strategies

Establish a program where mentor groups and individuals take novice anglers/hunters,
senior anglers/hunters, and people with disabilities fishing/hunting a few times per year.
Develop partnerships between municipalities and other parties to identify opportunities
and funding sources for urban fishery creation, enhancement and maintenance.

Evaluate current license structures, application processes, fees, rules and regulations to
enhance fishing and hunting opportunities.

Improve and increase fishing access and public land hunting access.

Develop opportunities with private landowners to access inaccessible (landlocked) public
lands.

Increase quality private land hunting access, and inventory, evaluate and promote current
access programs for private land.

Improve and increase access to diverse outdoor recreational opportunities related to fish
and wildlife habitat, including birdwatching, wildlife viewing, nature photography, plant
identification and viewing, canoeing and kayaking, trails, interpretation, trapping, archery
and shooting ranges

Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCEF projects pertinent to this strategy:

e Projects to improve and increase access to diverse outdoor opportunities related to fish and
wildlife habitat, including docks, platforms, shore fishing, shooting sports, trails, wildlife
viewing platforms and other such projects when the availability of other federal matching fund
programs is not possible or practical.

e Projects that promote habitat education and interpretation.

e New and improved access to public land for fishing and hunting when the availability of other
federal matching fund programs is not possible or practical.

Strategy #5 — Educate, promote and improve communications related to outdoor recreation

opportunities.

¢ Fliminate or reduce fears associated with outdoor recreation.

Provide educational sessions and myth buster sessions to eliminate the fears that
sometimes preclude individuals, families and children from recreating in the outdoors.
Introduce South Dakotan’s who have never participated in outdoor recreation activities to
a variety of opportunities to familiarize them with the outdoors and help gain a comfort
level with the natural environment.

e Promote opportunities to use technology as a benefit to outdoor recreation, instead of a detractor.

Develop maps, educational information, scavenger hunts, geocaching activities and other
similar tools to attract high technology users into parks and recreation areas.

Use social media to inform and promote classes, educational opportunities and events to
potential participants, giving plenty of advance time and information.
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= Update outdoor recreation websites to make it easier to navigate and find information on
licensing, events, activities, classes, volunteer experiences and other opportunities to
interact with park and recreation, habitat and conservation programs.

e Improve maps, signage and other online and site-specific tools to guide participants in planning
activities and finding their way at around trails, nature areas and other park and recreation
facilities.

e Improve communication relative to ADA accessible facilities, licensing regulations, class
schedules, reservations and other items identified in the public survey where clearer
communication and additional information is needed to alleviate frustrations, inform outdoor
participants and introduce participants to more opportunities.

* Improve websites to provide information in a user-friendly atmosphere.

= Utilize social media, where appropriate to communicate quickly, yet accurately with busy
youth and families.

= Review current communication techniques for accuracy and effectiveness in reaching all
outdoor recreation participants and, perhaps most importantly, those residents of the state
who are not currently participating in outdoor recreation activities.

e Continue and expand the efforts to involve the public in the conversation on outdoor recreation
in South Dakota.

= Jdentify and use the appropriate public involvement opportunities to discuss outdoor
recreation with the public.

= (Collaborate with outdoor recreation clubs and organizations to educate and provide the
public with accurate information on outdoor recreation topics and initiatives.

= Provide the venue and the tools for citizens to be involved in decision making processes
and share their viewpoints and perspectives.

e Provide relevant and effective educational and interpretive programs.

* Provide quality training for parks and recreation staff, maximizing efforts to inform and
educate the public about outdoor recreational opportunities and programs.

= Define a suitable and appropriate program and activity inventory for each park, park
facility, community, agency or provider and continuously evaluate the effectiveness of
each program in meeting the community’s or provider’s goals.

= Partner with other communities, agencies and organizations to share expertise, equipment
and programming to maximize efforts and investment in outdoor recreation
programming.

= Vary programming and educational sessions to broaden the reach and increase the
effectiveness of the interpretive and educational message, concentrating specific
programs on families, adults, youth, the elderly, persons with disabilities, South
Dakotan’s not currently participating in outdoor recreation, participants already beyond
the entry level program and looking for more, and other such groups.
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Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCEF projects pertinent to this strategy:

e Projects that focus on amphitheaters, interpretive shelters, visitor centers and other such on-site
tools to aid in interpretation, communication and education at parks, public open space and other
outdoor recreation facilities.

Strategy #6 — Be a compelling voice for action when it comes to making outdoor recreation a

priority in people’s choices to improve their health and lifestyle.

e Promote parks as the state’s largest wellness centers, where the public can find a wide variety of
individually initiated physical activities, as well as staff-led events.

Make mileage information for trails and park roads easily available to walkers and
runners.

Offer free or low-cost use of recreation equipment by park visitors to encourage physical
activity. lL.e., discs for disc golf.

Host physical activity-focused programs, such as snowshoe lessons, nature walks, canoe
and kayak lessons or organized bike rides.

Provide geocaches in the parks to get people out walking while using technology.
Incorporate mileage information into interpretive signs for park trails to encourage users
to learn while exercising.

Partner with the SD Department of Health and other health focused organizations to
include health messages in program and activity guides, reservation letters, park and
recreation publications, and other opportunities to promote physical activity and healthy
eating when enjoying outdoor recreation.

Encourage the use of the local trails, sidewalks, playgrounds and other such common
community facilities as physical activity centers for all ages.

Use the state park system’s Fitness Passport Challenge and other similar programs
offered by other agencies, to encourage families to stay active in the outdoors.

e Promote the concept of getting youth active outdoors and involved in natural resource protection
through educational programs, the media and events.

Offer many family-oriented programs, so parents can bring their children and join them
in park and outdoor recreation activities.

Provide the media with more public service announcements and press releases
concerning the importance of getting outdoors and the opportunities available.

Create interpretive products (I.e. brochures, site bulletins, exhibits).

Stimulate interest in going outdoors by providing learning opportunities online.
Capitalize on printed opportunities such as the children’s section of the South Dakota
Conservation Digest, community newsletters and other such publications to educate the
public about getting outdoors.

Develop and promote challenging youth-oriented programs, such as junior naturalist or
junior park ranger programs.
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e Start or continue to participate and cooperate with the Department of Health on the Healthy
South Dakota program to provide recreational equipment and programs for park and recreation
facility users. Efforts include promoting the importance of physical activity and healthy
lifestyles, purchasing equipment for public use at parks, and programs offering health-themed
programs in the parks.

e Identify and pursue funding, such as Department of Transportation administered Transportation
Alternatives grants, for projects that provide walking and biking facilities to promote and
increase active transportation (walking, biking), walking to school and work and other such
activities in neighborhoods and communities.

e Continue to support and promote the SD Healthy Concessions Model Policy in communities,
parks, and on city grounds.

e Involve older adults through volunteer work, intergenerational activities, and older age- specific
programs.

= Target retirees for volunteer opportunities.

= Plan special events for grandparents and grandchildren.

= Offer programs specifically for seniors, such as community walking clubs, mid-week
kayak lessons and morning exercise classes in community parks.

* [dentify partnerships, such as the American Association of Retired Persons (AARP), to
collaborate and promote outdoor programming events to take place in county, city, state
and federal properties.

e Plan family-oriented activities to promote physical activity, unity, memories and the desire to
return.

= Offer family outdoor challenges to get the whole family involved and active in the
outdoors.

= Promote activities for all ages, including parents and grandparents, rather than just
focused on the children,

= Provide outdoor recreation opportunities that make it as easy as possible for the entire
family to participate, such as a nature hikes on a surface suitable for a baby stroller,
mobility aid device or walker; provide benches for resting along trails; diaper changing
tables in restrooms and other such facilities to allow the whole family to be involved.

e Provide low cost or no cost opportunities to introduce all income levels to outdoor recreation and
physical activities in the outdoors.
= Offer open houses, free days or free introductory classes that give participants the
opportunity to explore certain parks and activities without a high initial investment.
= Work with partners, organizations, private providers, sponsors and volunteers to pool
resources, knowledge and equipment to keep costs low while providing the experience
and opportunity to as many participants as possible.
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Priorities ranked HIGH for local and state LWCEF projects pertinent to this strategy:

e Projects that provide healthy, outdoor recreation activities for children and youth.

e Projects and facilities that provide healthy, outdoor recreation activities that will serve currently
underserved populations based upon statewide averages and identified gaps in opportunities.

e Projects that provide healthy, outdoor recreation activities for persons with disabilities and the
aging population.

e Projects that provide healthy, outdoor recreation activities year around or encourage winter
outdoor recreation activities.

e Projects that promote appreciation and protection of our natural, historical and cultural resources
as part of the outdoor recreation activity.
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INTRODUCTION

Prairie wetlands are a dominant feature across much of South Dakota’s prairie landscape and play an
important role in the hydrologic cycle that maintains the state’s water resources. Conservation of
wetlands of all types is a vital component of the state’s broader goals of improving management and
protection of its water and wildlife resources. Prairie wetlands provide many benefits to all South
Dakota citizens, both rural and urban. Wetlands benefit the state’s water resources by: storing flood
waters and slowing runoff to streams, rivers and lakes; recharging groundwater aquifers; stabilizing
stream flows; and removing pollutants from the water by trapping sediments and contaminants and
recycling nutrients. Prairie wetlands are perhaps the most diverse, productive and important wildlife
habitats found in South Dakota. This diversity of wetland habitats and associated grasslands are vital to
maintain a wide variety of wetland dependent game and non-game wildlife species. South Dakota
wetlands and grasslands provide some of the North America’s most intact and important breeding and
brood rearing habitat for waterfowl. Wetlands with dense stands of emergent cover such as cattails also
provide important winter cover of economically important resident wildlife such as ring-necked
pheasants and white-tailed deer. Prairie wetlands annually provide important recreational opportunities
for many outdoor recreation activities including hunting, fishing, trapping, bird- watching, photography
and boating.

The Prairie Pothole Region (PPR) covers nearly 300,000 square miles and includes portions of
Minnesota, lowa, North and South Dakota, Montana and the Canadian provinces of Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba. Nearly all of South Dakota east of the Missouri River was glaciated during
the last ice age and is considered part of the PPR. The PPR is the most critical waterfowl breeding
habitat in North America. While it encompasses only 10 percent of the waterfowl breeding habitat in
North America, it can produce greater than 50 percent of the continental duck population during wet
years (Batt and others, 1989). In the contiguous 48 states, 87 percent of the ducks breed in the four
prairie pothole states. South Dakota is usually ranked number two in total waterfowl production.
However, during wet years, South Dakota wetlands and associated nesting cover (e.g. Conservation
Reserve Program grass cover and remaining native prairie) produce more waterfowl than any other state
in the lower contiguous U.S.

Over 50 percent of the Prairie Pothole Region's original wetland base has been converted to other land
uses. During the 20 years from the mid-1950s to the mid-1970s, such losses averaged 458,000 acres
annually. Dahl (1990) estimated that lowa has lost nearly 90 percent of its’ original wetlands. The same
author also concluded that the lower 48 states have lost an estimated 53 percent of all wetlands since the
late 1700s.

According to National Wetlands Inventory data, wetlands and deep-water habitats account for over 2.2
million acres or slightly less than 10 percent of eastern South Dakota’s landscape (Johnson and Higgins,
1997). Fortunately, South Dakota has managed to conserve more of its’ wetlands than all the
neighboring Prairie Pothole states. Dahl (1990) estimated that about 35 percent of South Dakota
wetlands have been lost since settlement with most losses related to agricultural development. More than
80 percent of wetlands lost were located east of the James River. In a more recent report, Dahl (2014)
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estimated that 2.8% of all wetlands in the SD PPR were drained from 1997-2009. Remaining wetlands,
especially those embedded in cropland, have been altered directly through wetland consolidation where
one or more basins are drained into other basins, effectively altering hydrology. Because of frequent
tillage practice of adjacent uplands, wetlands also face indirect threats of sedimentation, nutrient, and
chemical runoff impacting wetland health and consequently influencing plant and animal trophic
systems. Past and continuing rural and urban development have also contributed significantly to the total
wetland loss in the state. Significantly increased agricultural drainage, as well as continued
urban/suburban development in the last several years in eastern South Dakota will likely result in
increased frequency of flooding.

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

In November 1986, Public Law 99-645 was passed by Congress. This legislation is also known as the
Emergency Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Act). Section 303 of the Act requires the inclusion of
wetlands in Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plans. This chapter is South Dakota's
assessment and target for accomplishments in wetland acquisition, restoration and protection under the
provisions of the Act and the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan.

AUTHORITY

The authority for the development of this Wetlands Chapter to the South Dakota Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) is Section 303 of the Act. Other funding for both wetlands
acquisition and restoration is also provided for by the Act.

The South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks has the authority for the conservation and
protection of all wildlife. South Dakota Codified Law 41-2-18 states, "The department ... shall have the
power to regulate, direct and control...the conservation, protection...and the hunting ... of all game and
furbearing animals, game birds and fish ... and ... shall have jurisdiction and authority for such purposes
over all lands and waters ... including all meandered lakes, sloughs, marshes and streams ... and also
including all lands to which the state has acquired any right, title or interest for the purposes of water
conservation and recreation."

The Department of Game, Fish and Parks has both a Parks and Recreation Division which is responsible
for SCORP planning and a Wildlife Division which manages the wildlife resources of the State.

COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION

This wetlands plan was written by the Division of Wildlife in cooperation with the Division of Parks and
Recreation. Organizations including Ducks Unlimited, the SD Wetlands Coalition, SD Wildlife Society,
SD Wildlife Federation and the Izaak Walton League have provided input on previous versions of this
plan. This plan has been updated as needed and generally addresses the goals and objectives of the
SCORP regarding wetlands conservation in South Dakota.
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ASSESSMENT

Inventory

With completion of the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) of South Dakota in the mid-1990s and
digitization of those data for the eastern part of the state, Johnson and Higgins (1997) completed an
excellent state-of-the-art geographic information system (GIS)-based /inventory and summary of eastern
South Dakota wetlands. Similarly, Rieger et al. (2006) summarized the NWI data for western South
Dakota. South Dakota wetlands occur in all four of Bailey’s (1994) ecoregion provinces (Prairie
Parkland, Great Plains Steppe, Great Plains Dry Steppe, and Black Hill Coniferous Forest) that comprise
the state. Because of the important ecological link between wetlands and associated grassland (e.g. many
wetland dependent birds are grassland nesters), it’s important to discuss South Dakota wetlands in the
context of grassland resources. Excluding the Black Hills, most ecologists consider South Dakota to be
comprised of an eastern tier of true tall grass prairie, with the balance of the state being characterized by
mixed-grass prairie. Much of the native grass prairie (an estimated 75 percent) in PPR portion of South
Dakota has been lost due to agricultural conversion. Conversion of mixed-grass prairie in the western
part of the state is considerably less severe.

According to Johnson and Higgins (1997), 2.2 million acres of wetlands and deep-water habitats
comprise nearly 10 percent of eastern South Dakota’s landscape. In turn, these habitats consist of
approximately 80 percent palustrine wetlands, 17 percent lacustrine wetlands and deep-water habitats
and 3 percent riverine wetlands. These three wetland systems are further divided by subsystems, class,
water regime and special modifiers. Because of their ecologic importance to many species, patterns of
historic loss and future agricultural and development related threats, palustrine wetlands (particularly
eastern prairie potholes) are a conservation priority in South Dakota. 77.5 percent of the palustrine
wetlands are classified as emergent wetlands, 15.8 percent are emergent/aquatic bed, 3.4 percent are
aquatic bed and 3.3 percent are other classes. In terms of water regime, 43.5 percent of palustrine
wetlands have a seasonal water regime, 32.8 percent are temporary, 23.3 percent are semi-permanent,
and 0.2 percent are intermittently exposed. The reader should refer to Johnson and Higgins (1997) and
Cowardin and others (1979) for more detailed treatment of eastern South Dakota’s other wetland
resources.

Rieger et al. (2006) summarized that surface water covers 635,054 acres or about 2.4% of the western
South Dakota landscape. These waters are comprised of approximately 50% palustrine, 42% lacustrine
and 8% riverine wetlands. There are nearly 173,000 wetland basins in western South Dakota, and they
are further categorized by the following water regimes: 36% temporary water; 29% seasonal; 34%
semipermanent; and about 1% permanent. Just over 50% of the total number of basins, or approximately
87,000 are created wetlands. Over 72,500 of these are relatively small impoundments or stock dams.
Just over 14,000 are livestock watering dugouts and about 300 are natural beaver dams/ponds.

In general, many of the wetlands in the mixed-grass prairie portion of western South Dakota are

associated with stream and river corridors and associated riparian areas. Palustrine forested wetlands
(e.g. forested oxbows) are relatively common along larger river systems.
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While western South Dakota has less than 1/3 of the wetland area of eastern South Dakota, western
palustrine emergent wetlands provide similar functions and values. In some areas, wetland densities are
quite high (e.g. Lyman, Jones, Stanley, Dewey, Ziebach and Corson counties) with wetlands occurring
within large tracts of native or planted grassland habitats. Such areas provide very productive and
important breeding, brood rearing and migration habitat for waterfowl, shorebirds and other wetland
dependent species when water conditions are favorable.

The Black Hills region of southwestern South Dakota is a unique ecoregion like those in the
intermountain west. Like other areas in unglaciated western South Dakota, wetlands in the Black Hills
are primarily related to streams (riverine system) and related riparian areas. Saturated wet meadow
montane wetlands characterized by sedges and associated wetland plants occur along some
stream/riparian corridors. Most of these wetlands are classified as palustrine, emergent, saturated
wetlands. Saturated scrub/shrub or forested palustrine wetlands, with various water regimes also occur
in association with these riverine systems. Additionally, beaver bonds along stream corridors are of local
significance and add a unique diversity to these riverine systems.

Protection

South Dakota Department of Game Fish and Parks owns and manages 306,029 acres of Game
Production Areas (GPA’s) across the state. Wildlife habitat on these areas is managed to benefit game
and non-game species alike. These areas are open to public hunting, fishing, wildlife watching and other
outdoor activities. East of the Missouri River, essentially all such areas consist of wetland/grassland
complexes and developed upland habitats such as woody winter cover and food plots. We estimate that
between 90,000 and 95,000 acres east of the river are wetland acres. Many of the GPA’s west of the
Missouri River are associated with the Missouri River reservoir system or smaller impoundments.

As part of the National Wildlife Refuge System, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
owns in fee-title and/or manages 50,258 acres, within six designated Refuges, and owns in fee-title
162,707 acres of Waterfowl Production Areas (WPA’s) USFWS Refuges and WPAs are both
characterized by high wetland densities, often embedded within surrounding grasslands. The USFWS
manages Refuges and WPAs primarily for the conservation of migratory birds, with a central emphasis
on waterfowl. The USFWS also purchases voluntary wetland conservation easements from willing
sellers. These wetland easements on private land are designed to mesh well with a wide variety of
agricultural uses and have proven to be popular with landowners. Wetlands on these easements cannot
be drained, burned, or filled, but can be used for a wide range of agricultural activities when they are dry
from natural conditions.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) in South Dakota implements and administers a
wetland restoration and protection program consisting of a variety of wetland easement types and
contract durations known collectively as the Wetlands Reserve Easement (WRE), formerly the Wetlands
Reserve Program (WRP), under the Agricultural Conservation Easement Program (ACEP). WRE is a
voluntary, competitive program where landowners enroll and restore manipulated wetland and
associated uplands and in return receive a payment. This program has two different contract lengths, 30
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years or perpetual, and the option of retaining grazing rights with a reduced payment. Currently, South
Dakota has 1,371 active contracts for a total of 156,477 acres.

Wetland Threats

A national status and trends study showed that from 1954 to 1974 certain wetland types had high rates of
conversion to other land uses in specific regions of the United States, including palustrine emergent
wetlands in the Prairie Pothole Region of the Dakotas and Minnesota. The study also noted South
Dakota as being one of 19 states that had significant decreases in wetlands over the 20-year period
(Frayer and others, 1983). Subsequent reports (Dahl, 2000) indicate that agriculture related losses of
freshwater wetlands nationwide decreased from about 1.0 million acres between the mid-1970s and
1984 down to about 198,000 acres between 1986 and 1997. Implementation and enforcement of the
“Swampbuster” provisions of the 1985 Food Security Act (Farm Bill), as well as other land retirement
or conservation programs (e.g. CRP, WRP, EWRP, etc.) were the primary reasons for this significant
reduction in wetland losses. More recent reports (Dahl, 2006 and Dahl, 2011) indicate that freshwater
wetlands have increased nationwide due in large part to wetland restoration activities through programs
noted above and due to construction of ponds and other non-vegetated wetlands in urban and suburban
settings. However, in South Dakota and neighboring prairie pothole states, losses of emergent wetlands
have outpaced gains. Losses are primarily attributed to agricultural conversion, urban expansion and
rural development (Dahl, 2011). Dahl (2014) estimated that 2.8% of all wetlands in the SD PPR were
drained from 1997-2009.

The consequences of wetland drainage are nearly instant, and the outcomes intended. However, other
threats and associated implications are not so apparent and negative impacts not usually accounted for
regarding the degradation of wetland basins embedded in cropland. Wetland sedimentation occurs
when adjacent uplands undergo tillage and soils from nearby land is deposited into depressions primarily
through wind and water erosion. While the results of sediment accrual are obvious in the complete or
partial loss of hydrology, other inconspicuous outcomes may alter wetland functionality. The
production of aquatic macrophytes and algae is an important component of prairie wetland food chains.
Wetland vegetation provides much of the structural habitat for a rich invertebrate population and
provides a substrate for colonization by algae and microbes that are important foods of aquatic
invertebrates (Murkin 1989). Increased sediment in the water column generally reduces the depth of the
photic zone and therefore restricts light availability for aquatic macrophytes and algae growth and
development (Dieter 1991) while the accumulation of sediment alone can inhibit macrophyte
germination (Jurik et al. 1994). Suspended sediment in the water column can be toxic to zooplankton
and limit the foraging efficiency of invertebrates (McCabe and O’Brien 1983). As grassland conversion
continues, wetland degradation of existing depressions due to sedimentation will persist and negatively
impact remaining wetlands. Continued work side by side with landowners promoting soil health
practices in cropland, grassland retention, and establishing buffers benefitting water quality should
continue to be emphasized.

Functions and Values of South Dakota Wetlands

A large body of literature documents the wide range of important functions and values that wetlands
provide. Besides supporting a diversity of wildlife and plant communities, including threatened and
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endangered species, wetlands of various types provide numerous other functions and values. These
include water storage, flood attenuation and reduction, ground water recharge, water quality
enhancement, erosion control, nutrient retention and recycling, sediment retention, carbon sequestration,
food production, stock water, forage production, fishing, hunting, other forms of outdoor recreation,
education, and aesthetics. The environmental and socio-economic benefits of wetlands are also well
documented and recognized by the scientific community, policy makers, as well as most of the public.
We will only briefly discuss some of these functions and values as they relate to South Dakota’s fish,
wildlife, habitat and recreational resources.

Outdoor recreation and education

The recreational value of South Dakota’s wetlands is important to residents and nonresidents alike.
Wetlands provide places for hunting, fishing, trapping, bird watching, photography, boating and other
outdoor recreation activities. Wetlands also provide outdoor classrooms and laboratories for school
children, college students, wildlife biologists and other researchers studying wetland ecosystems. Many
non-profit conservation organizations offer outdoor classroom curriculum to school districts focused on
teaching children the importance of wildlife and their habitats.

Water levels in natural lakes in South Dakota can fluctuate widely from year to year. These variable
water levels can seriously affect recreational use of the waters as boat ramps and beaches become
unusable at low lake levels. Wetlands within lake watersheds, can moderate lake inflows or maintain
stream flows throughout the year. Wetlands recharging local aquifers can also function to stabilize lake
levels.

Wildlife

As summarized above most of South Dakota’s wetland resources lie in the glaciated eastern Prairie
Pothole Region (PPR) portion of the state. Portions of this landscape are dotted by as many as 100 small
wetland basins per square mile (Johnson and others, 1997). Complexes of small temporary and seasonal
wetlands in conjunction with larger semi-permanent marshes are vitally important for breeding, foraging
and migrating waterfowl, shorebirds and other water birds (Evans and Black, 1956; Hubbard, 1988; and
Kantrud and others, 1989).

The PPR is the most critical waterfowl breeding habitat in North America. It encompasses only 10
percent of the waterfowl breeding habitat in North America yet can produce as much as 50 to 70 percent
of the continental duck population during wet years (Batt and others, 1989, Ducks Unlimited, 2001).
Many areas in eastern South Dakota can support over 100 breeding pairs of ducks per sq. mile when
water conditions are favorable. In 2001, such conditions in the eastern Dakotas alone supported an
estimated 25% of all breeding ducks in the north central North America traditional survey area
(USFWS, 2001). Often South Dakota is ranked number two in total waterfowl production for the
contiguous 48 states. However, unusually wet conditions, such as those that occurred in the late 1990s
and early 2000s, in conjunction with abundant nesting cover (e.g. remaining native prairie and
Conservation Reserve Program grass cover) led to South Dakota producing more waterfowl than any
other of the contiguous 48 states. As alluded to above, re-establishing federal Farm Bill and Clean Water
Act protection of South Dakota’s PPR wetlands, as well as other wetlands across the state, is critical to
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sustain nationally and internationally important waterfowl populations. This protection is also vital to
maintain viable populations of dozens of other wetland dependent migratory passerine, shorebird and
waterbird species, including several state and/or federally listed endangered and threatened species.

South Dakota’s wetlands, particularly those characterized by dense stands of emergent cattails also
provide extremely important winter cover for popular resident game species such as ring- necked
pheasants and white-tailed deer. Additionally, wetlands are the most important furbearer habitat in South
Dakota. Mink, muskrats and raccoons are particularly abundant in areas characterized by numerous
wetlands.

Wildlife Related Economic Benefits

The total wildlife-related economic value of wetlands is difficult to ascertain but is undoubtedly
important to South Dakota’s economy. According to the 2011 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting and
Wildlife-Associated Recreation, 662 thousand residents and non-residents spent $1.2 billion on wildlife-
related recreation in South Dakota. 270 thousand resident and nonresident hunters alone spent over $596
million that same year, with the migratory bird hunters’ share totaling over $63 million. It is noteworthy
that migratory bird hunters primarily pursue ducks and geese and spend much of their time on or near
wetlands of various types where waterfowl congregate in the fall. Other hunters spend considerable time
near or on wetlands because of the quality cover some wetlands (e.g. seasonal wetlands) provide for
pheasants and deer.

The 2011 national survey also indicates that 384 thousand residents and nonresidents spent nearly $167
million in South Dakota on wildlife-watching activities such as observing, feeding or photographing
wildlife. Nearly 200 thousand wildlife watchers observed waterfowl and shorebird species, most of
which would have been observed on or near wetlands. Similar 1996 survey results showed that 65
thousand wildlife-watchers that visited some type of public land visited a marsh or wetland site.
Although numbers are unavailable, many other folks likely participated in these activities on or near
privately owned wetlands.

In 2016, South Dakota Department of Game Fish and Parks commissioned a survey to determine the
economic impact of outdoor activities in the state that are managed by the department. The report
indicates that in 2016 residents and nonresident spent over 18.6 million days participating in wildlife-
related activities including fishing, hunting, trapping and wildlife watching and spent over $1.33 billion.
215,793 resident and nonresident hunters spent almost $683 million, with migratory bird hunters alone
spending nearly $85 million (Southwick Associates, 2017).

Due to fluctuating markets and demand, as well as highly variables furbearer populations, the annual
value of furs harvested in South Dakota significantly varies year to year. Furbearers often trapped on or
near wetlands include mink, muskrats, raccoons, beaver and skunk. According to South Dakota
Department of Game, Fish and Parks harvest estimates based on fur dealer reports, annual total values
recently have ranged from $500,000 to slightly over $1 million. While it may not be as important as it
once was, trapping is an important source of income for many South Dakota families and for many an
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important recreational pursuit. The 2016 SD GFP commissioned study documented trappers directly
spent over $1.6 million.

Commercial and sport fisheries and economic benefits

Wetlands play a key role in supporting high quality fisheries across the state. Wetlands adjacent to lakes,
immediately upstream from lakes, or elsewhere in a watershed serve as spawning and nursery areas for
many species of fish. Those adjacent to rivers and streams also provide important habitat for spawning
and juvenile fish.

Baitfish harvest from South Dakota waters is a commercial activity regulated by the Department of
Game, Fish and Parks. It has an economic impact of over $3 million a year, with over 75% of the
approximately 170,000 gallons of baitfish netted in South Dakota exported to other states (Ward, 2008).
Baitfish were harvested from waters in 25 different counties, with the greatest harvest occurring in Day
County. Fathead minnows comprised 99.7% of the harvest, with much smaller numbers of white
suckers, creek chubs, and golden shiners also collected. These baitfish are harvested primarily in
wetlands in the eastern part of the state.

Sport fishing in South Dakota is a very popular pursuit for resident and non-resident anglers alike.
According to the 2011 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting and Wildlife-Associated Recreation 268
thousand anglers spent nearly $203 million on fishing-related expenses in the state. The numerous
natural lakes and associated wetlands in eastern South Dakota support a significant portion of this
angling and economic activity. The 2016 SD GFP commissioned economic study indicated that 215,173
resident and nonresident anglers spent over 3.2 million days fishing and spent over $271 million in
2016.

Surface and groundwater supplies

Prairie wetlands play a very important role in the hydrologic cycle and are a key element in maintaining
and conserving South Dakota’s water resources. Wetlands provide benefits to farmers, ranchers and
rural and urban citizens in their capacity to store flood water, recharge groundwater, provide nutrient
recycling and stabilize stream flows.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers recognized wetland values for flood water storage in at least two
South Dakota projects (Harmon, 1976). Various federally and state funded projects have advocated
restoration and/or acquisition of wetlands to store water on the landscape in lieu of constructing
additional flood control dams.

Prairie pothole wetlands can store a tremendous amount of water on the landscape. Shjeflo (1968) and
Eisenlohr and others (1972) have shown that from May to October wetlands lose approximately 2.5 feet
of water to evapotranspiration. In other words, intact wetlands on the landscape can provide a 2.5 foot
cushion of storage of spring runoff and precipitation. In a study completed in the Devils Lake Basin in
North Dakota, Ludden and others (1983) found that small wetlands could contain 657,000 acre-feet of
water — equivalent to about 72 percent of the total runoff from a 2-year frequency runoff and about 41
percent of the total runoff from a 100-year frequency runoff. The US Fish and Wildlife Service
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estimates that each acre of small wetland reduces flood damage to roads by $6.11 per year. Each acre of
small wetland also provides $29.23 worth of flood damage protection to agricultural land per year.

Maintenance of Lake Water Quality

Sedimentation is a water quality concern in lakes or permanent wetlands used for recreation. The
preservation of wetlands controlling inflows into lakes and permanent wetlands is an important
watershed management strategy to address sediment inflows. In the past, dredging of lakes degraded by
excessive sedimentation has been suggested and even tried, but such projects are extremely expensive
and address symptoms rather than real causes of poor water quality. Advocates now promote watershed
management and implementation of conservation practices that prevent erosion and downstream
sedimentation.

Protection Strategies

Conservation of South Dakota’s wetland resources is vital if the above-described functions and values
are to be preserved for future generations. Gigliotti (2012) demonstrated that over 95 percent of South
Dakotans believe that wetlands are moderately or very important in preserving clean water and should
be protected. Ninety-seven percent of them also feel that healthy wildlife populations are very (77
percent) or moderately (20 percent) important to the economy and well- being of South Dakota
residents. These data demonstrate that there is significant public support for conservation of wetlands
and wetland-dependent wildlife in the state. South Dakota GFP’s wetland conservation efforts fall into
several broad categories including education; management; acquisition; continued support of various
state and federal regulatory; and legislative measures.

Education

South Dakota GFP will continue to provide educational materials in various media formats to the public
regarding wetland functions and values and the importance of wetland conservation. We will also
continue to support and provide technical assistance to other state and federal agencies producing such
materials.

Management

Management of wetlands and associated grasslands on existing state Game Production Areas (GPA’s)
for the benefit of game and non-game species is a top priority for the Wildlife Division. Control of
noxious weeds and other invasive species is an integral component of GFP public land management.
Assisting private landowners with wetland and grassland management by providing technical assistance,
cost-share and/or incentive payments will continue. One of GFP’s top priorities is habitat and access.
The priority on habitat places high importance on habitat restoration and management, both on public
and private lands, of wetlands and associated uplands. Practices including wetland restoration,
enhancement and creation, as well as grazing management and grassland restoration are all eligible for
cost share through SD GFP’s private lands habitat program. GFP employs private lands habitat
biologists that work in partnership with landowners across the state promoting and providing habitat and
best management practices harnessing GFP private lands programs and practices. GFP also maintains
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and seeks partnerships with NGO’s who works closely with landowners to preserve and restore critical
habitat.

Acquisition

Consistent with Executive branch administrative direction, South Dakota GFP may continue to
opportunistically purchase new lands from willing sellers. Priority for new land acquisitions will include
“round outs” of existing areas through purchase of private inholdings within, or areas immediately
adjacent to, existing GPA’s. Prairie pothole wetlands of virtually any type, as well as associated
grassland (or cropland that can be restored to grassland) within the Prairie Pothole Region of eastern
South Dakota are acquisition priorities. Riverine wetlands associated with stream and river corridors
(riparian areas) statewide are acquisition priorities as well. Lastly, fens, due to their rarity, special
vulnerability and the unique plant communities they support also deserve special consideration by GFP,
although open access to such areas may need to be controlled due to the fragile nature of fens.

Support of State and Federal Regulations or Legislation

Most regulations, laws or provisions that protect wetlands in South Dakota are federal (Clean Water Act,
Farm Bill). Wetland regulations have historically been very controversial in the state, and despite
supportive public attitudes, legislative support for more protection in state law seems unlikely.
Continued state and public support of federal programs is important for wetland protection in lieu of
formal state regulatory protection. South Dakota GFP will continue to provide the Army Corps of
Engineers and the Natural Resources Conservation Service with technical guidance regarding proposed
regulation changes and specific projects that are likely to adversely affect wetland resources. Such
guidance will include supporting avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of wetland losses on State and
Federally funded projects, with priority given to restoring drained wetlands. State laws and regulations
that protect water quality of all waters, including wetlands should be supported and enforced. Improved
state level wetland protection legislation should be considered in the future when public support
demands it.

Wetlands Assessment Criteria

The following criteria are based on the National Wetlands Priority Conservation Plan (U.S. Department
of the Interior, 1989) for protection of wetlands through various forms of acquisition. The NWPC Plan
has been developed by the US Fish and Wildlife Service for the Department of Interior. The Emergency
Wetlands Resources Act requires consistency between the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan process and the NWPC Plan. Therefore, we have adequate NWPC Plan criteria in South
Dakota.

Although the National Wetlands Priority Conservation Plan only applies to wetlands acquired by
Federal Agencies and "wetlands acquired by the States through the Land and Water Conservation Fund
grants program administered by the National Park Service", these criteria may be useful in guiding other
wetland protection programs as well. The NWPC Plan represents only one tool to be used for the
protection of valuable wetland ecosystems. Only through the coordinated efforts of all interests, public
and private, can wetland resources be adequately protected for future generations.
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All South Dakota wetland types, as defined by Cowardin (1979), will be considered for acquisition.
There are many factors that must be considered in setting the priority for the acquisition of wetlands.
Those identified within the NWPC Plan and adapted to South Dakota include:

1. Wetland losses: Wetland types may be given priority consideration for acquisition if they have
declined within an ecoregion.

Palustrine emergent, forested and scrub-shrub wetland types warrant priority
consideration for Federal and State acquisition.

An ecoregion sustaining a high or moderate loss of the base area of wetland types could
warrant priority consideration over an ecoregion having a Low Index of Loss of original
wetlands.

Statistically valid data or supportable information could be used to substantiate
significant losses for a specified wetland type or types within an ecoregion, a State or
portion of a State when National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) trends study data do not
show a high or moderate Index of Loss.

2. Threat of Future Wetland Loss: Wetlands may be given priority if they are facing imminent
threat or long-term cumulative loss or degradation of functions and values to receive priority
consideration.

Priority may be assigned to a site regardless of size.

3. Wetland Functions and Values: Wetlands to be given priority consideration for acquisition are
those with diverse functions and values and/or especially high or special values for specific
wetland functions.

Priority consideration will be given to wetlands whose public values and benefits cannot
be maintained or realized, except through acquisition.

Priority consideration will be given to interests in wetland acquisition methods that are
the most cost-effective available while fully and permanently allowing for protection
and/or improvement of the public values provided by the wetland. Fee title, perpetual
easements, leases, deed restrictions, land donations and exchanges or other methods may
be employed.

Priority consideration will normally be given to wetlands which can be acquired from
willing sellers.

The relative size of a wetland, particularly smaller wetlands, will not in itself disqualify it
from priority consideration.

Restorable wetland sites or systems warrant priority consideration for acquisition.
Wetland sites that would require minimal operation and maintenance requirements
warrant priority consideration for acquisition.
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IMPLEMENTATION AND GUIDANCE

Although the Emergency Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 authorizes the use of the Land and Water
Conservation Fund (LWCF) for the acquisition of wetlands, no additional money has been appropriated
to this already diminished funding source.

The LWCEF is a federal program that was established for the acquisition and development of outdoor
recreation opportunities. Through a system of matching grants, states have traditionally used their
apportionment for acquiring and improving state parks and municipal recreation facilities. Applications
for these types of projects already far exceed the level of funding available.

However, as stated earlier in this plan (page 4-5), wetlands do provide important recreational values. If a
local government identifies wetlands acquisition as an important project to provide recreational
opportunities in their area, such a project would be eligible for funding. The current procedures for
evaluating LWCEF applications do allow wetland related projects to compete with other project
applications.

When funding is specifically appropriated to the LWCEF for state acquisition of wetlands (as originally
intended by the Emergency Wetlands Resources Act or the level of funding for the LWCF program in
general reaches a point where a broader range of recreational needs can be addressed) wetland
acquisition will be considered a priority for the use of LWCF funds.

In addition to the LWCF, the Department has the authority to use several other funding sources for
wetlands acquisition. The use of any source will depend on the purpose of the acquisition and the
amount of money available in the fund. The following is a list of sources with a brief description of each
fund:

Game Fund
1. License Revenue. The Game, Fish and Parks Commission can authorize the use of these
revenues for approved projects, including land acquisition.

2. SD Migratory Bird Certification Stamp. This stamp was established as a source of revenue for
waterfowl habitat development which could include wetland acquisition.

Acquisition Fund

Pursuant to state statute portions of each nonresident 10-day waterfowl ($4.00) and small game ($3.00)
license sold and all funds generated from the sale of temporary nonresident waterfowl licenses sold are
placed in this fund. This fund can be used both for paying real estate taxes and acquiring new lands.

Federal Aid
Wildlife Restoration funds (Pittman-Robertson or PR) and Sportfish Restoration funds (Dingell-
Johnson or DJ) can be used to reimburse the Department 75 percent of the acquisition costs depending
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on the purpose. PR funds could be used to acquire wetlands to be managed for wildlife habitat purposes.
DJ funds can be used to acquire wetlands that are suited for fisheries habitat management.

Other Funding Partnerships

Partnerships with other governmental entities or programs such as the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service,
North American Wetlands Conservation Act Grants Program, County Conservation Districts, the State
Conservation Commission or non-governmental organizations such as Ducks Unlimited, The Nature
Conservancy, Pheasants Forever, Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation, other conservation organizations or
clubs and private landowners are very important sources of funding for continued wetland and grassland
conservation efforts in South Dakota.

Wetland Protection Programs

Many wetland protection programs are available through a multitude of agencies and NGO’s consisting
of a variety of programs, contract lengths, and program criteria for landowners interested in protecting
and/or restoring the functions and values of wetlands on their property. The following lists agencies and
organizations that offer programs.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
e Partners for Fish and Wildlife Programs
o Wetland/grassland restoration
e Wetland and Grassland Easement Programs

U.S. Department of Agriculture: Natural Resources Conservation Service
e Conservation Stewardship Program
e Agricultural Conservation Easement Program
o Wetlands Reserve Easement
e Environmental Quality Incentives Program

U.S. Department of Agriculture: Farm Service Agency
e CRP Program

Ducks Unlimited
e Conservations Easements
e Wetland Restoration/Development
e Technical Assistance

South Dakota Game, Fish, and Parks
e Private Lands Program
o Wetland/grassland restoration
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South Dakota Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources
e Riparian Buffer Initiative

North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA)
e The U.S. Standard Grants Program is a competitive, matching grants program that supports
public-private partnerships carrying out projects in the United States that further the goals of the
North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA). These projects must involve long-term
protection, restoration, and/or enhancement of wetlands and associated uplands habitats for the
benefit of all wetlands-associated migratory birds

Review and Revision

This document and priority wetlands identified will be reviewed and updated at least every 5 years or
during the revision of the SCORP. Feedback into the National Wetlands Priority Plan will take place as
supported technical data is made available.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This present report is a collaborative research project between the South Dakota Department of
Game, Fish, and Park (GFP) and the School of Health and Consumer Sciences, Sport and
Recreation Management program of South Dakota State University (SDSU) for preparing the
2023 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) of South Dakota. This
collaboration is not only used to understand the outdoor recreation demand-supply in South
Dakota, a required component in SCORP, but also to sustain the South Dakota great outdoor
legacy, plan for the provision of high-quality and accessible outdoor recreation opportunities and
thrive amid the COVID-19 pandemic challenges.

As a 13-month research project, the primary means of contact with appropriate respondents falls
within the timeline from August 2021 to August 2022. The research team consisted of one
faculty member at SDSU as principal investigator (PI), who led the four graduate research
assistants during the duration of the project. There are three main components of this collective
research project: public survey, provider survey and facility inventory, and statewide
campground search. The following summary focuses on the public survey results, while the
research team prepared separate documents for the provider survey, facility inventory, and
campground search results.

The public survey was available on QuestionPro from December, 2021 until April 20, 2022. All
the online surveys also had an identical paper-based survey prepared as an alternative for
individuals who prefer this method. The first phase of data collection of the public targeted
approximately 250 youth and family focused organizations (e.g., YMCA, Boys and Girls club,
4H, home school association, etc.) and local community partners (e.g., library, chamber of
commerce, conservation groups) in SD. The second phase of data collection for the public survey
was through GFP’s newsletter and public communication.

Approximately 6,000 individuals entered the online public survey, while 4,521 individuals
completed the online survey, yielding a 72% completion rate. The first phase of data collection
started in December followed by the second phase in February/March 2022. The survey was
designed without forced response to encourage response; therefore, surveys are considered
complete even with minor skipped or missed responses. Overall, research participants’
demographics can be viewed as a fair representative of the state’s demographic characteristics,
such as age, education level, and income, while males had a slightly higher representation in the
study. Sixty percent of research participants self-identified as SD residents, while 40% were non-
residents.

More than 33% of research participants indicated they participated in outdoor recreation
activities “two or more times per week” in South Dakota. Research participants indicated that the
source they typically hear information regarding outdoor recreation opportunities in South
Dakota was “word of mouth” (45.1%), followed by “suggestions from family and friends”
(40.4%) and “internet searches” (36.2%). Local municipal parks, trails, or playgrounds were
mostly used 2 to 3 times a year (29.6%), while state parks were mostly used monthly (35.9%).
Wildlife-related recreation (91%), water-based recreation (75%), and trail activities (81%) are
the most popular outdoor recreation categories in South Dakota.

v
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South Dakota recreation participants reported mainly intrinsic motivations for participating in
outdoor recreation. “Enjoy beautiful scenery” was the top motivation for outdoor recreation with
62.63% of participants selecting strongly agree. Two common barriers to participating in outdoor
recreation are lack of time and crowding in parks and recreation areas. Research participants
indicated improving accessibility, facility expansion and improvement, and rules and regulations
of specialty activities would assist them to increase their outdoor recreation participation in
South Dakota, while dissension between SD residents and non-residents clearly exist. Trails,
ranging from hiking, biking, ADA compliant, to ATV trails, are the most desirable facilities in
the community as well as shooting and archery ranges and public fishing and hunting areas in the
state.

Respondents showed the highest average importance of funding efforts to “protect wildlife and
fish habitat”, “maintain existing park and recreation areas”, and “provide environmental and
conservation programs”. In addition, SD residents value the importance of parks and recreation
services for promoting health and well-being in local communities, such as “provide
opportunities for social interaction” and “partner with local government or community-based
organizations”. For comparison analysis, SD residents reported a significantly higher score of
parks and recreation contribution on “makes my community a more desirable place to live” than
non-residents.

As for the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on outdoor recreation, approximately 43% of
participants reported that the pandemic did not change their outdoor recreation participation.
Nearly half (49.1%) of the respondents went to state parks/recreation areas to participate in
outdoor recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic. Local parks/trails (38.0%) and backyards
(35.0%) were also popular areas for outdoor recreation participation. Only 12.8% indicated they
stayed at home and did not participate in outdoor recreation activities. SD residents also showed
higher satisfaction with the outdoor recreation opportunities provided to them in South Dakota
than non-residents. Camping and hunting were the top two new activities picked up during the
COVID-19 pandemic.

Overall, South Dakota provides excellent outdoor recreation opportunities for the state residents
and non-residents/visitors even during the COVID-19 pandemic. The motivation of being
outdoors and the barriers to participating in outdoor recreation remained consistent with the
existing national and SD-focused studies. Research participants showed a strong support and
desire to have more public access for fishing and hunting as well as various trail facilities. Some
perception differences were found between SD resident and non-residents/visitors. The result of
the public survey also further revealed positive contributions of parks and recreation services in
wildlife conservation, public health, and community development in South Dakota.



PROJECT BACKGROUND

This present report is a collaborative research project between the South Dakota Department of
Game, Fish, and Park (GFP) and the School of Health and Consumer Sciences, Sport and
Recreation Management program of South Dakota State University (SDSU) for preparing the
2023 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) of South Dakota. This
collaboration is not only used to understand the outdoor recreation demand-supply in South
Dakota, a required component in SCORP, but also to conserve and sustain the South Dakota’s
great outdoor legacy for generations to come.

RESEARCH PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The purpose of this project is to comply with the expectations of the National Park Service and
to aid the South Dakota Department of Game, Fish, and Parks. Four research efforts are proposed
to assist GFP in preparing the 2022 SCORP for conducting research to sustain the South Dakota
great outdoor legacy, plan for the provision of high-quality and accessible outdoor recreation
opportunities and thrive amid the COVID-19 pandemic challenges.

The ultimate goal of the research project is to incorporate the demand (the public) and supply
(provider) perspectives in assisting decision-making and resource allocation to continue the
outdoor legacy in South Dakota in a new year full of challenges and opportunities. The
followings are the four main goals of the project:

The first goal of the survey was to investigate public perspective of outdoor recreation demand
and current availability through assessing South Dakota residents’ behavioral patterns in outdoor
recreation, and investigating residents’ motivation for, and potential barriers to, outdoor
recreation in the state. Additional literature review in both scientific research and practical
studies in outdoor recreation were included to provide essential information for further
discussion. In addition, the COVID-19 pandemic impacts and changes in outdoor recreation
participation and public perception of recreational opportunities in South Dakota were included
in the public survey.

As a preparation for SCORP, outdoor recreation supply in South Dakota was required. The study
assessed the outdoor recreation supply in South Dakota from various providers in the state as
well as identifies current trends and challenges. A statewide survey of South Dakota outdoor
recreation providers was conducted to understand their general operation and current challenges
in the field. General operation in outdoor recreation included providers’ outdoor recreation,
providers’ organizational information, and responsibilities, such as type of organization/agency,
target service population, budget, staff, program, facilities, partnership etc. Also, their perceived
current challenges in providing outdoor recreation in South Dakota, including population change
(i.e., aging, diversity, minority, residential area), financial shortfall, natural and environmental
condition, social and cultural barriers for being outdoors, and quality of staff.

The third goal of this project is to understand South Dakota’s outdoor recreation market and
opportunities with studies in the state, and compare with national studies and similar states’
studies for good benchmark. By using existing publications and studies, we were able to examine
the similarities and differences in managing outdoor recreation services and perceived current
trends and challenges at different recreation providers in South Dakota. In addition, the project
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also compare S.D. residents and out-state visitors’ outdoor recreation use pattern, motivations,
and constraints and identify benchmark partners and national trends for future decision-making
and resource allocation.

Finally, the research aimed to investigate the relationship between socio-demographics,
economics, and population change from the perspective of and participation in outdoor
recreation. In order to advance the understanding of the relationship between socio-
demographics and outdoor recreation participations, advanced analysis was applied to examine
how South Dakotans’ outdoor recreation participation pattern, motivation, and constraints vary
with their socio-demographics (e.g., age, gender, race, family status, education, residential area,
income, and economic status).

RESEARCH TEAM

The research team was consisting with one Principal investigator (PI), Liu, who led the two
graduate research assistances. From August 2021 to May 2022, two second-year graduate
students, Kiley Foss and Megan Thompson, assisted Liu on the project till their graduation.
Therefore, Lindsay Borer and Aditi Virkar, two first-year graduate students were recruited to
assist Liu to complete the project from May 2022 to August 2022.

Hung-Ling (Stella) Liu, Ph.D. is an Assistant Professor in the Department of Health and
Nutritional Sciences in the College of Education and Human Sciences at South Dakota State
University. She was a co-author of the 2012 Oklahoma Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan (SCORP), multiple Resource Management Plans (RMPs) for Oklahoma state
parks, and several assessments of recreational use and users’ experience and behavioral patterns
in natural environment (e.g., service quality, feasibility studies, economic impacts etc.). She also
was a research consultant with the Oklahoma Tourism and Recreation Assistant Center
(OTRAC) in assisting Oklahoma’s 2012 and 2017 SCORP preparation before her appointment
with SDSU in Fall 2016. She has conducted research with municipal, state, and federal agencies
in the past seven years. Her research interests and approaches include survey and evaluation
research techniques focusing on behaviors in outdoor recreation, the human dimension of natural
resources management, and impacts of recreation and tourism for individuals and community.

Kiley Foss, M.S. received her master’s degree in Sport and Recreation Administration master’s
student from SDSU in May 2022. She has worked with Liu on various research project since her
sophomore year at SDSU. She has been involved with municipal parks and recreation since she
was 15, which fueled her passion in the field of recreation. Her master’s thesis focuses on how
youth and their families recreate outdoors and the influence parents’ have on their children’s
outdoor recreation experiences. She is currently a professional intern at University of Wisconsin-
Madison.

Megan Thompson, M.S. received her master’s degree in Sport and Recreation Administration
master’s student from South Dakota State University in August 2022. She earned her
undergraduate degree from the University of Northern lowa, where she studied Leisure, Youth
and Human Services with an emphasis in outdoor recreation. Megan is extremely passionate
about working with youth, specifically in a summer camp setting, which was the predominant
motivational factor when choosing recreation as her career path. During the summer of 2022, she
works at YMCA youth camp in Sioux Falls, SD.
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Lindsay Borer is pursuing her master’s degree in Sport and Recreation Administration at SDSU,
and she received her bachelor’s degree in Recreation Management from the University of
Nebraska at Kearney in the spring of 2021. Lindsay currently serves as the Operations and
Events graduate assistant at the Miller Wellness Center on campus. She is also the SDSU
representative on the Parks & Recreation Community Board for Brookings. Recently, Lindsay
was appointed the South Dakota State Representative for NIRSA Region V. Lindsay has a
passion for recreation and the outdoors. She enjoys water skiing, snow skiing, hiking, walking
her dog, and has recently become a big fan of pickleball.

Aditi Virkar is pursuing her master’s in Sport and Recreation Administration at SDSU, where
she received her bachelor’s degree in Exercise Sciences in the summer of 2021. Aditi has always
been interested in the sports field throughout her school and college life and continues to remain
active in this interest through her majors and her work. She is currently serving as a Graduate
Teaching Assistant for leadership and life courses and has worked as a Research Assistant in the
past.

PREPARATION PROCESS AND TIMELINE

As a 13-month research project, the primary means of contact with appropriate respondents falls
within the timeline from August 2021 to August 2022. The principal investigator, Liu, worked
with GFP to process the research proposal and research methods in July 2021. The contract was
awarded in August 2021. The project timeline was adjusted depending on the discussion and
agreement between SDSU and GFP. Overall, the data collection was adjusted to avoid having
multiple GFP surveys at one time. Moreover, in order to increase the response rate, the research
team also utilized multiple methods for data collection. The following are the details of the
preparation process and timeline of the project.

From August to October of 2021, the research team worked with GFP toward agreement on
research design and finalized the survey instrument. The team prepared for IRB review (IRB-
2108008-EXM) at SDSU and developed the web-based survey platform in October/November as
well. The two proposed surveys, one for provider/inventory and another for the public, had a
separate timeline due to the target population difference.

For the provider/inventory survey, the data collection and distribution survey started in
November 2021 (first-round invitation), and the second-round invite email will follow in
December 2021. In order to increase the response rate, paper-based surveys were delivered as the
third round of invitations in January 2022. For the public survey, the data collection and
distribution started in January 2022, which was rescheduled from December to correspond with
other GFP research projects. The first phase of data collection started in December followed by
the second phase in February/March 2022.

In February 2022, the SDSU research team agreed to add a statewide campground search as part
of the SCORP project to assist GFP in understanding the current campground supplies and
business operation in the state. The research team submitted an Excel document and a brief
summary of the findings of private campground operations, amenities, and locations in South
Dakota.



2022 SD SCORP Public Survey

The SDSU research team started to process and analyze the collected data sets for written report
preparation in late April and completed in late May. Two reports are provided, one for the
provider survey another for the public survey. Liu led the research team to prepare technical
reports for the research findings in June and July. The GFP shall be able to review the results and
work with Liu for any needed modification from August 2021. Liu is committed assist GFP staff
in completing the SCORP plan by the end of 2022 and future disseminations. Please see the
project timeline in Table 1.

Table 1 Timeline of the 2022 SCORP Research Project
Year 2021 2022
Tasks/month 819110 |11 |12 |12 [3 |4 |5 [6 |7 |8]9-12
Proposal preparation
Proposal agreement
Instrument development
IRB application
Research staff supervision
Web-survey development
Literature review
Data collection: Provider
Data collection: Public
Mange web-based survey
Campground Study*
Data analysis
Results/report writing
Review and modification
Assist SCORP completion

Note:

1. The timeline of the study might be modified depending on the approval of the contract.

2. These research tasks will be achieved by the end of the designated month.

* An add-on project in the SCORP preparation.

METHODS
Research participant
There are two target survey participants in the study:

For the public survey, the population sampled for this survey includes adult South Dakota
residents (18 or order) and individuals (18 or order) who are interested in providing their
experience and perspective about South Dakota outdoor recreation. Convenience sample was
applied to maximize public inputs for future planning processes.

For the provider survey and inventory, the population for the providers survey includes
municipality outdoor recreation/recreation providers (18 or order) in South Dakota. A census-
like approach was utilized for the providers survey.
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Survey instrument

Two survey instruments were used in the project: public survey and provider survey (including
inventory). The survey instruments were developed by adapting and modifying several
instruments in related topics, including outdoor recreation motivation (Kil, Holland, & Stein,
2014; Whiting, Larson, Green & Kralowec, 2017), constraints to outdoor recreation (White,
2008; Shores, Scott, & Floyd, 2007), and park/recreation behavioral patterns of using parks or
participating in outdoor recreation (Mowen, Payne, & Scott, 2005; Ries, et. al, 2009). Moreover,
the impacts of COVID-19 were included in both surveys for not only understanding the
challenges and opportunities but also preparing and planning the future outdoor recreation in the
state.

Government reports and publications of South Dakota and other states were used to explore the
current trends and challenges in outdoor recreation from a variety of land management agencies
and recreation service providers. Additional sources of developing the instrument included the
theme and strategies discussed in the South Dakota 2018 SCORP. The core values of park and
recreation services, health and wellness, conservation, and social equality, identified by National
Recreation and Park Association (NRPA) were also implemented in developing the survey
instruments. Please see the detailed survey instrument below:

Instrument for public survey. Conduct research to provide federally-mandated public
input regarding the outdoor recreation demand and current availability as part of the SCORP
preparation. There are five sections in the public survey, including (1) past year participation in
outdoor recreation, (2) research participants’ motivation and constraints in outdoor recreation,
(3) perceived outdoor recreation needs in South Dakota, (4) personal perspective about outdoor
Recreation, (5) COVID-19 impacts of outdoor recreation, and (5) Demographics (Appendix A).

The first section of the public survey was used to assess outdoor recreation use in South Dakota,
such as preferred locations, participation in consumptive and non-consumptive recreational
activities, and general perception of outdoor recreation opportunities in the state. It was followed
by a series of questions associated with research participants’ motivation for, and potential
barriers to, outdoor recreation in South Dakota. By using a common definition, motivation was
defined as a reason(s) an individual has for participating in outdoor recreation activities from
both personal and social aspects. Motivations dictate why people take part in a certain activity.
People are motivated either intrinsically or extrinsically. Intrinsic motivation means a person
enjoys an activity for internal reasons such as simply finding the activity enjoyable. On the other
hand, extrinsic motivation means a person participates in an activity for external reasons such a
rewards or punishments (Kil, et al., 2014; Whiting, et al., 2017).

Constraints are barriers to participating in outdoor recreation. According to Jackson, Crawford,
& Godbey (1993), people experience three types of constraints: intrapersonal, interpersonal, and
structural. Intrapersonal constraints deal with an individual’s internal attitude towards a specific
activity. Interpersonal constraints involve other people and their attitudes towards an activity.
Lastly, structural constraints involve aspects such as time, money, and location that prevent
participation in an activity.
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In order to access the State’s needs and priorities for outdoor recreation, the next section focused
on the public’s perception of outdoor recreation facilities, amenities, and areas, and the
importance of potential benefits of outdoor recreation in South Dakota.

Provider survey and inventory. The providers’ survey was used to assess the outdoor
recreation supply in South Dakota from various providers in the state as well as identify current
trends and challenges. There are two surveys were created:

e There are five sections in the provider survey, including (1) organization and community
information, (2) impacts of COVID-19 on parks and recreation, (3) responsibilities and
priorities in outdoor recreation, and (4) challenges in providing outdoor recreation.

e Outdoor recreation facilities inventory survey with detailed facilities and areas for
outdoor recreation, such as water-based facilities, trails, sport facilities, and parks and
natural/historic areas.

e Please see both provider surveys in the 2022 South Dakota SCORP Outdoor Recreation
Provider Survey Report, which submitted on July 7, 2022.

DATA COLLECTION

For all survey participants, the respondents will voluntarily access an online survey
(QuestionPro) and may do so from any appropriate electronic communication device (i.e.,
personal computer, public computer, tablet, smart phone). An assent form was placed at the
beginning of the survey on the paper survey and the identical online survey. The assent form
explains the purpose of the study, the voluntary nature of participation, and the guarantee of
participants’ confidentiality and privacy. By choosing to proceed, it is implied that individuals
fully understand the assent form and agree to participate.

Public survey. The public survey was available from December, 2021 until April 20,
2022. All the online surveys also had an identical paper-based survey prepared as an alternative
for individuals who prefer paper survey. The first phase of data collection of the public was
targeted approximately 250 youth and family focused organizations (e.g., YMCA, Boys and
Girls club, 4H, home school association, etc.) and local community partners (e.g., library,
chamber of commerce, conservation groups) in SD. The second phase of data collection for the
public survey was through GFP’s newsletter and public communication.

The SCORP public survey link (https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com). All recruitment
materials created by SDSU research team will be provided to GFP, including collected contact
information, posters, invitations etc.

As a result, approximately 6,000 individuals entered the online survey, while 4,521 individuals
completed the online survey, yielding a 72% completion rate. Among these completed
participants, 3,194 agreed to provide their email for random drawing for a total of two hundreds
$20 Amazon gift cards.

Provider survey and inventory. A census-like approach was utilized for both surveys.
The research team reached out to 309 incorporated municipalities. In mid-November 2021 an
email was sent to 262 municipalities (those with email addresses in GFPs contact database),
inviting them to take part in the 2021 SCORP Survey for Outdoor Recreation Providers.
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The provider survey link (https://2022sdscorpprovider.questionpro.com) and inventory survey
(https://2022sdscorpinventory.questionpro.com)

According to the QuestionPro database, from November 2021 through March 2022 there were
approximately 240 providers who viewed the survey online. Among all these viewers, 103
started the survey, and 56 completed the survey online. The survey was designed without forced
response to encourage response; therefore, surveys are considered complete even with minor
skipped or missed responses. The online completion rate of the provider survey was
approximately 55%. The average time to complete the providers’ survey (not including the
inventory survey) was sixteen minutes. There were 14 provider surveys emailed back to the
principal investigator (PI, Liu). After the first phase of data collection, the research team
received 70 surveys from providers.

To increase the rate of response, in mid-February 2022 identical paper surveys were mailed to
the municipalities that had not yet completed the online survey, including those who did not have
an email address. A cover letter, two surveys (provider survey and inventory), and a return
envelope were enclosed in the mailing package. As a result, an additional 70 paper-based
provider surveys were returned via mail. Therefore, a total of 140 research participants (cities,
towns, or counties) were utilized in the report for 2023 SCORP, which is doubled from 2013’s
SCORP provider survey participants. The results of this report were based on the 140
municipality providers’ feedback to access the overall outdoor recreation supply in South
Dakota. Please see please see Appendix B for recruitment materials created by the research team.

As for the facility inventory survey, 115 municipalities finished the inventory survey, of which
40 responded online, and 75 sent paper-based surveys to the PI. Several municipality participants
expressed the inventory survey might not apply to their community due to minimum or no
recreation facilities within their community. Please see the detailed results in the inventory Excel
file.

Campground search. In February 2022 a statewide campground search was added as
part of the SCORP project to assist GFP in understanding the current campground supplies and
business operation in South Dakota. The research team searched more than 500 private
campgrounds websites and related sources cross the South Dakota and prepared an Excel
document and a summary of the findings of private campground operations, amenities, and
locations in the state.
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RESULTS: PUBLIC OUTDOOR RECREATION SURVEY

The followings are the results of the public outdoor recreation survey, which is relevant to the
first goal of the project by investigating the public perspective of outdoor recreation demand and
current availability through assessing South Dakota residents’ behavioral patterns in outdoor
recreation, and investigating residents’ motivation for, and potential barriers to, outdoor
recreation in the state. The results below followed the sequence of the public survey questions.

SECTION I: PARTICIPATION IN OUTDOOR RECREATION

1. During the past year, how often did you participate in outdoor recreation activities in South
Dakota? Please select the statement that best describes your frequency of participation.

More than 33% of research participants indicated they participated in outdoor recreation
activities in South Dakota “two or more times per week.” This was followed by “about once per
week” (21.8%) and “about once or twice per month” (18.4%). Only 0.5% selected they never
participate (Figure 1).

Figure 1 Overall Outdoor Recreation Participation Frequency
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2. Which of the following best describes how you participated in outdoor recreation?

Outdoor recreation participants typically participated in outdoor recreation with family/friends
both with children (39.8%) and without children (34.5%). About 24% participated by
themselves, and only 1.3% with an organized group (e.g., church group, special association).
Figure 2 shows the participants’ response on their outdoor recreation participation.

Figure 2 Best Description of Being Outdoors
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3. How do you typically hear about information regarding outdoor recreation opportunities and
destinations in South Dakota?

Respondents were asked to select all of the ways they typically hear information regarding
outdoor recreation opportunities in South Dakota. The most common source was “word of
mouth” (45.1%), followed by “suggestions from family and friends” (40.4%) and “internet
searches” (36.2%). The least common source of information was “program guides/catalogs”
(6.8%).
e  Word of mouth: 2,838 (45.1%)
e Suggestions from family and friends 2,539 (40.4%)
e Internet searches: 2,279 (36.2%)
Exploring/way-finding on own: 2,099 (33.4%)
Websites: 1,974 (31.4%)
Social media: 1,842 (29.3%)
e Local media (news, magazines, newspapers, radio): 1,210 (19.2%)
e Local residents/staff/visitor centers: 1,206 (19.2%)
e Travel guides: 764 (12.1%)
e Program guides/catalogs: 426 (6.8%)
e Other: 178 (2.8%)
o The majority of survey participants who answered “other” for this question
reported that they typically receive their information from the South Dakota
Game, Fish & Park’s email subscription.
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4. In the past year, how often did you use each of the following types of outdoor recreation

areas on average in South Dakota?

Local municipal parks, trails, or playgrounds were mostly used 2 to 3 times a year (29.6%),
while state parks were mostly used monthly (35.9%). Participants also commonly went to
federal-managed outdoor areas 2 to 3 times a year (32.1%). About 28% of participants indicated
they never went to private/commercial recreation areas. Table 2 shows the detailed results.

Table 2 Participation Frequency of Use at Various Outdoor Recreation Areas

Never | Aboutonce | 2to3 timesa | Monthly Weekly or
a year year more
frequently
Local municipal parks, 478 813 1,644 1,495 1,121
trails, or playgrounds (8.6%) (14.6%) (29.6%) (26.9%) (20.2%)
State parks, recreation 105 563 1,561 2,020 1,375
areas, lakeside areas, (1.9%) (10.0%) (27.8%) (35.9%) (24.4%)
trails, game production
areas, public hunting
areas
Federal-managed outdoor 425 1,331 1,780 1,220 790
areas (7.7%) (24.0%) (32.1%) (22.0%) (14.2%)
Private/commercial 1,536 1,368 1,288 718 598
recreation areas (27.9%) (24.8%) (23.4%) (13.0%) (10.9%)

The following series of questions were designed to gather detailed information about research
participants’ frequency of participating in outdoor recreation. Outdoor recreation activities were

grouped into seven categories included in this section:

(1) trail activities,

(2) water-based activities,

(3) winter activities,

(4) wildlife-relate activities,

(5) sport activities,

(6) other outdoor activities, and

(7) additional activities.

First, research participants were asked a yes/no question of a particular type of outdoor
recreation activity, which determined if a list of specific activities under the category would

proceed (Figure 3).

10




2022 SD SCORP Public Survey

Figure 3 Popular Outdoor Recreation Activities by Category
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Trail activities

The first question was created to discover the frequency at which participants were engaged with
trails and trail related activities. The survey specified trail related activities as anything that
involves walking, biking, hiking, or All-Terrain Vehicles (ATVs) within South Dakota. Slightly
more than eighty percent of participants (n=4,551, 80.9%) reported themselves or any of their
household members participated in outdoor recreation activities on trails (i.e., walking, biking,
hiking, ATV riding etc.) in South Dakota over the past year, while 19% (n=1,075) reported no
participation.

The following question asked for the number of times in the past year they participated in trail-
related activities, with selections being 1-5 times, 6-15 times, 15+ times, and never.

“Walking on natural surface trails/hiking” (18.1%) and “walking on paved trails” (19.9%) saw
the highest frequency participation rates (participated 15+ times) from respondents who
indicated they participated in trail activities. “Horseback riding” saw the smallest amount of
participation across all participation levels (Table 3).

Table 3 Frequency of Participation in Trail Activities

Trail Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times | 15+ times Never
Walking on paved trails 2,135 793 761 512
(50.8%) (18.9%) (18.1%) (12.2%)
Walking on natural surface 1,730 1,118 854 591
trails/Hiking (Day Trip) (40.3%) (26.0%) (19.9%) (13.8%)
Backpacking (Overnight) 826 303 45 2,637
(21.7%) (8.0%) (1.2%) (69.2%)
Jogging/Running 842 454 358 2,202
(21.8%) (11.8%) (9.3%) (57.1%)
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Horseback riding 608 301 83 2,826
(15.9%) (7.9%) (2.2%) (74.0%)
Biking on a paved road/trail 1,230 705 472 1,616
(30.6%) (17.5%) (11.7%) (40.2%)
Biking on unpaved trail 1,038 567 267 2,037
(26.6%) (14.5%) (6.8%) (52.1%)
Mountain biking 703 378 201 2,540
(18.4%) (9.9%) (5.3%) (66.5%)
Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) 771 409 170 2,528
(19.9%) (10.5%) (4.4%) (65.2%)
All-Terrain Vehicle (ATV) 1,019 492 247 2,203
(25.7%) (12.4%) (6.2%) (55.6%)
Utility Task Vehicle (UTV) 835 389 175 2,465
(21.6%) (10.1%) (4.5%) (63.8%)
Full size 4x4 Vehicle 1,001 476 287 2,143
(25.6%) (12.2%) (7.3%) (54.9%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category

Water-based activities.

Question two then looked at participation in any water-based activities within South Dakota
during the previous year. More than three quarters of participants (n=4,163, 75.4%) reported
themselves or any of their household members participated in water-based activities in South
Dakota over the past year, while 24.6 % (n=1,358) reported no participation.

The survey listed activities such as swimming, either at a pool or beach, using a watercraft, either
boat, kayak, sail, or paddle board, and snorkeling or SCUBA diving as water-based activities.

Respondents showed high participation rates in “motorized boating” both 1-5 times a year
(31.3%) and 15+ times a year (32.3%). A little more than half of water-based recreation
participants went “swimming at a beach” 1-5 times a year. Low participation rates are seen in
“sailing or sailboarding” and “snorkeling or SCUBA diving.” (Table 4)

Table 4 Frequency of Participation in Water-based Activities

Water-based Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times | 15+ times Never
Swimming at beach 2,085 586 327 779
(55.2%) (15.5%) (8.7%) (20.6%)
Swimming at a pool 883 409 334 1,405
(29.1%) (13.5%) (11.0%) (46.4%)
Motorized boating 1,090 722 1,122 544
(31.3%) (20.8%) (32.3%) (15.6%)
Canoeing or kayaking 1,014 488 275 1,335
(32.6%) (15.7%) (8.8%) (42.9%)
Sailing or sailboarding 125 70 46 2,668
(4.3%) (2.4%) (1.6%) (91.7%)
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Standup paddle boarding 414 149 99 2,288
(14.0%) (5.1%) (3.4%) (77.6%)

Snorkeling or SCUBA diving 170 84 52 2,595
(5.9%) (2.9%) (1.8%) (89.5%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category

Winter activities

The next question, asked for outdoor winter recreation participation, including skiing,
snowboarding, snowshoeing, skating, whether it be for hockey or not, fishing, using a
snowmobile, or biking. Almost 66% of survey participants (n=3,607, 65.9%) reported
themselves or any of their household members participated in winter activities in South Dakota
over the past year, while 34.1 % (n=1,879) reported no participation.

In following with the other questions, the question asked for the number of times in the past year
they participated in winter activities, with selections being 1-5 times, 6-15 times, 15+ times, and
never. “Ice fishing,” (n=2,325) “sledding,” (n=1,768) and “downhill skiing/snowboarding”
(1,465) had the highest total participation rates for winter activities. In total, people participated
less frequently in “cross-country skiing” (n=967) and “fat tire biking” (n=769). Table 5 shows

the detailed results of participation frequency in water activities.

Table 5 Frequency of Participation in Winter Activities

Winter Activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times 15+ times Never

Downbill skiing/Snowboarding 1,151 239 75 1,756
(35.7%) (7.4%) (2.3%) (54.5%)

Sledding 1,210 488 70 1,468
(37.4%) (15.1%) (2.2%) (45.4%)

Snowshoeing 699 369 51 2,076
(21.9%) (11.5%) (1.6%) (65.0%)

Ice skating (Outdoors) 731 362 55 2,045
(22.9%) (11.3%) (1.7%) (64.0%)

Ice hockey (Outdoors) 382 376 47 2,341
(12.1%) (12.0%) (1.5%) (74.4%)

Ice fishing 1,010 805 510 1,131
(29.2%) (23.3%) (14.8%) (32.7%)

Snowmobiling 642 393 70 2,100
(20.0%) (12.3%) (2.2%) (65.5%)

Cross-country skiing 524 386 57 2,228
(16.4%) (12.1%) (1.8%) (69.7%)

Fat tire biking 379 343 47 2,394
(12.0%) (10.8%) (1.5%) (75.7%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category
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Wildlife-related activities

The next activity focused on anything related to wildlife, which were categorized as anything
related to fishing, hunting, trapping, or observing. More than 91% of participants (n=4,973,
91.4%) reported themselves or any of their household members participated in wild-life related
activities in South Dakota over the past year, while 8.6 % (n=465) reported no participation.

The following question asked for the number of times in the past year they participated in
wildlife-related activities, with selections being 1-5 times, 6-15 times, 15+ times, and never. A
vast majority of survey respondents (91.4%) chose that they did participate in wildlife-related
activities. High frequency participation of 15+ was seen for wildlife viewing (28.0%), hunting
with a rifle/pistol/shotgun (24.7%), and boat fishing (23.3%). Shore fishing had low participation
rates with 50.3% of participants indicating they went 1-5 times a year (Table 6).

Table 6 Frequency of Participation in Wildlife-related Activities

Wildlife-related Activities 1-5 times t?r-nless 15+ times Never
Shore fishing 2,354 864 629 832
(50.3%) (18.5%) (13.4%) (17.8%)
Fly fishing 1,031 346 132 2,772
(24.1%) (8.1%) (3.1%) (64.8%)
Boat fishing 1,617 849 1,091 1,150
(34.4%) (18.0%) (23.2%) (24.4%)
Hunting (Bow) 1,006 604 553 2,266
(22.7%) (13.6%) (12.5%) (51.2%)
Hunting (Rifle/Pistol/Shot Gun) 1,466 1,066 1,169 1,032
(31.0%) (22.5%) (24.7%) (21.8%)
Trapping 833 370 203 2,885
(19.4%) (8.6%) (4.7%) (67.2%)
Wildlife viewing 1,455 927 1,289 933
(31.6%) (20.1%) (28.0%) (20.3%)
Birdwatching 1,372 671 747 1,688
(30.6%) (15.0%) (16.7%) (37.7%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category

Sports activities

The fifth question was gauged toward discovering the participation rates in outdoor sports
activities. Approximately 65% of participants (n=3,531, 65.2%) reported themselves or any of
their household members participated in outdoor sports activities in South Dakota over the past
year, while 34.8 % (n=1,881) reported “No”.

The following question asked for the number of times in the past year they participated in sports
activities included generic outdoor activities, such as golf, tennis, football, baseball/softball, and
others, and more unique outdoor sport activities, such as archery, rock climbing, and pickleball.
The most popular sport activity that people participated in was rifle/pistol range shooting (Table
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7). Participants of this activity typically partook in it 1-5 times in the past year (33.6%). The
most frequent participation of 15+ times in the past year was seen for golf (14.9%).

Table 7 Frequency of Participation in Sports Activities

Sports Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times 15+ times Never
Tennis 886 217 73 1,990
(28.0%) (6.9%) (2.3%) (62.9%)
Golf 1,045 636 498 1,158
(31.3%) (19.1%) (14.9%) (34.7%)
Disc golf 777 463 83 1,867
(24.4%) (14.5%) (2.6%) (58.5%)
Baseball/softball 569 566 392 1,683
(17.7%) (17.6%) (12.2%) (52.5%)
Basketball (outdoors) 668 520 164 1,831
(21.0%) (16.3%) (5.2%) (57.5%)
Volleyball (outdoors) 647 455 78 1,985
(20.4%) (14.4%) (2.5%) (62.7%)
Lacrosse 350 380 25 2,383
(11.2%) (12.1%) (0.8%) (75.9%)
Soccer (outdoors) 474 460 160 2,060
(15.0%) (14.6%) (5.1%) (65.3%)
Football 563 526 197 1,900
(17.7%) (16.5%) (6.2%) (59.6%)
Skateboarding 448 428 61 2,210
(14.2%) (13.6%) (1.9%) (70.2%)
Rock climbing 611 415 41 2,079
(19.4%) (13.2%) (1.3%) (66.1%)
Archery Range Shooting (outdoor) 790 619 256 1,566
(24.5%) (19.2%) (7.9%) (48.5%)
Shotgun Range Shooting (outdoor) 1,037 700 270 1,299
(31.4%) (21.2%) (8.2%) (39.3%)
Rifle/Pistol Range Shooting 1,124 781 325 1,119
(outdoor) (33.6%) (23.3%) (9.7%) (33.4%)
Pickleball 487 392 76 2,193
(15.5%) (12.5%) (2.4%) (69.7%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category

Other outdoor activities

The penultimate question asked for other outdoor activities that aren’t categorized under
anything else listed above, including camping, picnicking, lawn games, geocaching, being with
pets, and other more passive activities. More than 77% of participants (n=4,16, 77.5%) reported
themselves or any of their household members participated in other outdoor activities in South
Dakota over the past year, while 22.5 % (n=1,207) reported “No”.
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As aligned with the previous questions, by asking the number of times in the past year they
participated in other outdoor activities, with selections being 1-5 times, 6-15 times, 15+ times,
and never. The results showed that geocaching (85.3%), attending educational programs
(68.7%), and tent camping (47.6%) were among the least popular other outdoor activities people
participated in. The most popular was visiting historic sites, with people typically visiting them

1-5 times a year (59.5%). Recreating with pets was also a popular activity and done the most
frequently, with 32.9% of outdoor recreation participants in South Dakota participating 15+

times in a year (Table 8).

Table 8 Frequency of Participation in Other Outdoor Activities

Other Outdoor Activities 1-5 times 6-15 times 15+ times Never
Tent camping 1,629 216 88 1,757
(44.1%) (5.9%) (2.4%) (47.6%)
RV camping 1,011 712 501 1,188
(29.6%) (20.9%) (14.7%) (34.8%)
Picnicking 1,632 618 255 777
(49.7%) (18.8%) (7.8%) (23.7%)
Visiting historic sites 1,972 521 147 672
(59.5%) (15.7%) (4.4%) (20.3%)
Visiting nature centers 1,845 429 132 882
(56.1%) (13.0%) (4.0%) (26.8%)
Outdoor photography 1,007 488 430 1,285
(31.4%) (15.2%) (13.4%) (40.0%)
Attending educational programs 774 146 48 2,126
(25.0%) (4.7%) (1.6%) (68.7%)
Attending outdoor festivals 1,439 232 72 1,439
(45.2%) (7.3%) (2.3%) (45.2%)
Playing at a playground 1,000 552 444 1,245
(30.9%) (17.0%) (13.7%) (38.4%)
Geocaching 296 97 56 2,606
(9.7%) (3.2%) (1.8%) (85.3%)
Lawn games (horseshoes, 1,158 752 468 887
bocce, corn hole) (35.5%) (23.0%) (14.3%) (27.2%)
Recreating with pet(s) 664 579 1,084 971
(20.1%) (17.6%) (32.9%) (29.4%)

Note: highlighted = the most frequent participation in the category

As for open response to other outdoor recreation activities, hunting was the most common
outdoor recreation activity mentioned amongst survey participants, with 68 individuals reporting
that they partook in this activity over the past year. Hunting was followed by hiking, fishing, and
camping with 37, 36, and 35 users having participated in these activities respectively in the last
year.
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5. Please select the best statement to describe your preferred locations for outdoor recreation.

e 3506 (68.2%): I enjoy most of my outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota.
o 1488 (28.9%): I enjoy some of my outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota and
outside of the state as well.

o 147 (2.9%): I enjoy most of my outdoor recreation activities outside of South Dakota

Open-end summary: Minnesota was the most visited state, with 557 users traveling there to
recreate. Wyoming and Nebraska were the second and third most visited states, with 451 and 335
participants visiting respectively. North Dakota, Arizona, Colorado, Montana, and Florida were
also reported as popular destinations for outdoor recreation. Approximately 720 survey
respondents traveled out of state to go hiking, making this the most popular out of state activity.
Fishing was next, with 692 users participating in this activity in other states. The third most
popular out of state recreational activity was camping, with 597 participants reporting this.
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SECTION II: OUTDOOR RECREATION MOTIVATION AND CONSTRAINTS

The section was designed to understand why people participate in outdoor recreation activities,
and what obstacles people face in pursuing their outdoor recreation interests.

1. We would like to know why you participate in outdoor recreation. How strongly do you
agree or disagree with each of the following reasons for participating in outdoor
recreation activities? Please rate between 1 (Entirely Disagree) to 5 (Entirely Agree) that
indicates your agreement on each reason for participating in outdoor recreation.

South Dakota recreation participants reported mainly intrinsic motivations for participating in
outdoor recreation. Enjoy beautiful scenery was the top motivation for outdoor recreation with
62.63% of participants selecting strongly agree (M = 4.30). People also listed “for relaxation” (M
=4.29) and “to experience peace/tranquility” (M = 4.20) as motivations. Other popular
motivation for outdoor recreation participation included “to be with family and friends” (M =
4.17) and “to observe wildlife” (M = 4.15). Some of the less popular motivations included:
“meeting new people’ (M = 3.03), “developing self-confidence” (M = 3.35), and “learning about
the environment” (M = 3.61). Table 9 highlights the most popular motivations for participating
in outdoor recreation.

Table 9 Summary of Motives in Outdoor Recreation

Strongly Disagree  Neutral Agree Strongly  Mean SD

Disagree Agree ™M)
To enjoy my favorite 584 135 292 1296 2790 4.09 1.32
activity (11.5%) (2.7%) (5.7%) (25.4) (54.7%)
To develop confidence 256 519 2235 1142 692 3.35 1.00
in myself (5.0%) (10.3%) (43.6%) (27.8%) (13.5%)
To experience 64 220 667 1872 2325 4.20 0.91
peace/tranquility (1.2%) (4.3%) (13.0%) (36.4%) (45.2%)
For relaxation 49 200 493 1,879 2,540 4.29 0.86
(0.9%) (3.9%) (9.6%) (36.4%) (49.2%)
For stimulation and 61 276 941 2,078 1,781 4.02 0.92
excitement (1.2%) (5.4%) (18.3%) (40.5%) (34.7%)
To feel at one with 101 329 1,301 1,793 1,618 3.87 0.99
nature (2.0%) (6.4%) (25.3%) (34.9%) (31.5%)
To escape daily 72 304 810 1,915 2,045 4.08 0.95
routine (1.4%) (5.9%) (15.7%) (37.2%) (39.7%)
To learn about the 119 463 1,722 1,838 995 3.61 0.97
environment (2.3%) (9.0%) (33.5%) (35.8%) (19.4%)
To experience new 87 302 1,268 2,185 1,294 3.84 0.93
things (1.7%) (5.9%) (24.7%) (42.5%) (25.2%)
To observe wildlife 53 222 710 2,056 2,111 4.15 0.89
(1.0%) (4.3%) (13.8%) (39.9%) (41.0%)
To meet new people 401 1,026 2,141 1,195 385 3.03 1.02
(7.8%) (19.9%) (41.6%) (23.2%) (7.5%)
To be with family and 59 234 672 1,984 2,218 4.17 0.90
friends (1.1%) (4.5%) (13.0%) (38.4%) (42.9%)
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To enjoy beautiful 38 196 499 1,878 2,548 4.30 0.85

scenery (0.7%) (3.8%) (9.7%) (36.4%) (49.4%)

To develop skill and 71 325 1,547 2,049 1,153 3.76 0.92

knowledge (1.4%) (6.3%) (30.1%) (39.8%) (22.4%)

To gain sense of 108 415 1,779 1,845 997 3.62 0.95

accomplishment (2.1%) (8.1%) (34.6%) (35.9%) (19.4%)

To challenge myself 106 432 1,559 1,900 1,143 3.69 0.98
(2.1%) (8.4%) (30.3%) (37.0%) (22.2%)

To keep physically fit 64 314 1,228 2,190 1,347 3.86 0.92
(1.2%) (6.1%) (23.9%) (42.6%) (26.2%)

To use my outdoor 109 440 1,203 2,075 1,314 3.79 0.99

gear/equipment (2.1%) (8.6%) (23.4%) (40.4%) (25.6%)

2. We would like to know about your perceived barriers to participating in outdoor recreation.
How strongly do you agree or disagree with each of the following being obstacles you face in
pursuing your outdoor recreation interests? Please rate on a scale from 1 (Entirely Disagree)
to 5 (Entirely Agree).

Table 10 highlights the most popular constraints for participating in outdoor recreation. The
results showed structural constraints as the most common reasons/barriers to participating in
outdoor recreation:

e “Parks and recreation areas are too crowded” (M=3.23) was the highest barrier to
participation.

e “Don’t have enough time” (M=3.09) was another high perceived barrier to participation.

e Cost barriers were also prevalent to participation. “Equipment costs are too high”
(M=3.006), “admission fees are too high” (M=2.87), and “activity fees are too high”
(M=2.79) were each listed in the top five barriers.

e “Lack of transportation/no way to get to parks” (M=2.11) and “afraid of getting hurt by
animals/insects” (M=1.84) were among the less common constraints.

Table 10 Summary of Constraints in Outdoor Recreation

Mean SD
Afraid of getting hurt by animals /insects 1.84 1.07
Lack of interest 2.16 1.17
Don’t feel welcome 2.18 1.17
Lack of information 2.38 1.17
Unaware of opportunities 2.63 1.20
Don’t have enough time 3.09 1.23
Don’t have the skills or physical ability 2.45 1.19
Lack of confidence 2.21 1.12
Don’t have people to go with 2.49 1.18
Activity fees are too high 2.79 1.19
Admission fees are too high 2.87 1.17
Equipment costs are too high 3.06 1.10
The facility I want doesn’t exist in parks 2.54 1.10
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Parks and recreation areas are too crowded 3.23 1.13
Concern about safety / crime 2.31 1.13
Nearby parks are dirty or poorly maintained 2.26 1.11
Lack of transportation / no way to get to parks 2.11 1.12
Don’t have necessary equipment 2.33 1.14
Weather (i.e., extreme cold or hot temperatures) 2.70 1.16
Age (i.e. busy with kids activities now, unable to 2.63 1.18

physically participate in the same activities, etc.)

3. Do you, or anyone in your household, have a physical disability that affects your ability to
participate in outdoor recreation?

e 3,954 (77.6%): No, no one in my household has a disability
e 829 (16.3%): Yes, I have a disability
e 313 (6.1): Yes, someone else in my household has a disability

4. If your response is Yes in the previous question, what recommendations could be made to
improve your ability to engage in outdoor recreation activities?

Four major themes emerged from the open-ended question. Please see Appendix C for all open-
ended answers. The following is the summary of each theme:

Hunting. Many survey responses revolved around hunting. ‘Hunting’ was the most used term
within this survey, being mentioned 43 times. Outdoor recreation participants expressed a huge
need for more public hunting ground accessibility. Respondents stated their concern about public
vs. private hunting grounds. It seems that public ground continues to be restricted amongst
hunters and hard to come by. Another common recommendation was allowing the use of ATVs
to help hunters haul out their big game. It was mentioned that allowing this would be especially
beneficial for handicap individuals. Users also discussed the allocation and application process
of obtaining a hunting license. There seems to be concern about the high fees and restrictions
involved with earning a license. Users would like to see some sort of reduced licensing fee for
senior citizens and individuals with disability.

Water Access. Water access was a common response among outdoor recreation users, with 35
respondents using the term ‘access’ in their response. The need for more onshore fishing areas
was expressed, along with more availability for safe shoreline fishing. Survey respondents also
stated that it would be beneficial to create and maintain boat ramps that are handicap accessible.
Building additional boat ramps to speed up the launch or load process for boats was also
discussed. Fishing licensing fees was another common issue mentioned by survey respondents.
Many individuals are concerned about the cost of purchasing a license. Some even mentioned
that they have resorted to fishing out of state because it is cheaper for them and their family.
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Camping. Users would like the 90-day reservation policy to be extended. It was mentioned that
it becomes hard to find available campsites for some people who are unable to reserve grounds
that far in advance. Some individuals expressed their frustration with the 90-day reservation
policy, stating that many users abuse the system and will reserve camping spots in advance and
then not show up for their full reservation. Outdoor enthusiasts mentioned that they would like to
see some sort of policy enacted for campers who do not show up for their reservation without
cancelling. They also noted that there should be the option for “drop-in” or last-minute campsite
availability. There seems to be a need for more full hook-up/electric campsites, and need was
also expressed for primitive campsites. Handicap accessible campsites and facilities was another
common response. Overall, it seems that state and local parks would benefit from adding more
campsites available to the public. A few selected direct quotes below:

e “Being able to plan ahead and reserve camping spots more than 90 days out would be a
great help. Only 90 days out makes it difficult to get kids and grandkids to arrange
vacation time and still be able to get the camping areas we want.”

e “Campgrounds need more handicap spots. Shorter walking paths would be a nice option,
or some type of handicap friendly rental ATVs or golf carts for long trails to scenic
areas.”

Trails/facilities. Nearly 40 survey respondents stated the need for more paved trails. They are
unable to use some trails now due to the width, condition, and incline of the trail. Research
participants wish to have more paved trails at a lower incline to accommodate the public with
disabilities. Users also requested to have more seating areas around trails and facilities to give
people a chance to take a break from their outdoor recreation activity. Research participants also
suggested more handicap restrooms. Parking was a popular need among survey participants.
They described the need for more handicap parking, especially near boat ramps and docks.
Outdoor recreation users also recommended creating more trails specifically for ATV/UTV
usage. However, some users would like to restrict usage of such vehicles as it disturbs their
experience when enjoying nature.

5. Do you have any suggestions for how outdoor recreation providers can help remove the
barriers to your participation in outdoor recreation activities?

There were five main themes discovered in this open-ended question regarding how to assist the
participants to participate more in outdoor recreation activities:

Improve Accessibility. A common theme amongst study participants was more ADA
(Americans with Disability Act) accommodations. It would be beneficial to create more
programming and activities that specifically target individuals with disabilities. This would help
create a more inclusive outdoor environment while getting more of the community involved in
recreation. Outdoor enthusiasts would like to see more handicap accessible facilities, cabins, and
campsites. Some mentioned that creating more handicap accessible campsites that are near
restroom and shower facilities would be beneficial. Additionally, more paved trails that are
wheelchair accessible would encourage individuals to interact and be independent in nature.
Participants also discussed having more or improved handicap accessible parking and boat
ramps, along with having handicap accessible fishing piers. The terms ‘access’ and ‘accessible’
were mentioned 181 times collectively amongst respondents. A few selected direct quotes below:
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e “Encourage more participation by conducting classes for those that are handicapped, both
physically or developmentally. Make it easier!”
e “All lakes with public access should have a handicap accessible fishing dock.”

Facility Expansion and Improvement. Another common response was the expansion and
improvement of local and state park services and facilities. Among these were parking, boat
docks and ramps, publicly accessible land, but mainly campsites. Respondents mentioned that
campsites often feel over-crowded which takes away from the relaxing aspect of the trip itself.
Along with that, some respondents mentioned that it is hard to find available campsites due to
the 90-day reservation policy. Outdoor recreation users would also like to see more boat ramps
and docks, and the maintenance of existing ramps and docks. Additionally, users mentioned that
parking can often be difficult to come by and it would be beneficial to create more parking
availability. A few selected direct quotes below:

e “Double (or triple) the number of electric RV camping spots at the State Parks! Unless
you can readily plan ahead 90-days, it is almost impossible to get a spot! Please add more
camping spots!”

e “Continue expanding bike trails in local communities. More pickleball and tennis courts.
More summer rec programs to teach kids outdoor”

Dissension between SD Resident and Non-resident. Many survey respondents discussed the
issue of residents/non-residents mainly regarding the topics of camping and hunting. A resident
would be any individual residing in South Dakota, a non-resident would be anyone from out of
state. South Dakota residents would like to see more preferential treatment when it comes to
reserving campsites and purchasing hunting licenses and tags. They would like to see reduced
prices for SD residents and increased prices for non-residents. On the flip side, many non-
residents would like to see fees reduced for out-of-staters, mentioning that it is unwelcoming to
travel here and have to pay additional fees. A few selected direct quotes below:
e “Give more preference to SD residents on fishing, hunting, and camping opportunities as
compared to non-residents.”
e “Remove out-of-state fees. People already spend more money to travel out-of-state. It is
not welcoming.”

Rules and Regulation of Specialty Activities. Many respondents discussed matters relating to
rules and regulations of outdoor areas and facilities. Outdoor recreation users expressed their
concern for the 90-day reservation policy for campsites. It was stated that it can be very difficult
to find available campsites because not everyone is able to take advantage of the 90-day
reservations due to not knowing their schedule that far in advance. However, there are also
individuals who wish they could reserve their campsites more than 90-days in advance. This
would allow them to coordinate with family so that everyone has ample time to request vacation
or take time off work. Users mentioned that a few first-come, first-served campsites would be
beneficial for individuals who are last minute planners or just need to drop-in for the night.
Additionally, respondents would like to see policies enforced for campers who do not show up
for their campsite reservation. A few selected direct quotes below:

e “Add more places to camp. Can’t get into state parks to camp at a moment's notice. They

book too far in advance. Keep more camp sites first-come, first-served.”
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e “People are abusing the 90-day system by making reservations several days before they
actually plan to occupy the site. If they do not show up the first day of reservation, they
should lose it.”

Outdoor recreation enthusiasts also expressed their concern of the increased usage of
ATVs/UTVs. It was mentioned that these off-road vehicles contribute to the destruction of nature
and wildlife areas. They disturb the peace and serenity of the outdoors that many users seek.
However, on the flip side, a number of respondents wished there were more areas where they
could use their ATVs/UTVs. Some mentioned that it would be beneficial to use an ATV/UTV to
assist with hauling out big game during the hunting season. Others mentioned that ATV/UTV
usage is the only way they are able to navigate certain landscapes due to disabilities. A few
selected direct quotes below:

e “The ATVs so diminish the sense of tranquility and they are tearing up the trails. Please

restrict their use and ENFORCE it.”

o “Allow wider use of ATVs, I have difficulty walking.”

Commercialization/Privatization. Another concern that many respondents had was the lack of
public hunting land. More and more land is being dedicated to private land hunting and guided
hunts which are not freely available to the public. This results in crowded, limited, public
hunting land. Some mentioned that hunting is becoming cost prohibitive due to lack of public
space to hunt and resulting in having to pay for guided hunts or pay fees to hunt individually on
private land. A few selected direct quotes below:

¢ “Find more public land in South Dakota that can be accessible to hunters. We are

experiencing decreasing opportunities because of lack of places to hunt.”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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SECTION III: OUTDOOR RECREATION NEEDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA

This section was designed to understand the State’s needs for outdoor recreation related
facilities, amenities, and areas to promote and sustain the outdoor recreation legacy of South

Dakota over the next five years.

1. Please indicate whether or not you feel there is a need for more facilities or if efforts should

be made to improve what already exists. Please select all that apply.

Participants responses indicated a need for more hunting areas, shooting ranges, campgrounds
(RV/trailer and tent), fishing areas, and walking/biking trails. The top ten facilities of “Need

More” and “Need to Improve” were marked in the following Table 11.

Table 11 Percentage and Rank of Need in Facilities and Areas

Need more  Need to improve Adequate  No opinion
Tent-camping campgrounds [5] 25.1% 11.6% 38.3% 24.9%
RV or trailer campgrounds [4] 26.6% 13.7% 37.7% 22.0%
Areas for backpacking 15.6% 12.7% 36.2% 35.5%
Picnic areas 12.3% 15.5% 49.4% 22.9%
Facilities for boating 16.2% 4] 17.7% 42.0% 24.1%
Swimming beaches 15.2% [1] 21.1% 39.7% 23.9%
Swimming pools 12.5% 12.6% 37.4% 37.5%
Fishing areas [8] 21.5% [3] 18.1% 42.6% 17.9%
Shore Fishing Areas [6] 24.5% 2] 20.1% 36.6% 18.8%
Hunting areas [1] 31.3% [7] 16.9% 30.4% 21.4%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) [10] 20.7% [10] 15.8% 40.7% 22.9%
Horseback riding trails 8.6% 8.7% 27.5% 55.2%
Paved trails 14.9% 12.7% 41.7% 30.7%
Mountain biking trails 10.7% 9.4% 28.3% 51.5%
Mountain biking skills course 10.0% 8.6% 23.7% 57.8%
Fat Tire bike trails 8.9% 7.9% 23.0% 60.2%
Cross-country skiing trails 10.3% 9.6% 23.1% 57.0%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding 11.9% 9.2% 25.2% 53.7%
areas
Sledding areas 17.4% 14.3% 23.5% 44.8%
Ice skating or hockey rinks 11.9% 11.3% 25.0% 51.8%
(Outdoor)
Snowmobile trails 8.4% 8.8% 31.5% 51.3%
Off-road or ATV riding 13.6% 12.6% 32.5% 41.2%
areas/trails
Historic sites (with interpretation) 13.6% [5] 17.4% 38.7% 30.3%
Nature areas/open space [7] 22.6% [6] 17.1% 38.8% 21.4%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 15.9% 13.4% 36.4% 34.3%
Pow-wow grounds 8.3% 10.6% 23.8% 57.3%
Playgrounds 11.0% 15.0% 38.1% 35.9%
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Soccer fields 7.0% 7.8% 32.5% 52.7%
Football fields 6.6% 7.6% 33.4% 52.4%
Lacrosse fields 7.1% 6.5% 24.3% 62.1%
Baseball or softball fields 8.8% 10.2% 35.7% 45.3%
Golf courses/driving ranges 9.8% 9.8% 38.6% 41.9%
Skateboarding parks 8.1% 8.2% 26.9% 56.8%
Tennis courts 7.4% 8.4% 29.8% 54.3%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 8.6% 9.1% 28.0% 54.3%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 9.1% 10.4% 28.9% 51.6%
Horseshoe pits 10.0% 11.3% 28.2% 50.5%
Archery target shooting ranges [9] 21.0% 15.2% 26.0% 37.8%
Shooting ranges (shotgun) 3] 27.7% [8] 16.9% 24.7% 30.7%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges [2] 30.4% [9] 16.5% 24.4% 28.7%
Disc golf courses 11.8% 10.6% 31.4% 46.2%
Dog parks 18.5% 14.2% 28.8% 38.5%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 19.1% 14.3% 25.8% 40.8%
ATV skill parks 10.7% 9.0% 24.4% 55.9%
ADA accessible facilities. Please 12.9% 13.7% 22.5% 51.0%
specify what types.

2. What are the most needed recreation facilities in your community (within 10-15 minutes of
your home)?

The most needed recreation facility within South Dakota communities according to survey
respondents are trails. The term “trails” was mentioned 514 times throughout the survey results.
There is a wide variety of trail type that recreation users would like to see. Hiking, biking, and
walking trails were one of the most common requests from respondents. Paved, easily accessible,
ADA compliant trails was another common response. Outdoor enthusiasts also stated the need
for more ATV/UTYV specific trails. Additionally, cross-country skiing trails, along with horse
trails are a common need stated by survey respondents.

Another common recreational need mentioned was public access to shooting and archery ranges.
Users would like to see both indoor and outdoor ranges. Specifically mentioned were rifle
ranges, and trap and skeet ranges. Collectively, the terms “range” and “shooting” were discussed
536 times. Survey respondents also wish to have more public access to fishing areas within their
community. The majority of users would like to see more shore fishing options available to
them. The term “shore fishing” was discussed 101 times throughout the survey.

e “Improved paved trails and the establishment of new trails: the potential for trails in our

area is unlimited”
e “Archery and shooting range that is open to the public and not privately owned”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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3. How important is availability of Wi-Fi to you when participating in outdoor recreation
activities?

Respondents indicated a very low importance for the availability of Wi-Fi when recreating
outdoors with 36.4% responding that it is “not at all important” and 2.9% responding it is
“extremely important.” (Figure 4)

Figure 4 Importance of Wi-Fi Availability
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4. What other facilities/areas/amenities should be considered when promoting South Dakota’s
outdoor recreation legacy for the next five years?

When considering the facilities/areas/amenities that should be used to promote South Dakota’s
outdoor recreation legacy for the next five years, 180 users discussed camping, making it the
most common answer among respondents. As has been previously mentioned, the need for
additional campsites throughout the state was expressed. Additionally, respondents commented
on the difficulty of finding available campsites if you are unable to reserve early within the 90-
day window. Hunting and fishing were two other common responses from survey participants.

Overall, users would like to see the maintenance and expansion of public hunting and fishing
areas. Collectively, “hunting” and “fishing” were mentioned 299 times throughout the survey.
e “Increase the number of areas for camping and hiking so it’s not so crowded in the
summer. It’s getting harder and harder to get away from people, even out west.”
e “Inexpensive opportunities for young families; the ability to rent equipment to try
camping for families and young adults would also help grow future use.”
e “Any extra access is good. With so much land being private it is hard to enjoy hunting or
fishing with a family when you don’t have relatives who own land.”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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SECTION IV: PUBLIC PERSPECTIVE ABOUT OUTDOOR RECREATION

The following section examined priorities in funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts
in South Dakota, the importance of potential benefits of outdoor recreation, and the ability of
outdoor recreation providers to provide these benefits.

1.  How important is having access to high-quality public park and recreation opportunities
when deciding where to live?

Participants placed relatively high importance on having access to high-quality parks and
recreation opportunities when deciding where to live. Only 6.5% indicated it was “not at all
important.”

e 284 (6.5%) Not at all important

e 711 (16.2%) Slightly important

e 1,307 (29.7%) Important

o 1,255 (28.5%) Very important

o 844 (19.2%) Extremely important

2. When funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts in South Dakota, how important
or unimportant are each of following considerations? Please rate each statement on a 5-point
Likert scale from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Respondents showed the highest average importance of funding efforts to “protect wildlife and
fish habitat” (M=3.96), “maintain existing park and recreation areas” (3.91), and “provide
environmental and conversation programs” (M=3.56). Although not much lower in importance,
the lowest importance was shown to “build pedestrian and cycling paths between places of work,
parks, schools, etc.” (M=3.24). Table 12 shows the detailed results of funding efforts in outdoor
recreation.

Table 12 Summary of Importance of Funding Efforts in Outdoor Recreation

Extremely Somewhat Neutral Somewhat Extremely Mean SD

Unimportant Unimportant Important  Important (M)
(A) Acquire and protect 843 394 663 1,137 1,627 350 148
open space (as (18.1%) (8.4%) (14.2%) (24.4%) (34.9%)
undeveloped, conserved
land)
(B) Acquire additional 404 674 1,039 1,539 1,044 346 1.22
land and water areas for (8.6%) (14.3%) (22.1%) (32.7%) (22.2%)
developed recreation
(C) Maintain existing 463 404 490 1,098 2,250 391 1.34
park and recreation areas (9.8%) (8.6%) (10.4%) (23.3%) (47.8%)
(D) Provide 287 616 1,112 1,527 1,151 3.56  1.17
environmental and (6.1%) (13.1%) (23.7%) (32.5%) (24.5%)

conservation programs
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(E) Provide recreation 238 704 1,423 1,617 710 340 1.07
programs at parks and (5.1%) (15.0%) (30.3%) (34.5%) (15.1%)
recreation areas
(F) Protect wildlife and 461 388 502 859 2,492 396 1.36
fish habitat (9.8%) (8.3%) (10.7%)  (183%)  (53.0%)
(G) Build more 297 725 1,446 1,504 714 334 1.11
greenways/trails (6.3%) (15.5%) (30.9%) (32.1%) (15.2%)
(H) Build pedestrian and 367 792 1,537 1,327 671 324 1.13
cycling paths between (7.8%) (16.9%)  (32.7%)  (283%)  (14.3%)
places of work, parks,
schools etc.
3. When thinking about your community, how much do you agree that the outdoor recreation
opportunities provided by your local park and recreation organization provides or supports
the delivery of the following benefits to the public? Please rate each statement on a 5-point
Likert scale from strongly disagree to strongly agree.
The highest perceived benefits were “preserves open spaces and the environment” (M=3.93) and
“enhances a sense of place and community” (M=3.83). “Makes your community a more
desirable place,” “preserves historical features in your community,” and “promotes tourism in
your community” were also high perceived benefits, all with the mean score of 3.78 (Table 13).
Table 13 Summary of Perceived Benefits from Parks and Recreation in South Dakota
Strongly =~ Somewhat Neutral Somewhat Strongly Mean SD
Disagree  Disagree Agree Agree M)
Makes your community 567 256 573 1,439 1,772 3.78 1.34
a more desirable placeto  (12.3%) (5.6%) (12.4%)  (31.2%) (38.5%)
live
Preserves historical 95 409 1,173 1,686 1,247 3.78 1.01
features in your (2.1%) (8.9%) (254%)  (36.6%)  (27.0%)
community
Preserves open spaces 109 412 833 1,597 1,652 393 1.05
and the environment (2.4%) (9.0%) (18.1%)  (34.7%) (35.9%)
Increases property 124 427 1,319 1,494 1,239 3.72  1.04
values in your (2.7%) (9.3%) (28.7%)  (32.5%)  (26.9%)
community
Helps attract new 132 458 1,142 1,633 1,242 374 1.05
residents and businesses (2.9%) (9.9%) (24.8%)  (35.4%) (27.0%)
Helps to lower the crime 160 613 1,740 1,253 843 344 1.04
rate in your community (3.5%) (13.3%) (37.8%)  (27.2%) (18.3%)
Promotes tourism in 118 434 1,086 1,687 1,279 378 1.04
your community (2.6%) (9.4%) (23.6%)  (36.6%)  (27.8%)
Enhances a sense of 82 372 1,083 1,778 1,282 383 .99
place and community (1.8%) (8.1%) (23.6%)  (38.7%) (27.9%)
Provides 154 508 1,593 1,412 927 353 1.04
programs/services that (3.4%) (11.1%) (34.7%)  (30.7%) (20.2%)

benefit a
demographically diverse
population
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4. How important is it that your local parks and recreation organization delivers or provides the
following programs/services that focus on health and well-being? Please rate each statement
on a 5-point Likert scale from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Respondents indicated the highest importance for their local parks and recreation organizations
to provide programs and services to “improve mental health and reduce stress for youth”
(M=4.01), “improve mental health and reduce stress for youth” (M=3.92), and “provide
equitable access to high-quality parks, green spaces, trails, and other built environment features”
(M=3.84). The following Table 14 shows the results of the provision of health and well-being in
parks and recreation services.

Table 14 Summary of Importance of Provision of Health and Well-being Services

Extremely Somewhat  Neutral Somewhat Extremely  Mean SD

Unimportant Unimportant Important  Important M)
Improve physical 590 292 786 1,635 1,218 3.57 1.30
health and fitness (13.1%) (6.5%) (17.4%) (36.2%) (26.9%)
Improve mental 132 386 789 1,642 1,579 3.92 1.06
health and reduce (2.9%) (8.5%) (17.4%) (36.3%) (34.9%)
stress for adults
Improve mental 139 301 753 1,531 1,798 4.01 1.05
health and reduce (3.1%) (6.7%) (16.7%) (33.9%) (39.8%)
stress for youth
Provide opportunities 144 466 1,177 1,758 983 3.66 1.03
for social interaction (3.2%) (10.3%)  (26.0%) (38.8%) (21.7%)
Partner with local 131 458 1,308 1,631 996 3.64 1.02
government or (2.9%) (10.1%)  (28.9%) (36.1%) (22.0%)
community-based
organizations to
improve access to
health and wellness
opportunities
Promote the health 108 409 1,043 1,768 1,194 3.78 1.01
and wellness benefits (2.4%) (9.0%) (23.1%) (39.1%) (26.4%)
of parks and
recreation
Provide equitable 155 385 950 1,570 1,453 3.84 1.08
access to high-quality  (3.4%)) (8.5%)  (21.1%) (34.8%) (32.2%)

parks, green spaces,
trails, and other built
environment features

5. What else should we consider in developing the South Dakota outdoor recreation plan for the
next five-years?

In this open-ended question, 119 survey respondents discussed the importance of parks and green
spaces within their communities to help contribute to the quality of life for residents.
Additionally, users would like to see more access to public hunting areas. Specifically mentioned
were walk-in hunting areas. Along with that, survey respondents expressed their concern of the
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increasing licensing fees to hunt and the decreasing access to public hunting land. Users would
also like to see the acquisition of more land for general use by the public. ADA accessible
facilities is another consideration for the future. Creating an inclusive and welcoming recreation
environment where all individuals are encouraged to participate regardless of ability is
important.
e “Breaking barriers and improving accessibility (not only physical disabilities, but other
barriers).”
e “In my opinion, the SD State Parks are among the best anywhere. Maintain that high
level of excellence and improve where possible.”
e “Improve the quality and quantity of hunting and fishing areas and access.”

Please see Appendix C for the list of open-ended answers.
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SECTION V: COVID-19 IMPACTS ON OUTDOOR RECREATION

This section was designed to address how the COVID-19 pandemic affected people’s
participation and experiences in outdoor recreation. Questions addressed frequency of
participation, location of outdoor recreation participation, and involvement in outdoor activities
during the COVID-19 pandemic.

1. How did your frequency of outdoor activity participation change during the COVID-19
pandemic on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being a significant decrease in outdoor activity
participation and 5 being a significant increase in outdoor activity participation?

Close to half of the participants (42.8%) indicated their frequency of outdoor activity
participation did not change during the COVID-19 pandemic (Figure 5). There was some
decrease seen with 17.2% indicating their participation decreased significantly and 14.7%
indicating their participation decreased moderately.

Figure 5 Change in Outdoor Activity Participation During COVID-19 Pandemic
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2. How does the COVID-19 pandemic impact your participation in your favorite outdoor
activities? Please explain whether that impact was negative, positive, etc.

In this open-ended question, while a large portion of individuals expressed no impact on their
outdoor participation, a total of 328 survey respondents reported that their participation in
outdoor activities was positively impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic.
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Many users discussed the matter of safety and social distancing and how outdoor activities
allowed them to abide by these guidelines while also socializing or enjoying their favorite
recreational activity. Additionally, due to the closure of many businesses and public entities,
individuals had more time on their hands than usual and so chose to spend that time outdoors.
Walking, with or without a pet, hiking, fishing, hunting, and camping are a few of the outdoor
activities that users were able to participate in more often due to the pandemic.

On the flip side, 298 survey respondents reported that their participation in outdoor activities was
negatively impacted by COVID-19 due to facility closures and event cancellations. Additionally,
some respondents were fearful of contracting the virus so chose not to recreate outside the home.
Overcrowding of outdoor spaces due to many public businesses and entities being temporarily
closed was another reason users reported a negative impact on their participation in outdoor
activities. The discouragement of group events also kept respondents from their favorite
activities. However, some reported that they did begin to engage in more individual-based
pursuits. The followings are direct quotes from the participants:
e “Due to being at home, we were able to increase our outdoor use, which I would equate
to a positive impact.”
e “Overall, it was a negative experience. We did not go out to very many activities,
especially that involved other people. We did participate in less social events like hiking
and wildlife viewing.”

Please see Appendix C for all open-ended answers.

3. Where do you typically go to participate in outdoor recreation during the COVID-19
pandemic? Please select all that apply.

About half (49.1%) of the respondents went to state parks/recreation areas to participate in
outdoor recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic. Local parks/trails (38.0%) and backyards
(35.0%) were also popular areas for outdoor recreation participation. Only 12.8% indicated they
stayed at home and did not participate in outdoor recreation activities.

o 808 (12.8%) Stay at home (no participation)

e 2,203 (35.0%) Backyard

e 2.393 (38.0%) Local parks/trails

o 3.087 (49.1%) State parks/recreation areas

e 1.930(30.7%) National parks/forests/grasslands

e 1.532 (24.3%) Private properties
e 191 (3.0%) Other (please specity)

e 28 users reported that they visited lakes to participate in outdoor recreation during the
COVID-19 pandemic. Hunting and fishing on public land was another popular
outdoor recreation activity during the pandemic. Additionally, 15 individuals
answered that the golf course was where they chose to recreate during COVID-19.
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4. Did you start a new outdoor activity during the COVID-19 pandemic? 4a. What new
activity/activities did you pick up during the COVID-19 pandemic?

e Yes: 1,305 (29.0%)
e No: 3,198 (71.0%)

Camping and hunting were the top two new activities picked up during the COVID-19
pandemic, with 33 users reporting such. These activities were followed by fishing and kayaking
with 32 respondents reporting these respectively. The fifth most popular activity that was
acquired during the pandemic was biking, with 24 individuals reporting this.

5. Did you stop participating in your preferred outdoor recreation activities due to the COVID-
19 pandemic?

e 839 (18.5%) Yes

e 3,667 (80.9%) No

e 26 (0.6%) I did not participate in outdoor recreation activities before the COVID-19
pandemic

5a. Do you plan to return to your preferred recreation activities after the COVID-19
pandemic?

e 716 (85.2%) Yes
o 37(4.4%) No
e 87 (10.4%) Maybe/unsure

6. Please rate the following COVID-19 statements in relation to your outdoor recreation
experiences since March of 2020.

Participants indicated the most agreement towards the statement “I am satisfied with the outdoor
recreation opportunities provided to me in South Dakota” (M=3.71). Participants had slightly
less agreement towards the statement “I am concerned about my own personal health when
recreating outdoors” (M=2.37) as well as “I am concerned about the public’s health when
recreating outdoors” (M=2.44). Table 15 shows the details results of participants’ outdoor
recreation experiences amid the COVID-19 pandemic.

Table 15 Summary of Outdoor Recreation Preferences related to COVID-19 Pandemic
Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly Mean SD

disagree disagree agree agree M)
I am concerned about 1,834 759 755 711 440 237 1.40
my own personal (40.8%) (16.9%) (16.8%) (15.8%) (9.8%)
health when recreating
outdoors.
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I am concerned about 1,679 751 871 778 412 244 1.38
the public’s health (37.4%) (16.7%) (19.4%) (17.3%) (9.2%)

when recreating

outdoors.

Local recreation 172 525 1,418 1,443 927 354 1.06
providers provided (3.8%) (11.7%) (31.6%) (32.2%) (20.7%)

adequate outdoor

recreation

opportunities.

I am satisfied with the 153 614 861 1,608 1,249 3.71  1.11
outdoor recreation (3.4%) (13.7%) (19.2%) (35.9%) (27.8%)

opportunities provided
to me in South Dakota

I value outdoor 396
recreation more now (8.8%)
than compared to

before the pandemic.

517 1,745 978 851 331 1.16
(11.5%) (38.9%) (21.8%) (19.0)
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SECTION VI: DEMOGRAPHICS OF RESEARCH PARTICIPANTS

1. How did you hear about this survey?

Approximately 65% of research participants heard about the survey from an organization.
Newsletter or invitation from GFP (17%), social media (10%), and SDSU’s news and emails
(5%). Figure 6

Figure 6 Frequency of Survey Information Resources

Survey Information

H [nvitation from an organization

= SDSU News and emails

= Newsletter or invitation from GFP
Social media

® [nvitation from friend and family

m Other

| 2. Do you live in any of the following geographic locations?

The two most common geographic locations participants were from was the Sioux Falls area
(21.0%) and the Black Hills (21.5%). Fewer respondents were from the Huron area (3.3%) and
the Yankton area (4.3%).

o 841 (21.0%) Sioux Falls area
e 860 (21.5%) Black Hills
237 (5.9%) Aberdeen area

e 304 (7.6%) Watertown area
e 304 (7.6%) Pierre area

e 313 (7.8%) Brookings area
e 211 (5.3%) Mitchell area

e 132 (3.3%) Huron area

174 (4.3%) Yankton area
e 626 (15.6%) None of the above
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3. What is your gender?

A little more than 64% of respondents were male while almost 34% were female. Eight
people identified as non/binary/other gender and 74 people selected “prefer not to answer.”

2,898 (64.5%): Male

1,516 (33.7%): Female

8 (0.2%): Non-binary/other gender
74 (1.6%): Prefer not to answer

4.  What is your zip code?

Approximately 3,145 research participants reported their zip code in South Dakota. The response
frequency among all 371 zip codes in SD ranged from 1 to 178. The highest frequency of
participation from a single zip code was 57501 (Pierre, n=178), followed by 57702 (Rapid City,
n=176), 57106 (Sioux Falls, n=134), 57006 (Brookings, n=130), and 57701 (Rapid City, n=116).
About 75% of SD zip codes, a total of 278 zip codes, had at least one individual respond to the
public survey. Please see the survey participants’ zip code distribution below (Figure 7):

e 1-19 respondents: 249 zip codes

e 20-49 respondents: 12 zip codes

e 50-99 respondents: 11 zip codes

e 100-180 respondents: 6 zip codes
Appendix C shows the frequency of participants’ zip codes from SD and other states.

Figure 7 Frequency Distribution of Research Participants’ Zip Code
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Note: The map was created on Esri ArcGIS online by Dr. I-Chun Wu at Illinois State University.
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5. What is the highest level of education you have achieved?

Almost 36% of participants had some college or associate degree and about 27% had a
bachelor’s degree. Less than 1% had an education level of less than high school (Figure 6).

Figure 6 Highest Education Level of Research Participants

Graduate or professional degree

I 16.4%

Bachelor's degree

I 27.1%

Some college or associate's degree

I 35.9%

High school graduate
I— 20.0%

Less than high school
I 0.6%

0% 5%  10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

| 6. What was your total household income for 20207?

Figure 7 shows that slightly more than 20% of respondents made a total household income of
either $50,000-$74,999 (21.7%) or $75,000-$99,999 (22.3%). About 17% made $25,000 or less.

Figure 7 Total Annual Household Income in 2020
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7. What is your current employment status?

Figure 8 Current Employment Status of Research Participants
A majority of participants Other
were full-time employed 3%
(66%). About 25% of
respondents were retired.
Figure 8 Current
Employment Status

Unemployed ___
1%
Part-time J
employed
6%

8. How old are you?

The research participants were asked to report their age. The results showed that the age range is
between 18 to 90 years of age with the mean age is 49 years old and standard deviation is 15.7
years. The Figure 9 indicates the age distribution of the research participants.

Figure 9 Age Distribution of Research Participants

18 24
3‘V

75+
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Age
m 18-24
65 74 25- 34 = 25-34
19% 9%
m 35-44
= 45-54
m 55-64
= 65-74
m 75+
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| 9. Are you of Hispanic, Latino or Spanish origin?

e 91 (2.1%): Yes
e 4.305(97.9%): No

| 10. What is your race?

e 4,219 (95.5%) White
e 13 (0.3%) Black/African American

e 41 (0.9%) American Indian/Alaska Native
e 20 (0.5%) Asian

e 14 (0.3%) Pacific Islander

e 32 (0.7%) Two or more races

o 78 (1.8%) Other

| 11. What is your political affiliation?

e 1,515 (44.0) Republican

e 417 (12.1%) Democrat

e 665 (19.3%) Independent

e 767 (22.3) Prefer not to answer
e 80 (2.3%) Other
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NATIONAL TRENDS AND OUTDOOR RECREATION STUDIES

The third goal of this research project was to understand South Dakota’s outdoor recreation
market and opportunities comparing to national studies and statistics. By using existing
publications and studies, it might be helpful to examine the similarities and differences in
managing outdoor recreation services and perceived current trends and challenges at different
recreation providers in South Dakota.

OUTDOOR RECREATION PARTICIPATION IN USA

According to the 2020 Outdoor Participation Report (Outdoor Foundation [OF], 2020) in 2019,
about half (50.7%) of the U.S. population participated in at least one outdoor recreation activity,
with participation growing 1.2% from 2018 to 2019. The smallest gender gap to be measured
also revealed itself between participants with 53.8% being male and 46.2% being female. The
number of female participants in outdoor recreation has continued its slow growth. In 2019,
Americans went on a total of 10.9 billion outdoor outings, a noticeable increase from the 10.2
billion outings in 2018, but the number of times an individual participated in outdoor recreation
has gone down.

Even with a growing number of total outdoor outings for Americans, Hispanic and Black
Americans are still significantly underrepresented when looking at outdoor recreation
participants. The 2020 Outdoor Participation Report (OF, 2020) states that Black Americans
make up 12.4% of the US population but only 9.4% of outdoor recreation participants and
Hispanic Americans make up 17.9% of the population but only 11.6% of outdoor participants.
Black, Asian, and Hispanic Americans all showed running, jogging, and trail running as the most
popular activity among the demographic groups, while Caucasian Americans showed hiking as
the most popular activity.

Similar to previous years, the most popular outdoor activity of outdoor recreation participants
was running/jogging (20.2%, 61 million participants). Other popular activities included fishing
(16.6%, 50.2 million participants), hiking (16.4%, 49.7 million participants), biking (16.1%, 48.9
million participants), and camping (13.8%, 41.8 billion). Individuals and families may visit parks
for different reasons but some of the key reasons that people do choose to visit parks are to be
with family and friends, to be closer to nature, to have a break from day-to-day stress, and to
exercise or be physically fit (National Recreation and Park Association [NRPA], 2021).
Respondents from the same survey also indicated a high importance for access to various
outdoor recreation opportunities such as quiet, outdoor places to relax, trails for walking,
running, hiking, and biking, as well as access to view scenery and wildlife. Living within
walking distance of a park or recreation facility is a significant indicator as to whether or not
people will visit these places (NRPA, 2020; NRPA, 2021). Additionally, nearby parks and
playgrounds are an important factor when deciding where to live (NRPA, 2020).

Youth and Family Outdoor Recreation Participation

Participating in outdoor recreation activities is a great way for families and children to spend
time together and stay physically active while being exposed to nature. According to the Outdoor
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Foundation report (2019) the average age of outdoor recreation participants was 37 years old.
Fewer highly active participants were reported with an increased number of participants going
out less often.

Youth participation in outdoor recreation has fallen for both boys and girls, but previous research
has shown that boys tend to spend more time outdoors than girls (Faulkner et al., 2015). Children
aged 6 to 17 had an average of 91 outings in 2012 and only 77 outings in 2019 (Outdoor
Foundation, 2020). Road, mountain and BMX biking was the most popular outdoor recreation
activity among children. Adults that have children in their households had higher outdoor
participation rates (57%) when compared to adults with no children in their households (44.4%).
Households that had children aged 6 to 12 had the highest participation rate at 57.8%. Despite
children’s decreased participation in outdoor recreation, they are able to gain many benefits
when they do play outside. Increased chances to meet physical activity guidelines, lower
sedentary behavior, healthier physical conditions, and a deeper connection to nature are just a
few of the many benefits (Flowers et al., 2016; Gray et al., 2015; Lekies et al., 2015;
McCormick, 2017).

Barriers to QOutdoor Recreation Participation

Not enough time and personal issues is the top reason people do not participate in outdoor
recreation activities, followed closely by unawareness of programs or facilities offered. Other
key reasons people do not participate are lack of facilities and amenities, price/user fees, and
hours of operation. Lack of parking (2%) is among the lower reasons people do not participate
(NRPA, 2019).

Another large barrier to people participating in outdoor recreation activities is the preferred use
of technology. When preparing research for a previous SCORP, Oregon parks and recreation
professionals conducted youth focused group interviews and found that technology was acting as
a major constraint to playing outdoors more often (Burns et al., 2007).

Technology has become an integral part of people’s lives and has directly affected how often or
when people recreate outdoors (Table 16). With the use and dependence on technology being so
significant the NRPA has encouraged park and recreation providers to 1) proactively establish a
digital transformation strategy for their park and recreation department 2) learn to anticipate the
needs of the community 3) seek out educational opportunities and 3) do not forget about digital

communication (email, social media, websites, etc.) (Stapleton, 2019).

Table 16 Reasons for Non-Use of Park and Recreation Offerings

Barriers/Constraints Percentage
No time or other personal reasons 35%
Not aware of programs or facilities offered 29%
Lack of facilities and amenities 14%
Price or user fees 14%
Hours of operation 13%
Safety and security 10%
Overall condition/maintenance 9%
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Don’t have the programs or facilities I want 9%
Location of facilities not convenient 6%
Lack of public transportation 5%
Need more restrooms 5%
Inadequate ADA accessibility 4%
Customer service 3%
Poor condition of outdoor facilities 3%
Lack of parking 2%
Poor condition of indoor facilities 2%
Other 16%

Source: Awareness and the Use of Parks (NRPA, 2019)

TRENDS IN OUTDOOR RECREATION

Participation decline. The Outdoor Industry Association ([OIA], 2021) reported that in 2020
participants reached the same number of total outdoor outings (11.4 billion) as in 2007, but it
took 22 million additional participants to reach that number in 2020. This illustrates that the
average number of outings per participant has declined over that 13-year period. Furthermore,
the number of core participants, those participating more than once a week, has been on a steady
decline for 10 years. In 2010, 40 percent of all participants identified as a core participant, while
in 2020 just 33 percent of all participants indicated the same (OIA, 2021). This is a troubling
trend for the industry, as the most dedicated participants are often the ones to introduce their
children, family, and friends to the outdoors, which helps increase overall participation and
inspires industry innovation (OIA, 2021).

Population and aging trends. In the last decade, the population in South Dakota increased from
814,180 in 2010 to 886,667 in 2020, which is an 8.9% rate of growth (U.S. Census, 2021b).
Lincoln county saw the greatest growth in population, with a 45.4% increase, while Meade,
Union, Minnehaha, and Beadle counties increased by 10-18% (U.S. Census, 2021b). 75.5% of
South Dakota’s population is over the age of 18, which is a 9.5% increase from 2010 (U.S.
Census, 2021b). 17.2% of South Dakota’s population is 65 years or older (U.S. Census, 2021a),
which is an increase of 3% from 2010 (CensusViewer, n.d.). This is a consistent trend across the
United States and is predicted to continue due to the aging Baby Boomer generation, lower rates
of fertility, and an increase in life expectancy (Administration for Community Living, 2020;
Anderson et al., 2012; Urban Institute, n.d.).

Economic Impact. Parks and recreation agencies have a major impact on the US economy. In
2017, park and recreation agencies were responsible for 1,125,640 jobs and $166.4 billion in
economic activity in the US (NRPA, 2017). Specifically, South Dakota contributed 3,378 jobs
and $381,448,042 in economic activity. While these agencies support their local areas through
purchasing equipment, utilities, services, vendors, etc. they also have a greater impact on the
economy through improved health and wellness, effective conservation and resiliency, increased
property values, improved economic development, and by attracting visitor spending.
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OUTDOOR RECREATION AND HEALTH AMID THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

With the rapid emergence of the COVID-19 pandemic, the world saw drastic societal changes
that were immediate and disruptive. Across the globe, industries were having to find creative
ways to adapt their operations in order to overcome the challenges brought on by the COVID-19
pandemic. The outdoor recreation industry was no exception. With state and federal prevention
measures being put in place, individuals were having to alter the ways in which they used their
recreation and leisure time. With the Center for Disease Control recognizing outdoor activities as
a safer alternative to indoor activities, 20% of individuals who considered themselves non-
participants of outdoor recreation prior to the pandemic found themselves participating in
outdoor recreation activities during the early months of COVID-19 (Taff et al., 2021). These new
recreationists were more likely to engage in low-barrier activities that could be performed close
to home, such as walking, running/jogging, or cycling (Outdoor Industry Association [OIA],
2021).

Changing participation. The COVID-19 pandemic induced many stressors on families and
individuals of all ages, directly affecting their mental health. As the pandemic became more
severe and states began implementing stay-at-home orders in March 2020, people began
experiencing higher symptoms of depression, generalized anxiety disorder, acute stress, and
intrusive thoughts (Marroquin et al., 2020). Older adults are also more susceptible to loneliness
and social isolation during the pandemic as they typically rely on family members and the
community in their daily lives (Hwang, et al., 2020). Park and recreation agencies have the
opportunity to provide programs that encourage social connection and positively affect overall
health of community members. Types of programs can include continued learning for older
adults, intergenerational programs, social-emotional learning programs, wellness checks,
community healing activities, and substance use prevention programs (NRPA, 2021b).

Challenges. Despite the increase in outdoor recreation participation for some people during the
pandemic, COVID-19 did present various barriers to people’s participation levels. Some of the
barriers preventing individuals from participating in outdoor recreation, found by the NRPA
(2021a.), include pandemic-related obstacles (e.g., closed facilities or stay-at-home orders; 39%),
lack of time (22%), concern about personal safety at the park and recreation facility (20%), and
concern about traveling to/from the park and recreation facility (16%). Thirty-seven percent of
adults aged 55 years old or older also reported visiting outdoor spaces less frequently than before
the pandemic. This decrease in participation by older adults could be seen as a preventative
measureas they are more likely to get sick from contracting the COVID-19 virus (Centers for
Disease Control [CDC], 2021).

Close to home. Research shows that during the COVID-19 pandemic people are more likely to
participate in outdoor recreation activities that are close to home (NRPA, 2021a; OIA, 2021;
Rice et al., 2021). These finding parallel what was found in the South Dakota SCORP, as [% of
our participants] said they participated in activities that were close to where they lived (e.g., back
yard, local parks/trails, state parks/recreation areas). Mackenzie & Goodnow (2021) note that
this shift to “microadventures” close to home creates an opportunity to connect to local people
and places, generates awareness of the value of our immediate surroundings, and reduces
environmental impacts by lowering carbon emissions.
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Public space. Traditional parks, natural areas, and other open greenspaces have become more
widely recognized and valued by public health professionals and the public as essential services
that are important to health, well-being, and overall quality of life. In the Western region of the
United States, a study of 111 counties saw an average increase of 2.5% in greenspace visitation
during the early months of the pandemic (Rice & Pan, 2020). The National Recreation and Park
Association (NRPA) found that in the 12-month period ending in May 2021, 72% of individuals
maintained or increased park, trail, and public space use during the pandemic (2021a). This same
study showed that 46% of parents, 48% of millennials, 52% of very active adults, and 47% of
individuals identifying as Hispanic took the greatest advantage of parks, trails, and other open
spaces by increasing their participation during the pandemic (NRPA, 2021a). Moreover, South
Dakota state parks saw a visitation increase of 31% in 2020 compared to 2019, and for the first
time in several years the state saw a combined 6.7% increase in hunting and fishing license sales
from state residents, which contributed to a $2.6 million increase in revenue (Lowrey, 2020).
This shift towards more localized recreation presents the opportunity to market South Dakota’s
natural beauty, culture, and wildlife to state residents who might have otherwise overlooked
these possibilities.

Health equality. The COVID-19 pandemic caused disruption across the globe, created
opportunities for innovation, and prompted society to learn to adapt to the health crisis. But the
pandemic also exposed long-standing issues within public health among South Dakota’s most
prominent minority group. In South Dakota, the Native American populations face greater health
disparities compared to the state’s general population (Sarche & Spicer, 2008), and COVID-19 is
more likely to have a severe or deadly impact on persons with underlying medical conditions.
Despite making up only 9% of the state’s population, the South Dakota Department of Health
shows that Native Americans were disproportionately affected by COVID-19, accounting for
12% of cases and 14% of COVID-related deaths as of early 2022 (South Dakota Department of
Health, 2022). Understanding of these health outcomes can help inform documents such as the
SCORP in recognizing inequities in all social systems, including that of outdoor recreation.

Mental health. Wu et al., (2021) highlight the increase in mental health problems, such as
depression, insomnia, anxiety, and distress since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic. Javed et
al. (2020) explain that these mental health issues are likely due to the separation of loved ones,
loss of freedom, boredom, and uncertainty brought on by the pandemic, as well as quarantine and
self-isolation guidelines. Spending time in nature and participating in outdoor recreational
activities has been found to have a positive impact on mental health (Godbey, 2009; Lackey et
al., 2021; Song et al., 2016) and can be used to combat and prevent the negative mental health
issues brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic (Kleinschroth & Kowarik, 2020; Lades et al.,
2020; Larson et al., 2022). Kleinschroth & Kowarik (2020) noted an increase in individuals
seeking out opportunities to go for a walk or use local public green spaces during the early stages
of the pandemic, which indicates that the public recognizes these outdoor spaces and
opportunities as valuable to their health and wellbeing.

Adaptivity. Like other industry professionals, park and recreation providers had to adapt their
operations and come up with creative programs as a response to the COVID-19 pandemic. The
NRPA surveyed 200 park and recreation professionals about their organization’s response to the
pandemic. The vast majority of these professionals indicated adding new health and wellness
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programs, including outdoor fitness classes, social connection opportunities, virtual health and
wellness programming, and emergency response services; nearly all (97%) of these professionals
indicated that the program innovations their agency made during the pandemic will continue
post-pandemic (NRPA, 2021b).

RESEARCH FOCUSING ON OUTDOOR RECREATION IN SOUTH DAKOTA

The following abstracts are research papers, projects, or scholarly activities focusing on South
Dakota’s outdoor recreation from 2018 to 2022. It serves as examples of interdisciplinary nature
of outdoor recreation and parks and recreation management with various disciplines (e.g., natural
resources management, conservation planning, education, policy, and health promotion).

Peer-reviewed journal articles

Gascoigne, W., Hill, R., Haefele, M., Loomis, J., & Hyberg, S. (2021). Economics of the
Conservation Reserve Program and the wildlife it supports: A case study of upland birds
in South Dakota. Journal of Outdoor Recreation and Tourism, 35, 100385.

The research presented in this study focuses on the economic value of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture's Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) by using primary survey data to
derive both the economic contribution (jobs, wages, and value-added) and consumer
welfare values. The combination of the two economic methods as it pertains to the CRP
is a novel approach within the published literature. The survey was conducted querying
upland bird hunters in South Dakota on their hunting activities, expenditures, and use of
land enrolled in the CRP. In 2013, South Dakota had 972,000 acres enrolled in the CRP
and have consistently ranked in the top ten for states with enrolled acres. Based on the
data gathered and 2015 hunter figures, our results indicate that upland bird hunting on
CRP lands contributed $17.7 million of annual value added and 365 jobs to the state
economy. Furthermore, our study estimates consumer surplus benefits of $133.7 million
annually to South Dakota upland game bird hunters are associated with CRP lands.
Although elected officials often concentrate on economic contribution and/or impacts,
one should not overlook welfare values as they are a measure of well-being—something
pertinent to rural areas of the U.S. that struggle with outmigration and attracting new
employment opportunities. The collective results within this study highlight the economic
importance of the CRP to the outdoor recreation sector. Given these economic impacts
capture only a portion of CRP benefits, they indicate large potential economic impacts to
the South Dakota economy if a large reduction in program acres were to occur.
Management implications This research pertains to policy makers at all levels tasked with
assessing the benefits of land retirement programs, such as the Conservation Reserve
Program defined within the U.S. Farm Bill. Specifically, this study highlights the
economic value, economic contribution, and consumer surplus of upland bird hunting to
South Dakota's economy through a novel approach based on primary survey data. Survey
responses show that hunting participants have substantial welfare values, and a vast
majority would significantly alter their behavior if enrolled program acres were to decline
significantly.
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May, C. K. (2021). Institutional panarchy: Adaptations in socio-hydrological governance of the
South Dakota Prairie Pothole Region, USA. Journal of Environmental Management, 293,
112851.

This study develops and applies the Institutional Panarchy Framework (IPF) to examine
institutional adaptations in the rights, rules, and authority to govern public access and use
of ‘nonmeandered waters’ (NMWs) overlying private lands in the South Dakota Prairie
Pothole Region (SD PPR). Data collection from March 2017 through July 2019 involved
field observations of legislative and other public meetings and review of legislation,
policy, court cases, documents, and existing statistics. Findings demonstrated how
hydrological changes resulted in everyday, operational level changes in how access and
use rights to NMWs were executed, conflict over rules governing use and access of
NMWs at the collective choice level, and eventually constitutional level changes in the
authority to determine rights and rules of access and use of NMWs. A key contribution
for commons and socio-hydrological governance scholarship is that institutional
resistance and pressures for change are not unidirectional; feedbacks from lower
institutional levels spur change at higher levels and broader scales. Broader policy
implications include institutional mechanisms for potential improvements in water
quality, farm sustainability, and climate justice.

O’Farrell, P.,** Liu, H.-L., Carotta, C. L. (2021). Applying the ecological model to explore the
influential factors in children’s outdoor recreation participation. Journal of Outdoor
Recreation, Education, and Leadership, 13(3), 86—92. https://doi.org/10.18666/JOREL-
2021-V13-13-10695

Childhood is a key developmental period for important physical, cognitive, and social-emotional
development. It can serve as a foundation for behaviors, beliefs, and attitudes that carry
into adulthood. In terms of outdoor recreation, existing literature denotes many childhood
benefits and finds that children who participate in outdoor activities are likely to continue
participation into adulthood. This paper uses an ecological perspective to broaden the
exploration of childhood factors that contribute to youth participation in outdoor
recreation, including interpersonal, community, and societal factors. Of particular
importance are parental and family factors, suggesting that outdoor recreation
professionals focus on family programming to foster sustainable participation. Adopting
an ecological perspective also emphasizes the importance of creating community
partnerships, supportive environments, and inclusive programming for diverse children
and adults.

Martling, S., Fletcher, B., & Barnes, M. E. (2020). Economic Impact of Cleghorn Springs State
Fish Hatchery, Rapid City, South Dakota, USA. Modern Economy, 11(7), 1351-1358.

Cleghorn Springs State Fish Hatchery, Rapid City, South Dakota, USA is a public fish hatchery
producing trout and salmon for recreational angling in South Dakota. Funding for the
hatchery comes from an excise tax on fishing equipment and the sale of hunting and
fishing licenses. This study is an assessment of the local economic effect of hatchery
expenditures and fish production for 2019. Fish reared at Cleghorn Springs State Fish
Hatchery in 2019 had a calculated total economic impact value of $5,105,825.89. This
value was added to Cleghorn Springs estimated share of angler expenditures in the Black
Hills National Forest, increasing the total local monetary impact to $89,405,101.86.
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Cleghorn Springs State Fish Hatchery generated $171.93 of local economic output per
budgetary dollar spent in 2019.

O’Farrell, P. & Liu, H.-L. (2020). Gateway to outdoors: Partnership and programming of
outdoor education centers in urban areas. Education Sciences, 10(11), 340.
https://doi.org/10.3390/educscil 0110340

The purpose of the study is to understand the challenges and opportunities of urban outdoor
education centers in partnership and programming. The context for this study involves
e _orts by all-season outdoor education centers, Outdoor Campus (OC), in two urban
areas in South Dakota (SD). Outdoor education scope and social-ecological framework
were applied to guide this qualitative study. Semi-structured interview questions were
used to interview eight outdoor educators in 2019, including four individuals from each
service location composed of three males and five female educators. Qualitative content
analysis was applied to identify common themes and essential quotations that emerged
from the data analyzed through the interviews. Three main themes emerged: (1) gateway
to our outdoor legacy (2) working together for outdoor education, including three sub-
themes: formal partnership, programmatic partnership, and finding balance in
partnership, (3) challenges as opportunities in outdoor education programs, including two
sub-themes: common challenges and evolving process.

Barnes, M. E., & Palmer, T. (2019). Economic Impact of McNenny State Fish Hatchery,
Spearfish, South Dakota, USA. Modern Economy, 10(06), 1581.

McNenny State Fish Hatchery, rural Spearfish, South Dakota, USA produces trout and salmon
for stocking into public recreational fishing waters in South Dakota. Hatchery operations
at McNenny are funded solely by the sale of hunting and fishing licenses and an excise
tax on fishing equipment. This study evaluated the monetary contribution of hatchery
expenditures and fish production to the local economy of South Dakota for calendar year
2017. The economic value of the fish raised at McNenny State Fish Hatchery in 2017 was
calculated to be $6,609,576.03 USD. When added to the estimated McNenny share of
angler expenditures in the Black Hills National Forest, the total local monetary impact of
McNenny State Fish Hatchery operations and fish stocking was slightly more than $22
million. Based on annual hatchery expenditures, McNenny operations generated $51.68
of local economic output for every budgetary dollar spent in 2017.

Liu, H.-L., Mehlhaf, J. & Gray. J. (2019). Public perceptions of parks and recreation services.
Journal of Recreation, Parks, and Tourism in Public Health, 3, 17-26.
https://doi.org/10.2979/rptph.3.1.03

Public parks and recreation services could be considered as an accessible and affordable choice
for local residents as they are pursuing active and healthy lifestyles. The purpose of this
study is to identify perceptions of benefits from parks and recreation services using
Importance-Performance Analysis (IPA). Using convenience sampling through email
invitations and social media, a total of 1,212 self-identified South Dakota residents were
included in this study. Using paired t-tests to identify differences between importance and
performance, the results indicated the public desire more physical and mental health
related services from parks and recreation than they have received. The results can assist
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parks and recreation providers in prioritizing resource allocations and could aid in
decision- making processes to maximize the benefits of health and quality of life.

O’Farrell, P. E., & Liu, H. L. S. (2018). Outdoor Recreation Motivations and Constraints of
South Dakota Residents. Journal of Undergraduate Research, 14, 1-7.

Understanding participants’ motivations and barriers to recreation is essential for outdoor
recreation providers to create a desirable leisure experience for users. The purpose of this
study is to use residents of the State of South Dakota as the target population for
understanding the local residents’ motivation and constraints in outdoor recreation and to
investigate the relationship between motivation and constraints in outdoor recreation.
This research project was a collaboration between South Dakota Department of Game,
Fish and Parks (GFP) and South Dakota State University through an online survey
platform in Fall 2017, as a part of a broader outdoor recreation research project for the
state. The results indicated: (1) the residents in South Dakota who participate in outdoor
recreation were highly driven by internal motivations; (2) the leisure constraints of South
Dakota’s residents were similar to those found in a national study; (3) there was a
significant but weak correlation between recreation motivation and leisure constraints.
Future studies might focus on specialized outdoor recreation users or non-participants to
further the understanding of the needs and barriers to enjoying the outdoors.

Book chapter

Liu, H.-L., Meendering, J., McCormack, L., & Dvorak, S. (2022). Join the team: Creating
healthy rural communities in South Dakota through community-based wellness
coalitions. In J. H. Hironaka and S. V. Lankford (Eds.), Inter-professional Collaboration
in Parks, Recreation, and Human Services: Theory and Cases. Sagamore-Venture
Publishing.

Obesity disproportionately impacts rural versus urban areas, with the prevalence of obesity
decreasing as the degree of urbanization increases. South Dakota (SD) is primarily a rural
state. The prevalence of overweight or obesity among SD adults is 67%. This case study
was derived from an obesity prevention project in SD, associated with the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) High Obesity Program (CDC, 2020) and the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Education (SNAP-EQ). It presents a
community-based wellness collaboration aimed at promoting healthy behaviors, such as
physical activity and healthy food choices, through the formation and action of wellness
coalitions. The case study is associated with the following three themes in the book:
Health, Wellness, and Social Determination of Heath, Community Development and
Community Building, and Youth and Family. The authors not only explain the overall
project-wide approaches (e.g., wellness coalitions, needs assessment, intervention, and
evaluation and impact) and essential players (e.g., extension, community partners,
university) used to create healthy rural communities but also illustrate each component by
using a selected community as an example. The project and case emphasize the
importance of collaboration and partnership in rural communities and showcase a
community-based approach to improve the nutrition and physical activity environment. It
also highlights the impacts and successful stories of a specific rural community.
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Conference proceeding and report

Goeden, J., & Burger, D. (2019). Park perception in Brookings, South Dakota: Investigating the
role of landscape architecture in cognitive mapping. Landscape Research Report, 261-
270.

The Image of the City (Lynch, 1960) provides a theory of how people perceive the built
environment through cognitive mapping. According to Lynch, five major feature classes
help to construct these mental maps: paths, edges, districts, nodes, and landmarks. The
mind organizes city features into these classes to simplify the encoding process.
However, the role of parks and public spaces within this theory is largely undefined. This
paper aims to identify this role. Initial research conducted by landscape architecture
students at South Dakota State University showed that landscape features were largely
absent from participants’ cognitive maps of the university campus (Burger, 2018). This
paper changes the scale of the SDSU study to examine whether this holds true for the
cognitive maps of residents in Brookings, South Dakota. Participants were interviewed
using a similar method to Lynch’s study consisting of a mapping exercise, an oral
description of their daily commute, an inquiry on their favorite place in Brookings, and
follow-up demographic questions. The data was analyzed to indicate how many times
parks were mentioned on individual surveys as compared to other mapped features. A
content analysis of this data revealed that parks are fairly prevalent in cognitive
perception, but the role they play within Lynch’s theory varies greatly depending on the
method of recall. Our hope is that the results of this study will open a discussion on the
role of parks with regards to city perception and promote further research on the
relationship between cognitive mapping and park design.

Henderson, K., & Gigliotti, L. (2018). Evaluation of internet surveys for conducting statewide
anger surveys in South Dakota. In Proceedings of the South Dakota Academy of Science,
97.

Stakeholder information is critical for effective fisheries management. Agencies have
traditionally used infrequent mail surveys to collect human dimensions data. Internet
surveys provide cost savings, but are associated with caution due to data quality issues.
To improve study validity, survey access can be controlled using email invitations, but
because these addresses are voluntary, results may not be applicable to the entire
population. Additionally, internet surveys typically have lower response rates than mail
surveys, thus, a greater potential for nonresponse bias. To identify potential coverage and
nonresponse biases in information typically collected by statewide angler surveys, we
emailed a link to a web-based survey to all anglers who provided South Dakota Game,
Fish and Parks (SDGFP) with an email address at the end of the 2011 and 2012 fishing
seasons (December 31). Next, we mailed the same questionnaire to both a random sample
of anglers not providing an email address and a sample of non-respondents to the internet
survey. Internet survey results were similar to both mail surveys for variables SDGFP
typically monitors via statewide angler surveys with the exception of slightly over
representing male anglers and younger anglers; however, these slight biases can be
adjusted by weighting procedures. Results from this study were used by SDGFP to design
a web-based, annual statewide angler survey that would collect angler information
statistically comparable to information collected by traditional statewide mail surveys.
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Technical report

Foss, K., & Liu, H.-L. (2020). Connecting to nature: Assessment of outdoor recreation
promotion programs in South Dakota. South Dakota Game, Fish, and Parks, Pierre, SD.

Two web-based surveys were utilized through QuestionPro, license purchased by SDSU, for data
collection. Program participants lists of Go Fourth and Park Rx were provided by
SDGFP. Based on the record, more than 1,100 fourth graders and their respective
families received a free daily park entrance license in 2016-2019. Approximately 100
individuals used the Park Rx program to gain free access (free one-day pass) from 2017-
2019. All research participants had a chance to win one of twenty $50 Amazon gift cards
by completing the survey based on a random drawing. A total of 126 participants
completed the survey and evaluation of two programs: Go Fourth (n=115) and Park Rx
(n=11). Individuals who could not recall their past participation in the program were not
included in the research. The following summarizes the results from both surveys:
Approximately 72% of Go Fourth participants (n=79) updated their one-day free pass to
an annual license, while 67% (n=8) of Park Rx participants did the update. The Go
Fourth users’ group size of visiting state parks is slightly larger, 2 adults and 2-3
children, than Park Rx user groups, 1-2 adults and 1-2 children on average. Program
participants reported a similar participation behavior and satisfaction of participating in
the program with some minor variations. Participants of both programs reported a similar
frequency of participation in outdoor recreation with an even distribution from a wide
range of participation frequency (2-3 times per week to several times a year). About 44%
of Go Fourth participants prefer non-consumptive recreation activities, while 55% of
Park Rx participants. Both program participants reported similar preference in activities
they usually do at a South Dakota state park, such as hiking, swimming, fishing, and
visiting a nature center. More than 70% of Go Fourth participants always purchase a state
park annual entrance license, whereas only one individual from the Park Rx indicated that
is true for his/her annual entrance purchase. Weekly physical activity participation
showed some variation between the two program participants. For example, Go Fourth
survey participants (adults/parents/guardians) reported they participate in moderate
physical activities 3 days per week and their children’s participation is 4 days per week,
while Park Rx survey participants (adults/parents/guardians) reported 1-2 days of
moderate physical activities for themselves and 2-3 day of their children. As a result of
participating in the program, the majority of Go Fourth participants (78%) tended to
engage in the same amount of physical activity each week than before the program, while
60% of Park Rx participants tended to engage in slightly more physical activity weekly.
Both programs assisted participants to increase the awareness of activities and resources
available in state parks for physical activities.

Liu, H.-L., Foss, K.,* & O’Farrell, P.** (2018). Public survey reading South Dakota State Parks.
South Dakota Game, Fish, and Parks, Pierre, SD.

A total of 1025 South Dakota residents participated in the survey and were recruited through
QuestionPro. By using an online pre-profiled group identified as South Dakota residents,
the project was able to gather input from both regular park users and non-users/non-
frequent users. The following summarizes the research: Approximately 40% residents in
the study participated in outdoor recreation more than once or twice per month in the past
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12 months. Slightly more than %4 of the respondents enjoy consumptive recreation
activities, while 1/3 of survey participants prefer non-consumptive recreation activities
and another 1/3 prefer just relaxing in the nature and not doing recreational activities.
About 41% purchased a South Dakota state park annual park entrance license in 2018,
while 59% did not purchase an annual park entrance license last year. More than 1/3 of
respondents frequented state parks 2-5 times in South Dakota. However, approximately
18% of research participants did not visit South Dakota state parks in the past 12 months
and 16% only visited state parks once in the past 12 months. The top three South Dakota
state park/recreation activities survey respondents usually take part in are hiking
(10.23%), fishing (8.73%), and swimming (7.83%). Research participants also indicated
that they believe that state parks are a successful way to serve the public (M =5.91) and
they desire more frequent visitation to state parks (M = 5.70) on a the 7-point Likert
scale. The most common barriers to visit state parks were reported as “lack of time” and
“too busy with other activities”, both of which are individuals’ personal constraints for
visiting state parks — and a reflection of lifestyles. Almost 50% residents would be more
willing to visit state parks if the agency reduced costs to use facilities in state parks.
Approximately 47% respondents stated they would visit more frequently if the agency
provided more recreation programs for adults. Other possible strategies to increase the
willingness to visit state parks were (at least 40% select “Yes”): providing different
lodging options (e.g., cabin, lodge) in state parks, providing more opportunities during
off-season, developing parks closer to home, providing more recreational activities that
they prefer, and providing more information about state parks through social media.
Residents tended to value state parks as places to conserve nature resources, protect
wildlife and their habitats more than utilitarian value (physical recreation, tourism, etc.).
As residents’ perceived health benefits of using state parks, research participants reported
higher scores in their positive psychological experience in state parks, such more
enjoyment, appreciation of life, and connection with nature. Overall, South Dakota
residents/research participants enjoy outdoor recreation in various forms and levels of
engagement. Although they wish to spend more time at state parks, lack of time and other
responsibilities were the main barriers preventing them from doing so. Residents agree
that state parks play important roles in conservation of wildlife and nature resources and
provide great service and access to the public land for recreation. They also realize the
health benefits of visiting state parks and look forward to having more opportunities to
explore state parks in South Dakota.

Dissertation and Thesis

Kiley Foss (2022). Outdoor Recreation Benefits and Promotion through a Youth-Focused
Program in State Parks. South Dakota State University. M.S. Sport and Recreation
Administration.

A family’s participation in outdoor recreation activities can provide numerous benefits to each
individual. Children’s participation is influenced from various factors, but parents have
one of the greatest influences on their child’s outdoor recreation behavior. The purpose of
this study is to assess the outcomes of a statewide outdoor recreation program in relation
to using state parks as outdoor wellness centers, as well as investigate the relationship
between parents’ outdoor recreation participation and perception and their children’s
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outdoor recreation involvement. A total of 104 parents or guardians recalled their
family’s participation in the Go Forth program. Those responses were analyzed and used
for this study. The survey was split into five sections (program participation, state park
use and outdoor recreation, physical activity, outdoor activity and benefits, and
demographics) to better understand the outdoor recreation participation of families.
Descriptive analysis showed participants were already frequent state park users and
preferred non-consumptive outdoor recreation activities. Popular activities included
hiking, picnicking/outdoor cooking, and swimming. Chi-square analysis results showed
parents who prefer consumptive outdoor recreation activities place a higher importance
for their children to participate in shooting sports, fishing, and hunting. Pearson
correlation indicated a substantial positive relationship between parents’ physical activity
level with their children’s physical activity level (r = .60). Although parents, in general,
reported a high support of their children observing various benefits by using state parks,
the results of paired t-tests showed parents had a significantly higher expectation in
quality service of state parks provided than they perceived. Due to most of the
participants already being frequent outdoor recreation users, providers should find
increasingly engaging ways to reach non-frequent users. Importance of educational
programs such as, visiting nature centers, was revealed and suggests the possibility of
increased programming in this area as well as the potential for collaboration and
partnerships with other agencies like schools or libraries.

Sundmark, A. P. (2019). The Economic and Social Values Associated with Small South Dakota
Lakes. South Dakota State University. Ph.D. Wildlife and Fisheries Sciences.

The valuation of small fishing lakes is a vital component in understanding the importance of
fishing and of recreational resources, in general. Knowing the values associated with such
lakes is essential when prioritizing management activities. The overall value of a lake as
a resource for human benefit is estimated as the summation of both instrumental and non-
instrumental values. Instrumental values consist of economic and utilitarian values, as
well as the values that a lake provides from ecosystem services. Non-instrumental values
consider what the lake is worth as a good of its own, such as aesthetic, moral, and
spiritual values gained by people because of the lake’s existence. In South Dakota,
limited information of the economic and social values associated with small fishing and
recreational lakes across the state has been collected. Many economic and social value
studies have taken place on relatively larger lakes and reservoirs in the state; however,
there is an abundance of small lakes that have yet to receive such research attention. With
over 400 small lakes under state management, over time, many of these lakes will require
costly renovation projects, such as dam repair, dredging, maintenance and replacement of
docks and boat ramps, creation of fishing access, and general fisheries population
management. Angler usage and economic information of the contributions of fishing and
other water-related recreation at particular lakes of interest can help prioritize these
expensive renovation projects. Moreover, the non-market values that local residents place
on these lakes can be just as valuable to decision-making processes as the associated
economic information. When combined, the information gathered from these lakes will
contribute to better economic and social value estimates of similar lakes across South
Dakota, and even across the United States. The economic evaluation of small recreational
lakes also provides more precise measurements of recreational value when conjoined
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with already existing valuation data from relatively larger and higher use lakes. While
currently published economic information has been useful in influencing management
and policy decisions, the process in which data have been collected has not provided an
accurate representation of the economic activity resulting from small fisheries within a
region.

Jason Mehlhaf (2019). Younger Millennials and Outdoor Recreation: Understanding Outdoor
Recreational Pursuits of Millennial College Students. South Dakota State University.
M.S. Sport and Recreation Administration.

Outdoor recreation has been shown through past research to provide numerous benefits to the
participant when utilized, but for younger millennials, life’s expectations are pulling them
away from participating. If there is a decrease in recreation participation, what will
motivate this demographic toward participation in the future? The purpose of this study is
to identify younger millennial perceptions, habits, and trends, so that in the future,
recreation professionals are able to cater for specifically toward this demographic. Two
universities in South Dakota, one public and one private, were surveyed through an
online software program, QuestionPro, to a convenience sample from both schools.
Younger millennials were specifically targeted by focusing on college students, who are
between the ages of 19-24, to narrow the sample down to those on the younger end of the
generation. The results of descriptive analysis found that the respondents like to recreate
with others and prefer leisure recreation (walking, recreation with pets, lawn games) to
active recreation. The study also found a positive correlation between length of time
recreating and respondent comfort levels, as well as a positive correlation between
structural constraints and respondents desire to enjoy nature. The respondents are more
interested in programs that cater toward their interests instead of programs focused on
history or culture. Future recreation professionals could use the information found in this
study to create recreation programs that encourage group participation, cater toward
millennial interests, and are more leisure orientated. By understanding motivations and
constraints in this specific demographic, future professionals could draw new participants
toward recreation and create lifelong users of outdoor recreation.
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COMPARISON AND ADVANCED ANALYSIS

The fourth goal of the research project is to investigate the relationship between socio-
demographics, economics, and population change from the perspective of and participation in
outdoor recreation. In order to advance understanding of the relationship between socio-
demographics and outdoor recreation participations, advanced analysis was applied to examine
how South Dakotans’ outdoor recreation participation pattern, motivation, and constraints vary
with their socio-demographics (i.e., age, gender, education, and residential area etc.).

OUTDOOR RECREATION NEEDS 2022, 2017, & 2012 SURVEY

The following are the comparisons of the top ten “need-more” and “need-to-improve” outdoor
recreation facilities amongst the 2012, 2017, and 2022 survey results (Table 17):
e The 2022 survey utilized the same list as the 2018 survey, which included 11 more types

of facilities for participants to review than the 2012 survey.

e Compared to the 2017 survey, eight types of facilities remained in the top ten facilities
that participants would like more of. These include hunting areas, pistol/rifle shooting

ranges, shotgun shooting ranges, nature areas, shore fishing areas, shooting ranges

archery ranges, walking trails, RV or trailer campgrounds, and fishing areas
¢ Hunting areas remained the number one area people would like to see more of. However,
the 2012 survey reported a significant higher demand (52%) for hunting areas than the
2017 and 2022 results, which ranged from 31% to 34%.
e  While demand for more swimming beaches went down, need for improvement of the

current facilities increased.

e Tent-camping campground showed up on the top ten “need more” list for the first time in

2022.

e Historic sites (w/ interpretation) showed up on the top ten “need to improve” list for the

first time in 2022.

Table 17 Comparison of Top Ten Need-More and Need-to-Improve Facilities

Need More Need to Improve

Top Ten Facilities 2022 2017 2012 2022 2017 2012
Hunting areas 31% 34% 52% 17% 17% 6%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 30 % 30% 45% 17% 14% 6%
Shotgun shooting ranges 28% 26% 41% 17% 13% 5%
Nature areas/open space 23% 23% 29% 17% 13% 5%
Shore fishing areas 25% 23% - 20% 19% -
Archery target shooting areas 21% 22% 33% - 12% 9%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 21% 20% 22% 16% 11% 6%
RV or trailer campgrounds 25% 20% 26% - 9% 8%
Fishing areas 22% 20% 38% 18% 17% 9%
Canoe/Kayak water trails - 20% - - 11% -
Facilities for boating - - 27% 18% - 10%
Swimming beaches - - 22% 21% - 10%
Tent-camping campgrounds 25% - - - - -
Historic sites (w/ interpretation) - - - 17% - -
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GEOGRAPHICAL COMPARISON OF FACILITIES RESPONDENTS

The following two tables are geographical comparisons of the facilities respondents checked as
“Need More” (Table 18) and “Need to Improve” (Table 19). These comparisons only utilized the
survey participants who identified themselves as South Dakota residents in the following nine
areas. A total usable case might slightly vary question by question.

Table 18 Outdoor Recreation Facility “Need More” Comparison in South Dakota
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Tent-camping campgrounds 25% 19% 19% 19% 12% | 12% 19% | 20% 13% 17%
RV or trailer campgrounds 27% 31% | 20% | 24% | 26% | 25% 28% | 27% 27% 33%
Areas for backpacking 17% 18% 12% 19% 12% | 10% 19% 14% 14% 13%
Picnic Areas 12% 12% | 11% | 13% | 10% | 11% 13% 9% 6% 6%
Facilities for boating 16% 18% | 11% | 19% | 20% | 17% 13% | 23% 11% | 20%
Swimming beaches 15% 18% | 13% | 16% | 15% | 14% 12% | 12% 10% 11%
Swimming pools 13% 13% | 10% 9% | 13% | 13% 14% | 14% 12% 6%
Fishing areas 22% 25% | 18% | 28% | 24% | 19% 22% | 20% 23% | 20%
Shore fishing areas 24% 30% | 18% | 30% | 27% | 25% 28% | 25% 24% | 21%
Hunting areas 31% 35% | 30% | 33% | 40% | 32% 29% | 37% 27% | 35%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 21% 25% 17% | 23% 12% | 18% 31% | 21% 15% 18%
Horseback riding trails 9% 5% 5% | 11% 12% 7% 11% 9% 14% 3%
Paved trails 15% 17% | 11% | 11% | 13% | 15% 21% | 20% 9% 12%
Mountain biking trails 11% 10% | 10% | 11% 9% | 10% 12% | 12% 11% 4%
Mountain biking skills course 10% 9% 9% | 10% 5% | 11% 11% 11% 11% 4%
Fat Tire bike trails 9% 5% 8% | 13% 5% 9% 11% | 11% 7% 3%
Cross-country skiing trails 11% 7% | 12% 9% | 10% | 11% 13% 9% 5% 7%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding areas 12% 11% 11% 15% 13% | 12% 13% 12% 8% 8%
Sledding areas 17% 16% | 18% | 20% | 16% | 16% 25% | 17% 15% | 21%
Ice skating or hockey rinks (outdoor) 12% 8% | 13% 10% 18% | 12% 12% 16% 8% 11%
Snowmobile trails 8% 6% 5% 11% 8% 6% 8% 9% 8% 5%
Off-road or ATV riding areas/trails 14% 14% 8% | 18% 17% | 13% 15% 14% 14% 14%
Historic sites (with interpretation) 14% 11% 11% 17% 12% | 14% 16% 13% 9% 13%
Nature areas/open space 23% 25% | 22% | 22% 16% | 22% 30% 19% 21% 23%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 16% 18% | 11% | 20% | 15% | 15% 22% | 16% 11% 19%
Pow-wow grounds 8% 6% 7% 9% 9% 7% 11% 8% 6% 4%
Playgrounds 11% 9% 9% | 13% | 11% 9% 13% 9% 12% 7%
Soccer fields 7% 5% 5% 7% 7% 6% 8% | 10% 7% 2%
Football fields 6% 4% 3% | 10% 5% 6% 8% 5% 5% 2%
Lacrosse fields 7% 3% 3% | 10% 8% 6% 7% | 13% 5% 2%
Golf course/driving ranges 9% 8% 5% | 13% | 11% | 11% 10% | 11% 13% 7%
Baseball or softball fields 9% 7% 5% | 12% | 10% 9% 10% | 12% 4% 4%
Skateboarding parks 8% 7% 6% | 10% | 10% 7% 9% 6% 8% 3%
Tennis courts 7% 5% 4% | 10% 3% 8% 9% 7% 10% 2%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 9% 7% 5% | 10% | 10% 6% 8% | 16% 11% 3%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 9% 7% 5% | 14% 9% 8% 9% | 13% 11% 5%
Horseshoe pits 10% 8% 5% | 13% 9% 9% 8% | 13% 13% 6%
Archery target shooting ranges 21% 23% | 21% | 21% | 25% | 12% 21% | 22% 17% 20%
Shotgun shooting ranges 28% 34% | 32% | 30% | 27% | 23% 27% | 27% 22% 32%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 30% 38% | 36% | 32% | 25% | 26% 29% | 36% 27% 34%
Disc golf courses 12% 11% 8% | 12% | 11% | 10% 15% | 10% 11% 8%
Dog parks 19% 21% | 19% | 21% | 14% | 23% 17% | 16% 11% 17%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 10% 22% | 19% | 21% | 16% | 14% 24% | 22% 12% | 21%
ATV skills parks 6% 10% 7% | 13% | 15% 8% 9% | 12% 12% 6%
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*Note: Sioux Falls Area (N=830), Black Hills Area (N=846), Aberdeen (N=231), Watertown (N=295), Pierre (N=300),

Brookings (N=308), Mitchell (N=207), Huron (N=132), and Yankton (N=168).

Table 19 Outdoor Recreation Facility “Need to Improve” Comparison in South Dakota
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Tent-camping campgrounds 12% 11% 12% 12% 14% 14% 17% 16% 28% 19%
RV or trailer campgrounds 14% 11% 9% | 15% 14% | 11% 12% | 21% 21% 11%
Areas for backpacking 13% 11% 10% 14% 12% | 15% 17% 14% 12% 10%
Picnic Areas 16% 14% | 13% | 15% | 11% | 21% 19% | 22% 21% 12%
Facilities for boating 18% 17% | 13% | 22% | 15% | 21% 18% | 19% 22% 19%
Swimming beaches 21% 22% | 17% | 20% | 24% | 26% 28% | 27% 22% 17%
Swimming pools 13% 11% | 10% | 13% | 11% | 15% 13% | 14% 18% 11%
Fishing areas 18% 18% | 15% | 21% | 20% | 18% 18% | 25% 18% 19%
Shore fishing areas 20% 21% | 17% | 27% | 22% | 18% 18% | 25% 28% 16%
Hunting areas 17% 15% | 15% | 20% | 15% | 21% 17% | 18% 21% 14%
Walking/biking trails (unpaved) 16% 18% 13% 16% 16% | 17% 14% 13% 23% 15%
Horseback riding trails 9% 6% 6% | 10% 8% | 10% 10% 11% 14% 6%
Paved trails 13% 12% | 11% | 19% | 11% | 13% 12% | 14% 24% 13%
Mountain biking trails 9% 6% 7% | 13% 9% 9% 11% 8% 14% 4%
Mountain biking skills course 9% 6% 6% | 10% 8% 8% 10% 14% 14% 2%
Fat Tire bike trails 8% 7% 9% 12% 8% 9% 11% 10% 21% 2%
Cross-country skiing trails 9% 7% 9% | 12% 8% 9% 10% 11% 21% 2%
Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding areas 9% 5% 7% | 11% 9% | 11% 11% 14% 16% 6%
Sledding areas 14% 14% | 13% | 19% | 15% | 10% 17% | 12% 13% 7%
Ice skating or hockey rinks (outdoor) 11% 8% 9% | 10% 11% | 15% 12% 15% 14% 7%
Snowmobile trails 9% 6% 3% | 12% | 11% 9% 7% | 12% 11% 7%
Off-road or ATV riding areas/trails 13% 9% | 10% 14% 14% | 13% 8% | 18% 24% 12%
Historic sites (with interpretation) 17% 16% 18% 17% 15% | 17% 21% | 21% 24% 12%
Nature areas/open space 17% 16% 16% 14% 19% | 17% 17% 19% 20% 16%
Outdoor festivals/Festival areas 13% 11% 10% 16% 16% 13% 15% 18% 16% 13%
Pow-wow grounds 11% 7% 9% 8% | 10% | 11% 9% | 14% 16% 10%
Playgrounds 15% 13% | 11% | 14% | 17% | 18% 17% | 18% 15% 11%
Soccer fields 8% 5% 4% 8% | 10% | 13% 7% | 12% 16% 2%
Football fields 8% 4% 5% 7% 9% 9% 7% | 12% 15% 2%
Lacrosse fields 7% 3% 3% | 10% 8% 5% 5% 5% 11% 2%
Golf course/driving ranges 10% 8% 6% | 13% 8% | 13% 9% | 13% 20% 5%
Baseball or softball fields 10% 7% 6% | 12% | 11% | 15% 10% | 11% 24% 6%
Skateboarding parks 8% 5% 5% 9% 8% 9% 9% | 10% 8% 4%
Tennis courts 8% 4% 6% 9% | 11% | 10% 5% | 10% 15% 6%
Volleyball courts (outdoor) 9% 6% 6% 9% | 10% 9% 13% | 10% 9% 14%
Basketball courts (outdoor) 10% 7% 6% 9% | 14% | 13% 11% | 12% 18% 8%
Horseshoe pits 11% 9% 8% | 10% | 12% | 16% 11% | 13% 19% 7%
Archery target shooting ranges 15% 14% 11% 12% 18% 17% 17% 17% 20% 24%
Shotgun shooting ranges 17% 14% 13% | 21% | 20% | 19% 18% | 22% 25% 14%
Pistol/rifle shooting ranges 17% 14% 14% | 21% 16% | 14% 14% 14% 28% 13%
Disc golf courses 11% 9% 6% 9% | 13% | 12% 11% | 13% 9% 8%
Dog parks 14% 13% | 12% | 13% | 14% | 16% 15% | 20% 22% 10%
Canoe/Kayak water trails 14% 11% 14% | 20% 12% | 17% 13% | 21% 11% 11%
ATV skills parks 9% 5% 6% | 10% | 11% 7% 11% | 10% 12% 5%

*Note: Sioux Falls Area (N=830), Black Hills Area (N=846), Aberdeen (N=231), Watertown (N=295), Pierre (N=300),

Brookings (N=308), Mitchell (N=207), Huron (N=132), and Yankton (N=168).
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COMPARISON ANALYSIS: PERSPECTIVES OF OUTDOOR RECREATION

The first set of comparison used all usable cases from the public survey, including both SD
residents and non-SD residents. The purpose of this analysis is to further investigate if SD
residents showed different perspectives and values of parks and recreation services than the non-
SD residents in the study.

The second section of the comparison analysis only utilized the cases that self-identified as SD
residents and reported their residential zip code and socio-demographics. The focus of this
comparison analysis was to provide further information through advanced statistical analyses in
explaining the public’s perspectives about parks and recreation services in their community and
outdoor recreation by factors that have been identified affecting individuals’ perceptions and
experiences during outdoor recreation, such as socio-demographics and residential area
(Heberlein & Ericsson, 2005; Hendee, 1969; Stedman & Heberlein, 2002; Zawacki, Marsinko, &
Bowker, 2000).

It is important to notice that the survey was designed without forced response to encourage
response; therefore, surveys are considered complete even with minor skipped or missed
responses. The numbers of respondents may vary from analysis to analysis. Moreover, the
researchers reported the comparison results based on individual demographics variables. Please
notice that some demographics might intertwine with each other, such as education and
household income etc. The following are summaries of the comparison analysis:

South Dakota residents vs. non-SD residents. In this comparison, all survey participants were
categorized into groups based on their state of residency: SD residents (55%) and non-SD
residents (45%). The ANOVA was applied to examine if SD residents showed different
perspectives in importance of parks and recreation service (Section IV, Question 1) and
conservation efforts (Section IV, Question 2). The results are summarized as follows (Figure 10):
e SD residents reported a slightly lower score in “how important is having access to high-
quality public park and recreation opportunities when deciding where to live” than the
non-resident group. However, the difference between these groups is not statistically
significant.
e SD residents showed significantly higher expectations on funding outdoor recreation and
conservation efforts than the non-SD resident group, especially for “protect wildlife and
fish habitat” and “acquire and protect open space (as undeveloped, conserved land)”.
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Figure 10 Importance of Public Parks and Recreation and Conservation for Outdoor Recreation
by Residency

Importance of P&R and Conservation for OR
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4
3.5
e SD resident
3
e Non-SD resident
2.5
2
Important Protect open-  Protect  Acquire land  Provide More trails More
public P&R space wildlife and water ~ progrgams pedestrian
paths

Figure 11 shows the results from ANOVA to examine if SD residents showed different
perspectives in their local parks and recreation services and the contribution to various aspects of
local community (Section IV, Question 3). The results are summarized as follows:
e SD residents reported a significantly higher score of parks and recreation contribution on
“makes my community a more desirable place to live” than non-residents.
e SD residents also reported higher scores than non-residents on other community
contributions, such as preserving the environment, helping attract new residents and
businesses, promoting tourism, and building a sense of community.

Figure 11 Parks and Recreation Services’ Contribution to Community by Residency

P&R Contribute to Community
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Moreover, ANOVA also was applied to examine if SD residents showed different perspectives in
how their local parks and recreation organization delivers or provides the following
programs/services that focus on health and well-being (Section IV, Question 4). The results are
summarized as follows:

e SD residents reported a higher importance on parks and recreation services for promoting
health and well-being in local communities, such as “provide opportunities for social
interaction” and “partner with local government or community-based organizations”.

e SD residents scored the importance of parks and recreation services for “improving
physical health and fitness” significantly higher than non-residents.

Figure 12 Parks and Recreation Services for Health and Well-being by Residency

Parks and Receration Services, Health, and Well-being
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SOUTH DAKOTA RESIDENTS’ DEMOGRAPHICS AND OUTDOOR RECREATION

Age and outdoor recreation. In this comparison, all survey participants were categorized into
age groups based on 10-yearincrements (i.e., 18-24, 25-34, 45-54, 55-64, 65-74, 75+). Among
public survey participants of outdoor recreation, approximately 42% of them were 55 or older,
while only 22 % were under the age of 35.

(1) The youngest group, 18 to 24 years of age, reported a significantly higher value in the
following funding properties in outdoor recreation and conservation than all other age
groups:

e Acquire and protect open space (as undeveloped and conserved land)
e Provide environmental and conservation programs

e Protect wildlife and fish habitat

e Maintaining existing parks and recreation areas
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(2) “Preserve open space and the environment” and “makes your community more desirable
place to live” were perceived as the most beneficial and valued of parks and recreation in
South Dakota from community members of all ages.

(3) The youngest group, 18 to 24 years of age, perceived a greater benefit in the following
category from local parks and recreation than other groups, especially those who are 25
to 34 years old:

e Improve physical health and fitness

e Improve mental health and reduce stress for adults

e Provide opportunities for social interaction

e Promote the health and wellness benefits of parks and recreation

(4) As for the COVID-19 impacts (Figure 13), the age group of 25-34 experienced the most
“significant decrease” in outdoor recreation participation than the older groups.

e Younger research participants (18-44 years of age) were more likely to learn or
explore new outdoor recreation activities amid the pandemic than the older
participants (45 years of age and older).

e Survey participants in all ages agreed that “local recreation providers provided
adequate outdoor recreation opportunities” and were “satisfied with the outdoor
recreation opportunities provided to me in South Dakota” amid the pandemic.

Figure 13 Outdoor Recreation Experience Amid the COVID-19 Pandemic
Outdoor Recreation Experience Amid COVID-19 by Age

45
4
3.5
3
2.5
2
1.5
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75+
e Concern personal health Concern public health Received adequate opportunities
Satisfied in SD eV alue outdoors more

Note: On a 5-point scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Person health = I am concerned about my
own personal health when recreating outdoors; Public health = I am concerned about the public’s health when
recreating outdoors; Adequate outdoor opportunities = Local recreation providers provided adequate outdoor
recreation opportunities; Satisfied in SD = I am satisfied with the outdoor recreation opportunities provided to me in
South Dakota; Value more =1 value outdoor recreation more now than compared to before the pandemic.
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Gender and outdoor recreation. The t-test was applied to examine if survey participants
showed different perspectives and priorities in funding outdoor recreation and conservation
efforts (Section IV, Question 1) and perceived benefits of parks and recreation (Section IV,
Question 3 & 5) in South Dakota based on their gender. The results indicated that (Figure 14):

(1) For both male and female research participants, “maintaining existing park and recreation
areas” and “protect wildlife and fish habitat” were the two most important priorities for
financially supporting outdoor recreation and conservation.

(2) For both male and female participants, “improve mental health and reduce stress for
adults”, “improve mental health and reduce stress for youth”, and “enhance physical
health and fitness” were the top three most important health and well-being related
contributions of local parks and recreation services in their community.

(3) Women research participants were likely to support “building more greenways/trails” and
“build pedestrian cycling path between places of work, parks, and schools” as priorities
of outdoor recreation in South Dakota than their male counterpart.

(4) Women participants reported approximately 10-15% higher in scores on all potential
benefits from parks and outdoor recreation than men.

(5) As for the COVID-19 impacts, both male and female reported similarly low concern of
their own health and the public’s health while participating in outdoor recreation amid the
COVID-19 pandemic.

e Female participants generally reported a higher score in their outdoor recreation
experience (e.g., adequate opportunities, satisfaction, and appreciate outdoors more)
during the pandemic.

Figure 14 Comparison: Outdoor Recreation Experience Amid the COVID-19 Pandemic by
Gender

Outdoor Recreation Experience Amid COVID-19 by Gender

4
3.5
3
2.5
2
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Personal health Public health adequate opportunities Satisfied in SD Value more
e Male Female

Note: On a 5-point scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Person health = I am concerned about my
own personal health when recreating outdoors; Public health = I am concerned about the public’s health when
recreating outdoors; Adequate outdoor opportunities = Local recreation providers provided adequate outdoor
recreation opportunities; Satisfied in SD = I am satisfied with the outdoor recreation opportunities provided to me in
South Dakota; Value more = I value outdoor recreation more now than compared to before the pandemic.
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Education level and annual family income. The ANOVA was applied to examine if the public
have different perspectives and priorities based on their highest level of education regarding the
importance of high quality public parks and recreation service in the community (Section IV,
Question 1), funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts (Section IV, Question 2),
perceived benefits of parks and recreation (Section IV, Question 3), and health and well-being
related contribution to the local communities in South Dakota (Section IV, Question 4). The
results were summarized as follows:

(1) Survey participants with college or graduate degree reported a higher level of agreement
on “having access to high-quality public park and recreation opportunities when deciding
where to live” than those without a college degree.

(2) Survey participants with college and graduate degree reported greater support for the
following conservation efforts then those without a college degree:

e Build greenways/trails
e Build pedestrian and cycling paths between places of work, park, and school etc.

(3) Survey participants with college or graduate degree reported greater agreement on the
following contribution of parks and recreation services in the community than those
without a college degree:

e Makes your community a more desirable place to live

e Increases property values in your community

e Enhances a sense of place and community

(4) Regardless of participants’ education level, SD residents scored “improve mental health
and reduce stress for adults” and “improve mental health and reduce stress for youth”, as
the top two most important health and well-being related contributions of local parks and
recreation services in their community.

e SD residents with college degree and graduate degree reported a greater agreement on
“improve physical health and fitness” of parks and recreation than those without a
college degree.

(5) As for the COVID-19 pandemic impact on SD residents’ outdoor recreation participation,
e 90% of participants did not stop their preferred outdoor recreation activities amid the

COVID-19 pandemic.

e All education groups reported the highest scores on “local recreation providers
provided adequate outdoor recreation opportunities and “I am satisfied with the
outdoor recreation opportunities provided to me in South Dakota” amid the COVID-
19 pandemic.

Household annual income and outdoor recreation. The ANOVA was applied to test if SD
residents have different perspectives and priorities based on their annual household income and
the importance of high quality public parks and recreation services in the community (Section
IV, Question 1), funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts (Section IV, Question 2),
perceived benefits of parks and recreation (Section IV, Question 3), and the health and well-
being contribution to the local communities in South Dakota (Section IV, Question 4). The
results were summarized as follows:

62



2022 SD SCORP Public Survey

(1) Approximately 75% of SD residents across all income groups reported that having access
to high-quality public park and recreation opportunities was “important”, “very
important”, and “extremely important” when deciding to where to live.

(2) No significant difference was found among different annual income groups in funding
outdoor recreation and conservation efforts, perceived benefits of parks and recreation,
and health and well-being related contributions to the local communities in South Dakota.

Residential area (in SD) and outdoor recreation. In this comparison, all research participants
were categorized into groups based on the self-identification of their residential areas in SD.
Nine geographic areas were included: Sioux Falls, Black Hills, Aberdeen, Watertown, Pierre,
Brookings, Mitchell, Huron, and Yankton as well as an option for “none of the above”. The
ANOVA was applied to test if SD residents have different perspectives and priorities with their
residential areas in the importance of high-quality public parks and recreation service in the
community (Section IV, Question 1), funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts
(Section IV, Question 2), perceived benefits of parks and recreation (Section IV, Question 3),
and health and well-being related contributions to the local communities in South Dakota
(Section IV, Question 4). The results were summarized as follows:

Regardless of their geographic locations, SD residents reported that having access to high-quality
public parks and recreation services were important for them when deciding where to live.

e As for conservation effort in relation to outdoor recreation, “protect wildlife and fish
habitat” (range from 4.01 to 4.30 / 5) and “maintain existing park and recreation areas”
(range from 4.03 to 4.33 / 5) were the highest priorities in all geographical areas in SD.

e For community contribution of parks and recreation, Sioux Falls residents reported higher
scores than all other residential areas. Sioux Falls participants reported a significantly
higher value than the residents who live outside of the nine geographic areas/others in the
survey (Figure 15).

e “Helps to lower the crime rate in your community” and “provides programs/services that
benefit a demographically diverse population” were perceived as less contributive of
parks and recreation by SD residents.

e Residents in all geographic locations showed a similar value of parks and recreation in
support and promote health and well-being in SD. The three most important functions of
parks and recreation for health and well-being are:

o Improve mental health and reduce stress for adults

o Improve mental health and reduce stress for youth

o Provide equitable access to high-quality parks, green spaces, trails, and other built
environment features (e.g., picnic area, restroom, etc.)

e Residents in all geographic locations reported a positive experience from participating in
outdoor recreation in SD amid the COVID-19 pandemic.

63



2022 SD SCORP Public Survey

Figure 15 Comparison: Community Contribution of Parks and Recreation by Geographic Areas

Community Contribution of Parks and Recreation by Areas
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Note: On 5-point Likert scale. Desirable place = Makes your community a more desirable place to live; Historical
features = Preserves historical features in your community; Environment = Preserves open spaces and the
environment; Property value = Increases property values in your community; New residents = Helps attract new
residents and businesses, Lower crime = Helps to lower the crime rate in your community, Tourism = Promotes
tourism in your community; Sense of community = Enhances a sense of place and community; Diverse population =
Provides programs/services that benefit a demographically diverse population.
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Appendix A: Public Survey

2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Survey

The South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks (SDGFP) and South Dakota State University
(SDSU) need your help in gathering information to plan for outdoor recreation opportunities across the
state of South Dakota. You may be an active outdoors person or someone that cringes at the mere thought
of outdoor recreation. Regardless of your time spent in the South Dakota outdoors or the outdoor

activities you choose to participate in — we would like to hear from you. We invite you to participate in a
survey to share your experiences and perspectives on outdoor recreation in South Dakota. Whether you
recreate in your local community or county, in a state park, a national forest, a privately owned recreation
facility or not at all, your voice is an important part of assisting your community in planning for the future.

Your participation in this research is voluntary. There is no penalty for refusal to participate, and you are
free to withdraw your consent and participation in this project at any time. This online survey will take
less than 20 minutes of your time. We respectfully request you fill out all sections of the survey. There are
no known risks to your participation in the study. Your responses to the survey will be anonymous. You
may start the survey, stop, and resume the survey at a later time. Also, your responses are strictly
confidential. When the data and analysis are presented, you will not be linked to the data by your name,
title or any other identifying item.

Upon full completion of the survey all participants will have the chance to be entered into a random
drawing for 100, $20 Amazon gift cards. If you wish to enter the drawing you will provide your email
after fully completing the survey. We plan to do the random drawing around mid-March 2022.

Contacts: You may contact the researchers at the following address and phone number, should you desire
to discuss your participation in the study and/or request information about the results of the study: Hung-
Ling (Stella) Liu, Ph.D., Assistant Professor in Recreation Management, 407 Wager, South Dakota State
University, Brookings, SD 57006, stella.liu@sdstate.edu, (605) 688-6163 or Kiley Foss, Research
Assistant, kiley.foss(@sdstate.edu.

If you have questions regarding your rights as a participant, you can contact the SDSU Research
Compliance Coordinator at (605) 688-6975 or SDSU.IRB@sdstate.edu.

Sincerely,

Stella Liu, Assistant Professor in Recreation Management
Kiley Foss, Graduate Research Assistant
Megan Thompson, Graduate Research Assistant
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2022 South Dakota Outdoor Recreation Survey: Public
Section I: Participation in Outdoor Recreation

The following questions are designed to aid us in understanding your experiences and general use of
parks and recreation areas for outdoor recreation (i.e., visiting parks, hiking, camping, fishing, sightseeing,
bird watching, boating etc.).

1. During the past year, how often did you participate in outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota?
Please select the statement that best describes your frequency of participation.

Two or more times per week

About once per week

About once or twice per month

Several times during the year

Once or twice during the year

I used to participate in outdoor recreation previously but not in the past year

I never participate in outdoor recreation (Please skip to Section 2, Question 2)

2. Which of the following best describes how you participated in outdoor recreation?
By myself
With family/friends with children (under age of 18)
With Family/friends without children (under age of 18)
With an organized group (i.e., church group, special association etc.)

3. How do you typically hear about information regarding outdoor recreation opportunities and
destinations in South Dakota? Please select all that apply.

Internet searches

Word of mouth

Websites

Suggestions from family and friends

Exploring/way-finding on own

Travel guides

Social media

Local residents/staff/visitor centers

Local media - News, magazines,
newspapers, radio

Program guides/catalogs

Other (please specify)

4. In the past year, how often did you use each of the following types of outdoor recreation areas on
average in South Dakota?

Local/municipal parks, trails, or playground Weekly or more frequently
Monthly
2 to 3 times per year
About once a year

Never
State parks, recreation areas, lakeside use areas, Weekly or more frequently
trails, game production areas, public hunting Monthly
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areas, etc.

2 to 3 times per year

About once a year

Never

Federal-managed outdoor areas (i.e. national

parks, forest, reserves, lakes etc.)

Weekly or more frequently
Monthly
2 to 3 times per year

About once a year

Never

Private/commercial recreation areas (i.e. resorts,

private golf courses, waterparks)

Weekly or more frequently
Monthly
2 to 3 times per year

About once a year

Never

Other (please specity)

4.1 Trail activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any outdoor recreation
activities on trails (i.e., walking, biking, hiking, ATV riding etc.) in South Dakota over the past year?

Yes

No (Skip to Question 4.2)

Below is a list of common outdoor recreation activities on trails. How often did you or any members of
your household participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12 months. Mark

ONE box per activity.

Trail Activities

1-5 times

6-15 times

15+ times

Never

Walking on paved trails

Walking on natural surface
trails/Hiking (Day Trip)

Backpacking (Overnight)

Jogging/Running

Horseback riding

Biking on a paved road/trail

Biking on unpaved trail

Mountain biking

Off Highway Vehicle (OHV)

All-Terrain Vehicle (ATV)

Utility Task Vehicle (UTV)

Full size 4x4 Vehicle

4.2 Water-based activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any water-based

activities in South Dakota in the past year?
No (Skip to Question 4.3)

Yes

Below is a list of common water-based outdoor recreation activities. How often did you or any members
of your household participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12 months. Mark

ONE box per activity.

Water-based Activities

1-5 times

6-15 times

15+ times

Never

Swimming at beach

Swimming at a pool

Motorized boating

Canoeing or kayaking
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Sailing or sailboarding

Standup paddle boarding

Snorkeling or SCUBA diving

4.3 Winter activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any winter outdoor
recreation activities in South Dakota in the past year?
Yes No (Skip to Question 4.4)

Below is a list of common winter outdoor recreation activities. How often did you or any members of
your household participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12 months. Mark
ONE box per activity.

Winter Activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times | 15+ times | Never

Downhill skiing/Snowboarding

Sledding

Snowshoeing

Ice skating (outdoors)

Ice hockey (outdoors)

Ice fishing

Snowmobiling

Cross-country skiing

Fat tire biking

4.4 Wildlife-related activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any wildlife-
related outdoor recreation activities (i.e., hunting, fishing, wildlife watching etc.) in South Dakota in the
past year?

Yes No (Skip to Question 4.5)

Below is a list of common wildlife-related outdoor recreation activities. How often did you or any
members of your household participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12
months. Mark ONE box per activity.

Wildlife-related Activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times | 15+ times | Never

Shore fishing

Fly Fishing

Boat fishing

Hunting (Bow)

Hunting (Rifle/Piston/Shot Gun)

Trapping

Wildlife viewing

Birdwatching

4.5 Sports activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any outdoor sports (i.e.
baseball, golf, shooting sport etc.) in South Dakota in the past year?
Yes No (Skip to Question 4.6)

Below is a list of common outdoor sports. How often did you or any members of your household
participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12 months. Mark ONE box per
activity.

Sports Activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times | 15+ times | Never

Tennis

Golf
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Disc golf

Baseball/softball

Basketball (outdoors)

Volleyball (outdoors)

Lacrosse

Soccer (outdoors)

Football

Skateboarding

Rock climbing

Archery Range Shooting (outdoor)

Shotgun Range Shooting (outdoor)

Rifle/Pistol Range Shooting (outdoor)

Pickleball

4.6 Other outdoor activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any other outdoor
activities (i.e. camping, picnicking, recreating with pets, playing at a playgroup etc.) in South Dakota in
the past year?

Yes No (Skip to Question 4.7)

Below is a list of other common outdoor activities. How often did you or any members of your household
participate in the following activities in South Dakota within the last 12 months. Mark ONE box per
activity.

Other outdoor activities 1-5 times | 6-15 times | 15+ times Never

Tent camping

RV camping

Picnicking

Visiting historic sites

Visiting nature centers

Outdoor photography

Attending educational programs

Attending outdoor festivals

Playing at a playground

Geocaching

Lawn games (horseshoes, bocce, corn hole)

Recreating with pet(s)

4.7 Additional activities: Did you or any member of your household participate in any other outdoor
recreation activities in South Dakota in the past year? If so, please list them here.

5. Please select the best statement to describe your preferred locations for outdoor recreation.
I enjoy most of my outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota
I enjoy some of my outdoor recreation activities in South Dakota and outside of the state as well
(Please specify which states and what you did

I enjoy most of my outdoor recreation activities outside of South Dakota
(Please specify which states and what you did

5



Appendix A: Public Survey

6. Do you have plans to do any of the following in the next year? Please select all that apply.

Camp at a South Dakota state park

Purchase a South Dakota fishing license

Register a boat in South Dakota

Purchase a South Dakota hunting license

Register an ATV/UTV in South Dakota

Register a snowmobile in South Dakota

None of the above

Section II: Outdoor Recreation Motivation & Constraints

The following questions are designed to help us understand what you enjoy about outdoor recreation
activities, and any obstacles you may face in pursuing your outdoor recreation interests.

1. We would like to know why you participate in outdoor recreation. How strongly do you agree or
disagree with each of the following reasons for participating in outdoor recreation activities? Please rate
between 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree) that indicates your agreement on each reason for
participating in outdoor recreation.

Strongly | Disagree | Neutral Agree Strongly
disagree agree
To enjoy my favorite activity 1 2 3 4 5
To develop confidence in myself 1 2 3 4 5
To experience peace/tranquility 1 2 3 4 5
For relaxation 1 2 3 4 5
For stimulation and excitement 1 2 3 4 5
To feel at one with nature 1 2 3 4 5
To escape daily routine 1 2 3 4 5
To learn about the environment 1 2 3 4 5
To experience new things 1 2 3 4 5
To observe wildlife 1 2 3 4 5
To meet new people 1 2 3 4 5
To be with family and friends 1 2 3 4 5
To enjoy beautiful scenery 1 2 3 4 5
To develop skill and knowledge 1 2 3 4 5
To gain sense of accomplishment 1 2 3 4 5
To challenge myself 1 2 3 4 5
To keep physically fit 1 2 3 4 5
To use my outdoor gear/equipment 1 2 3 4 5

2. We would like to know about your perceived barriers to participating in outdoor recreation. How
strongly do you agree or disagree with each of the following being obstacles you face in pursuing your
outdoor recreation interests? Please rate on a scale from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree).
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Strongly | Disagree | Neutral | Agree | Strongly
disagree agree
Afraid of getting hurt by animals /insects 1 2 3 4 5
Lack of interest 1 2 3 4 5
Don’t feel welcome 1 2 3 4 5
Lack of information 1 2 3 4 5
Unaware of opportunities 1 2 3 4 5
Don’t have enough time 1 2 3 4 5
Don’t have the skills or physical ability 1 2 3 4 5
Lack of confidence 1 2 3 4 5
Don’t have people to go with 1 2 3 4 5
Activity fees are too high 1 2 3 4 5
Admission fees are too high 1 2 3 4 5
Equipment costs are too high 1 2 3 4 5
The facility I want doesn’t exist in parks 1 2 3 4 5
Parks and recreation areas are too 1 2 3 4 5
crowded
Concern about safety / crime 1 2 3 4
Nearby parks are dirty or poorly 1 2 3 4 5
maintained
Lack of transportation / no way to get to 1 2 3 4 5
parks
Don’t have necessary equipment 1 2 3 4 5
Weather (i.e., extreme cold or hot 1 2 3 4 5
temperatures)
Age (i.e. busy with kids activities now, 1 2 3 4 5
unable to physically participate in the
same activities, etc.)

3. Do you, or anyone in your household, have a physical disability that affects your ability to participate
in outdoor recreation?

No, no one in my household has a disability (Skip to Question 5)

Yes, [ have a disability

Yes, someone else in my household has a disability

4. If your response is “Yes” in the previous question, what recommendations could be made to improve
your ability to engage in outdoor recreation activities?

5. Do you have any suggestions for how outdoor recreation providers can help remove the barriers to your
participation in outdoor recreation activities?
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Section III: Outdoor Recreation Needs

The following questions are used to help understand the State’s needs for outdoor recreation related
facilities, amenities, and areas to promote and sustain the outdoor recreation legacy of South Dakota over
the next five years. Please enter what you feel to be true for your area, not just your household.

1. Please indicate whether or not you feel there is a need for more facilities or if efforts should be made to
improve what already exists.

Need more | Need to improve | Adequate | No opinion

Tent-camping campgrounds

RV or trailer campgrounds

Areas for backpacking

Picnic areas

Facilities for boating

Swimming beaches

Swimming pools

Fishing areas

Shore Fishing Areas

Hunting areas

Walking/biking trails (unpaved)

Horseback riding trails

Paved trails

Mountain biking trails

Mountain biking skills course

Fat Tire bike trails

Cross-country skiing trails

Down-hill skiing/Snowboarding areas

Sledding areas

Ice skating or hockey rinks (Outdoor)

Snowmobile trails

Off-road or ATV riding areas/trails

Historic sites (with interpretation)

Nature areas/open space

Outdoor festivals/Festival areas

Pow-wow grounds

Playgrounds

Soccer fields

Football fields

Lacrosse fields

Baseball or softball fields

Golf courses/driving ranges

Skateboarding parks

Tennis courts

Volleyball courts (outdoor)

Basketball courts (outdoor)

Horseshoe pits

Archery target shooting ranges

Shooting ranges (shotgun)
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Pistol/rifle shooting ranges

Disc golf courses

Dog parks

Canoe/Kayak water trails

ATV skill parks

ADA accessible facilities. Please
specify what types.

2. What are the most needed recreation facilities in your community (within 10-15 minutes of your home)?

3. How important is availability of Wi-Fi to you when participating in outdoor recreation activities?

Not at all Slightly Important Very important Extremely
important important important

4. What other facilities/areas/amenities should be considered when promoting South Dakota’s outdoor
recreation legacy for the next five years?

Section IV: Your Perspective about Outdoor Recreation

The following section examines priorities in funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts in South
Dakota, the importance of potential benefits of outdoor recreation, and the ability of outdoor recreation
providers to provide these benefits.

1. How important is having access to high-quality public park and recreation opportunities when deciding
where to live?

Not at all
important

Slightly
important

Important Very important Extremely

important

2. When funding outdoor recreation and conservation efforts in South Dakota, how important or
unimportant are each of following considerations? Please rate each statement on a 5-point Likert scale
from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Extremely Somewhat | Neutral | Somewhat | Extremely
unimportant | unimportant important | important
Acquire and protect open space 1 2 3 4 5
(as undeveloped, conserved
land)
Acquire additional land and 1 2 3 4 5
water areas for developed
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recreation

Maintain existing park and 1 2 3 4 5
recreation areas

Provide environmental and 1 2 3 4 5
conservation programs

Provide recreation programs at 1 2 3 4 5
parks and recreation areas

Protect wildlife and fish habitat 1 2 3 4 5
Build more greenways/trails 1 2 3 4 5
Build pedestrian and cycling 1 2 3 4 5
paths between places of work,

parks, schools etc.

3. When thinking about your community, how much do you agree that the outdoor recreation
opportunities provided by your local park and recreation organization provides or supports the delivery of
the following benefits to the public? Please rate each statement on a 5-point Likert scale from strongly
disagree to strongly agree.

Strongly | Somewhat | Neutral | Somewhat | Strongly
disagree | disagree agree agree

Makes your community a more

. . 1 2 3 4 5
desirable place to live
Preserve§ historical features in your 1 ) 3 4 5
community
Pregerves open spaces and the 1 ) 3 4 5
environment
Increase§ property values in your 1 5 3 4 5
community
Helps attract new residents and 1 ) 3 4 5
businesses
Helps to 'lower the crime rate in your 1 ) 3 4 5
community
Promotes tourism in your community 1 ) 3 4 5
Enhanceg a sense of place and 1 ) 3 4 5
community
Provides programs/services that benefit

; . : 1 2 3 4 5

a demographically diverse population

4. How important is it that your local parks and recreation organization delivers or provides the following
programs/services that focus on health and well-being? Please rate each statement on a 5-point Likert
scale from extremely unimportant to extremely important.

Extremely Somewhat | Neutral | Somewhat | Extremely
unimportant unimportant important important
Improve physical health and 1 b 3 4 5
fitness
Improve mental health and reduce | ) 3 4 5
stress for adults
Improve mental health and reduce 1 2 3 4 5

10
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stress for youth

Provide opportunities for social
: . OPP 1 2 3 4 5
interaction
Partner with local government or
community-based organizations to
4 g 1 2 3 4 5

improve access to health and
wellness opportunities

Promote the health and wellness D) 3 4 5
benefits of parks and recreation

Provide equitable access to high-
quality parks, green spaces, trails, | ) 3 4 5
and other built environment
features

5. What else should we consider in developing the South Dakota outdoor recreation plan for the next five-
years?

Section V: COVID-19 Impacts on Outdoor Recreation

The following questions address how the COVID-19 pandemic affected your participation and experience
in outdoor recreation.

1. How did your frequency of outdoor activity participation change during the COVID-19 pandemic on a
scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being a significant decrease in outdoor activity participation and 5 being a
significant increase in outdoor activity participation?

Significant Moderate No change Moderate Significant
decrease decrease increase increase
1 2 3 4 5

2. How does the COVID-19 pandemic impact your participation in your favorite outdoor activities?
Please explain whether that impact was negative, positive, etc.

3. Where do you typically go to participate in outdoor recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic? Please
select all that apply.

Stay at home (no participation)

Backyard

Local parks/trails

State parks/recreation areas

National parks/forest/grassland

Private properties

11
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| Other (please specify)

4. Did you start a new outdoor activity during the COVID-19 pandemic?
Yes

No (Skip to Question 5)

4a. What new activity/activities did you pick up during the COVID-19 pandemic?

5. Did you stop participating in your preferred outdoor recreation activities due to the COVID-19
pandemic?

Yes

No (skip to Question 6)

I did not participate in outdoor recreation activities before the COVID-19 pandemic (skip to
Question 6)

5a. Do you plan to return to your preferred recreation activities after the COVID-19 pandemic?

Yes
No
Maybe/unsure

6. Please rate the following COVID-19 statements in relation to your outdoor recreation experiences since
March of 2020.

Strongly | Slightly | Neutral | Slightly | Strongly
disagree | disagree agree agree

I am concerned about my own personal
health when recreating outdoors.

I am concerned about the public’s health
when recreating outdoors.

Local recreation providers provided
adequate outdoor recreation opportunities.
I am satisfied with the outdoor recreation
opportunities provided to me in South
Dakota

I value outdoor recreation more now than
compared to before the pandemic.

12



Section VI: Demographics

1. How did you hear about this survey?

Email invitation from an organization

_____Message or newsletter from SDSU
_____Newsletter or invitation from GFP
__ Social media

_____Invitation from family or friend

Other (please specify

Appendix A: Public Survey

Do you live in any of the following
geographic locations?

Sioux Falls area

Black Hills

Aberdeen area

Watertown area

Pierre area

Brookings area

Mitchell area

Huron area

Yankton area

None of the above

What is your zip code?

What is your gender?

Male Female

Non-binary/other gender Prefer not to answer

What is the highest level of education you
have achieved?

Less than high school

High school graduate

Some college or associate’s degree

Bachelor’s degree

Graduate or professional degree

What was your total household income for
2020?

Less than $25,000

$25,000 to $49,999

$50,000 to $74,999

$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $124,999

$125,000 to $149,999

$150,000 or more

Prefer not to answer

Full-time employed

Part-time employed

What is your current employment status? Unemployed
Retired
Other (please specify
How old are you?
Are you of Hispanic, Latino or Spanish Yes No

origin?

13
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White

Black/African American

American Indian/Alaska native

What is your race? Asian

Pacific Islander

Two or more races

Other (please specify

Republican

What is your political affiliation? Democrat

Independent

Other (please specify

Prefer not to answer

*If you would like to be entered into the Amazon gift card drawing, please provide your email
below.

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey!

14
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Appendix B: Recruitment Materials
Reminder email for organizations
Good morning!

| hope you have had a wonderful week so far! My research team and | wanted to thank the
organizations that have taken the time to help distribute the South Dakota SCORP public
survey, we greatly appreciate your help! | also wanted to provide the information again if you
would still like to assist us in promoting the survey. The South Dakota SCORP public survey
allows people, who recreate in the South Dakota outdoors, to share their personal experiences
and attitudes about their outdoor recreation participation. With your help we are able to reach
out to a larger part of South Dakota’s population as we work to gather information regarding to
outdoor recreation in the state. If you have already posted the survey information, please feel
free to post again or print the poster attached and hang somewhere in your building or office.

Information to include:

“South Dakota State University and the South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks are
working together for the 2022 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan. With your
help and insight, this project will help plan for future outdoor recreation opportunities in the
state. They invite you to participate in their online survey which allows you to share your
outdoor recreation experiences and perspectives in South Dakota. No matter where you
participate in outdoor recreation or how often, your input will play an important role in the
planning of future outdoor recreation opportunities in South Dakota.

Survey link: https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com

All participants who fully complete the survey will have the chance to be entered into a random
drawing for one of 100, $20 Amazon gift cards. They plan to do the drawing around early April
2022. Any questions regarding the survey or study please contact Dr. Stella Liu
(stella.liu@sdstate.edu) and/or Kiley Foss (kiley.foss@sdstate.edu).”

Thank you again for your help, please let me know if you have any questions!

Monday Morning Message

Hung-Ling (Stella) Liu, Assistant Professor of Recreation Management in the College of
Education and Human Sciences, and her research team are working with the South Dakota
Department of Game, Fish, and Parks to gather public inputs for the 2022 Statewide
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan. We invite everyone, regardless of level of outdoor
recreation participation, to participate in our survey to share your experiences and perspectives
on outdoor recreation. Your input will play an important role in the planning of future outdoor
recreation opportunities in South Dakota.


https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com/
mailto:stella.liu@sdstate.edu
mailto:kiley.foss@sdstate.edu)
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Survey Link https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com

Additional SCORP description for organizations

Hello!

We are reaching out to you as we believe your organization and the community you serve will
benefit us by sharing their experiences and thoughts on outdoor recreation in South Dakota.
We are asking for your assistance in distributing our Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan (SCORP) public survey to residents of South Dakota. South Dakota’s SCORP is
used to support funding for outdoor recreation in the state, as well as plan for future outdoor
recreation experiences. Your help in posting the survey to your social media pages and/or
website would be greatly appreciated. Please feel free to copy and paste the paragraph below
when posting information regarding the study. There is also an attached poster if you would
like to include that when posting about the survey or to print off and place in your office. If you
have any questions regarding the study or sharing the information provided please contact
Stella Liu (stella.liu@sdstate.edu) and/or Kiley Foss (kiley.foss@sdstate.edu).

“South Dakota State University and the South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks are
working together for the 2022 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan. With your
help and insight, this project will help plan for future outdoor recreation opportunities in the
state. They invite you to participate in their online survey which allows you to share your
outdoor recreation experiences and perspectives in South Dakota. No matter where you
participate in outdoor recreation or how often, your input will play an important role in the
planning of future outdoor recreation opportunities in South Dakota.

Survey link: https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com

All participants who fully complete the survey will have the chance to be entered into a random
drawing for one of 100, $20 Amazon gift cards. They plan to do the drawing around early April
2022. Any questions regarding the survey or study please contact Stella Liu
(stella.liu@sdstate.edu) and/or Kiley Foss (kiley.foss@sdstate.edu).”



https://sdscorppublic2022.questionpro.com/
mailto:stella.liu@sdstate.edu
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Appendix C: Public Survey Open-ended Questions.
(Note: Comments from survey respondents with errata)

Section 11

Section 2, Question 4. What recommendations could be made to improve your ability to engage in
outdoor recreation activities?

e anew body:)

e Access to beaches..no steps

e access to shore fishing

e Add outdoor programs

e Adding more campsites in some campgrounds

e Additional rest room facilities. Better trail guides

e  Adult special needs swing

e advertise/highlight areas that are more easily accessible (be able to 'search' for them)

e Ageisafacor

e ALLOW 'DISABILED HUNTER CARD' HOLDERS TO DRIVE ON/HUNT ON 'WALK IN
ONLY' VEHICLE PROHIBITED PROPERTY.

e Allow light-duty motorized vehicles on Mickelson Trail, possibly on certain days/dates/seasons.

e Allow me to hunt from my ATV. I cannot much and have trouble carrying and shouldering a gun
due to Rheumatoid Arthritis.

e Allow more motorized off road access to areas

e Allow older hunters better access to waterfowl hunting on public areas

e Allow wider use of ATV’s, | have difficulty walking.

e already been done

e Always have some first come rv sites that require no reservation

e An outdoor archery range in or just outside town (Sturgis).

e Any other state around SD has elderly life time licenses and park stickers. Oh no not in SD they
want the money Deer linces draw is to control the people not the States around us just go buy a
linces What a rip off wildlife

e Asan individual we need to work ourselves to improve ability to move. It is not a SCORP
function.

e Atvuse to getin and out

e Dback time up forty years

e Dbathrooms. Toilet seat improperly installed makes bathroom near fire tower unuseable.

e be younger

e become younger.;...

e Being able to plan ahead and reserve camping spots more than just 90 days would be a great help.
Only 90 days out makes it difficult to get kids and grandkids to arrange vacation time and still be
able to get the camping areas that we want.

e Benches to rest more often a closer bathroom

e better boat access on smalol ponds and lakes

e Better access for physically handicapped.

e Better access to private land to improve hunting in the state.

1
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Better boat dock design at some locations

Better boat ramps and restroom facilities

Better handicap usability

Better low vision friendly activities

better pathways

Better road hunting for pheasants. Farming practices have greatly reduced opportunities for this
Better shoreline fishing at the smaller areas. Much, MUCH better control of the speed boats and
skiers that are way too close to shoreline fishing and smaller row boats. If you can throw a
medium size rock from shore and hit a speeding boat, they ay too close!

Better supervision of ATV/UTV use on trails not open to them. Too many people with loud,
destructive machines on the BHNF. A better balance of multiple uses on the BHNF that more
clearly benefits people rather than timber and mining companies.

Better tent camping, designated areas for canoes and kayaks, more motorcycle trails, a more
welcoming approach for dogs.

Bike and hike trails

Boat ramps in as early as possible and out late as possible. Use my atv to drag deer out of the
woods.

Camp grounds fill up too fast, other states let you make reservations 6 to 12 months out.

Camp grounds for adults. No noisy, disrespectful kids.

Campgrounds need more handicap spots. Shorter walking paths would be a nice option or Some
type of handicap friendly rental atvs, golf carts for long trails to scenic areas.

Camping sites and boat launch sites often lack accomodations. Would like to see more
maintained wheelchair surfaces and ramps

Cannot get a campsite because the system is abused... people are allowed to book ahead of time
and not have to physically be there on the 90 day out and put up Barbie tent in same-day until
they decide to set up camp .The 2 week period keeps others from camping during the time people
are just holding the spot.

Cannot think of any at this moment

Can't think of any ofthand

Can't think of anything

Cart or wheelchair like equipment availability.

Change the application system regarding big game hunting

Change the way hunting license are allocated. It is crazy that deer license are so restricted given
the deer population. I also cannot hunt with friends in South Dakota for big game because of how
restrictive the licensing is. I end up going to other states to hunt most of my bigger game.
classes to gain the skill, knowledge and confidence to engage in more outdoor recreation
activities

Clean and clear obstructions of larger rivers. Like dead fall and low head dams.

Closer handicap parking at boat ramps especially during low water

Consider snow sledding hills for youth and families; beaches at lakes improved.

Continued efforts to increase shore fishing opportunities

Cost is much too high for resident hunting and fishing

Cost of fishing License. Previously you had a 'Family Fishiing License', now my wife needs her
own and we need to spend an additional $97 to obtain one. Thinking about going to North Dakota
instead, or fishing other Lakes in Nebraska FOR THIS REASON ALONE. Sent previous survey
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with amount of money spent on our 2021 South Dakota trips ..... ALOT ! Guess you won't be
seeing a dime of that this year.

Cure for diabetic people

Deaf awareness is important, especially when the activity is being led by a Parks employee
verbally.

Develop a youth pill! I'm 75 years old with 3 stints in my heart & still enjoy pheasant hunting,
predator hunting, trapping, fishing, & just being outdoors when the weather permits. Develop
public hunting & walk-in access programs so the average SD resident has access to recreation
activities without going to a resort, outfitter, or other pay to play facility. Keep costs reasonable
and access to lakes, wildlife areas, etc. & discourage privatization of our public resources.....it
shouldn't be all about making money for private individuals.

Develope more campgrounds

Disabled citizens should receive free admission to all parks and be eligible for fre hunting and
fishing perimte

Disabled folks should be allowed to retrieve the game they kill by using a vehicle as long as they
do not abuse the land. Simply allowing an atv would make a huge difference for disabled people
to participate without causing further injuries to themselves. It’s ridiculous to sell a hunting
license and give a disabled hunting permit to someone and then tell them they cannot use any
vehicle assisted retrieval of their game.

Divorce?

Doing a good job.

Don't really have a recommendation for allowing for older age and the physical limitations that
come with aging.

Double (or triple) the number of electric RV camping spots at the State parks! Unless you can
readily plan ahead 90-days, it is almost impossible to get a spot! Please add more camping spots!
Easier access on trails,

Easier access to lake shore fishing, more designated areas for lake shore fishing, lower costs of
camping sites & camping cabins (think about the families who struggle to make ends meet that
would be able to participate in more outdoor, weekend activities if the cost was lower).

easier access to streams for us old folks

easier trails to walk

Easy access to walk in areas

Easy to get around

Ensuring there is plenty of wheelchair accessible things to do.

Fewer ATV

Find a balance with cost. State parks are fuller, I go camping/fishing to get away but everyone
uses jet skis and such to the point one can't enjoy.

Fishing access to shore

For fishing we need more fishing docks that are handicap accessible. For waterfowl hunting
having the ability to get closer to the water.

Free access for those on disability

Free equipment rental for park members or a super cheap rental on items with a waiver to say if
you ruin or damage you pay of course. More classes at TOC, and specifically classes the way
they used to be where there were kid, adult and family ones.

free fishing for seniors

Free fun outdoor events that are somewhat close to home.

3
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Fun activities

get more shooting ranges like by Rapid City. Need / more and better quality public hunting
lands. Need more windbreaks for winter survival. Our lakes and rivers and public hunting lands
are getting raped by out of staters. Upland game stocking is misleading counted in harvest
statistics. Give a true number and/or separate commercial harvest statistics.

Get younger

Give alternative route

Give residents a earlier chance to reserve campsites before out of state campers.

Had a hip replacement so somethings are not viable

handicaped accessible places on the rock riprap ares on the missouri river. (I often fish from the
pier below fort thompson dam)

Handy capability

Hard to find camping spots. I don't believe in paying for days and keeping others from going if I
can't, but most weekends people book 3 or 4 days they don't intend to be there for. It keeps
people like me who can't plan 90 days in advance from camping

Hard to get camping spot

Hard to say as I can only speak for myself. I try to do as much as I can while I can outdoors
have age specific activities.

Have more handicapped things around like more ramps and spots at parks have things for
handicapped children

He likes the ATV/UTV trails since he can't walk very far.

Heart and back problems

Heart pacemaker

Hold a classes on how to snowshoe and how to fire and clean a pistol

I am paralyzed on my left side due to a stroke. South Dakota has done a great job in keeping me
involved. The state has given me a crossbow permit, so I can still bow hunt and even offered to
take me in a disabled hunters hunt this spring through the Outdoor Campus. That is wonderful! I
feel privileged to live here!

I beleive that most, if not all, measures have been taken to make it possible for people, like me, to
enjoy the outdoor facilities & opportunities without making the changes a burden to the general
population. Thank you, for the concerns for all of us-- but we must all realize that total access to
everyone without total physical abilities is not possible.

I catch and release all fish. Why can't [ buy a conservation license you non resident license way to
high compared to other states in the area.

I could be 10 years younger!

I do not have a left hand anymore but it does not hinder me from anything hung but it is a
disability

I don’t know what more could be done. I think you're doing a great job

I enjoy Okobojo Point Recreation Area camping, but reservations are not accepted so it's a risk
driving a long distance and possibly not finding an open camp site. Make the sites reservable like
any other campground. Also, in spite of the area being almost totally beach, metal detecting is
not permitted in this park. Lake Herman also does not allow metal detecting on their swimming
beach. These decisions seem to be arbitrarily made by park management and not by state policy.
I got better training through study

I have a heart problem, more off road development.
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I have a shoulder injury and the state is accommodating and letting me get a permit for a
crossbow license. I appreciate that.

I have MS and cannot always participate in some activities.

I need stable ground to walk, but I gear my activities to smooth surfaces and not rocky terrain.

I need to get a car with a functional 4 wheel drive and high suspension that is reliable (my 4
wheel drive on my Dodge truck is old and erratic now). I like to go where there are no people, so
I would prefer to go out on public lands in places not designated for recreation or high use. 1
suggest GFP work with federal agencies to create more Wilderness and Roadless Areas...Areas
2,500 square miles with no roads and low evidence of human activities. I object to trapping. |
think it is cruel. Recreational trapping should not be happening on SD state parks or federal lands.
I'am 70 and have erratic arthritis in my knees, if medical community can make arthritis go away,
I would hike longer distances more often..

I need to get healthier

I need to get more motivated.

I need to work on my recovery from health issues and surgeries.

I shore fish lake oahe above the dam at cow creek . I fish it in march april and may after that it is
to much hassle the park rangers game warnders servay people come to the camp site 3 to 5 times
a day checking on you takes the fun and relsaxion out of it. the other there are not many
campsites so you have to reserve long time ahead. thay keep blocking off places one could camp.
my favorite site was 44 was blocked off 2 years ago so you cant park where i parked the last 10 -
12 years for no appearnt reasion tried to reason with them last year there not responding because
thats they do.

I think there are options, I just wish I could do what I did before.

I was told they could put a handicap road west of david reises ranch on white river two years ago
where they blocked a road off for the second time farther away from the woods,in two weeks and
they still havent done it two years later ,and putting rip rap along the river every where you fish
around oacoma and cant walk up or down it.

I wish I could pick you up

I wish I knew what to suggest

I would like to see more campgrounds with accessible sites and a way to reserve them with other
nearby site for extended family.

I’'m 79 years old

I'm just getting older!

Improve boat landings on more lakes then just the camping lakes

improve hunting opportunity i find that in order to get big game tags i must go out of state .

In Christian Park already give me some of my life back When you give me a permit to use a
crossbow hunting. I’'m not able to pull a bow and arrow anymore my right shoulder is shot thank
you.

in marshall county the dept of gfp are continually closing existing trails limiting vehicle access to
traditional shore fishing and hunting opportunities to families with children and older sportsmen,
example white lake and four mile bullhead area.

In the end your cost are going to cost you in the end. But for movement works that doesn't matter
for business people it does but the government isn't in business they just can rip off the public
Increase recreational facilities for the disabled

INCREES ACCESS AND IMPROVEMENTS ON AN THING THAT RELATES TO
WALKING OR USE OF LEGS.
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Install grab bars on all boat docks

Invite in advance schedule in advance

It can increase your knowledge and fitness

It is gettimg increasingly more difficult for me to walk due to bad ankles.

It’s an old age thing!

Just more time to involve entire family.

just old age

Just walk slower.... Stop to identify flowers, birds or learn something

Keep outdoor recreation areas NON-COMMERCIAL. The more commercial facilities there are,
the more people who don't appreciate nature show up and wreck the place.

Keep the cattle out of my Public Shooting Areas. Every other year they are grazed down to look
like a golf course right during nesting season. Then there is no summer habitat for the birds, no
habitat for the birds during hunting season, and no winter cover. Therefor, no birds.

Keep the fish cleaning station cleaner

Keep the handicap camping sites for people with disabilities only. Don’t rent them to me
nondisabled people.

Keep Tourism the hell out of GFP

Keeping more of the campground bathhouses open during the winter. You close them long before
duck season has gone out.

Land set a side for disabled hunters.

Large print maps or better trail markers for those with low vision

Larger camping sites to accommodate noise control of neighbors

Larger parking lots at boat ramps.

Learn more about events

Legalize crossbows!!!! Now

Let more people get involved, such as celebrities

Let people over 65 hunt with a cross bow. When I retired I was going to get back into bow
hunting and bought a brand new bow and equipment, only to find out I can no longer shoot a
compound bow due to serious Osteoarthritis. | asked my doctor to sign the waiver, and he said I
would have to travel 125 miles to my joint replacement doctor to get the formed signed. At 71, I
didn't think it was worth 3 to $400 for an appointment and travel. We have tried to get the waver
through the legislature the last 2 years and failed, soon, it will not make any difference for me.
Let people use ATV’s for retrieving big game animals

level trails, wider stream crossings

licenses cost are too high. Can't afford them this year. Senior licenses in any other state are lower
or free for seniors. Not SD there to greedy.

Limit to one first choice in rifle deer tags instead of two so more people are able to draw at least
one tag of their choice.

Long rifles are allowed for deer hunting but not turkey hunting. Why? At least alow us disabled
hunters to use long rifles on private land during turkey hunting season.

Lower cost and make it more affordable to all disabilities.

Lower cost of non resident fishing permits and return non resident family fishing permit

Lower fees

lower fees and better free access

Lower fees, all required licenses be free for resident Seniors.
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Lower gas prices

lower or eliminate entrance and activity fees for people 65 years old or older.

Lower prices. Stock the water with fish

Make it so out of staters can only come a certain time of the season

Make more access points to various parks, lakes and recreation areas handicapped accessible.
make more hunting opportunities that we could drive into

Make park and camping fees more affordable for families. Also fishing licences are very
expensive! When we lived in North Dakota we could buy a couples license which was nice to I
could fish with my husband when I wanted to and the cost was minimal compared to South
Dakota

Make some trails in public hunting areas for people like me who are unable to walk trough thick
grass. [ have MS but [ would still like to be able to hunt with my dog in these areas.

Make sure the camp sites are as level as possible. Fill holes on camp site to make it easier for
disabled persons to move around on their site.

Making sure all areas are wheelchair accessible or making sure there is a key that states which
parks/areas are accessible if not are accessible.

Maybe a little bit of trail work

More handicapped accessible camping cabins.

More & safer shore fishing accesses throughout the State

More accessible fishing

More ADA friendly areas

More advertisement

More affordable

More areas to explore.

More bathrooms & showers.

More boat landing to help get in and out of boats.

More boat landings and docks and shore fishing

More campgrounds with full hookup.

More disability friendly playground equipment.

more disability parking, more ramps and accessible washrooms, have assistive devices such as
all-terrain wheelchairs and electric tricycles and wheelchairs to rent, braille signs ...

More disabled parking near boat ramps

more equestrian campsites at Newton Hills

More exercise and fitness activities

More family friendly activities, multiple ages.

More fishing docks

more general handicap access

more handicap access able courses

More handicap access

more handicap accessibility

More handicap accessible areas, fishing docks, pathways to facilities, indoor unisex
bathrooms/showerhouse at State Parks, trails to fishing docks need to be accessible (Mirror Lake
near Spearfish needs much work on trails), more handicap parking and camping sites, more
handicap accessible camping cabins in Custer State Park. Just a general upgrade to all handicap



Appendix C: Open-ended Questions

facilities. Handicap population is growing. My husband is now disabled because of stroke. Only
67 years old.

More handicap camp sites

More handicap camping spots.

More handicap docs on all lakes. More areas for elderly to fish with out having to walk along ays
to get to it from the car!

More handicap options.

More handicap parking at the boat ramps, especially at Snake Creek and Platte Creek

More handicap spots

more handicap walking paths and trails

More handicapped accessible campsites

More handicapped accessible vault toilets, the walkway to and from parking and the toilet itself.
Areas specifically designed for ease of access for kayaks and canoes, not part of a motorboat
ramp,

More Handicapped campsites. Showers with benches inside and out of shower. More
opportunities for mobility devices( trails boardwalks)

more handicapped parking/camping sites

More handrails or paved,wheelchair accessible trails

more handy cap parking spots at boat ramps

MORE HUNTING AND FISHING ACCESS. BRING BACK THE PUBLICS RIGHT TO THE
USE OF ALL WATER IN SD. STOP THE PRIVITIZATION OF OUR FISH AND GAME.
THE FISH, GAME AND WATER ARE A PUBLIC RESOURCE AND SHOULD NOT BE
USED AS A POLITICAL FOOTBALL. IF WE CONTINUE ON THE PATH WE ARE ON WE
WILL TURN HUNTING AND FISHING INTO A RICH MANS SPORT. THE LORDS AND
THE PEASANTS. WE WILL TURN OFF THE YOUTH AND OUR GREAT HERITAGE
WILL BE LOST FOREVER.

More local facilities

More maybe more paved paths

More parking in campgrounds & at attractions

More parks. Lower fees

more paved bicycle paths

More paved trails in state parks for mobilty challenged individuals. New additional camp
sites/areas to ease demand for existing sites. Existing camp grounds need upkeep/ maintenance.
Camp sites are in poor conditions, challenging to back into due to obstructions, narrow roads,
over crowded. as well as upgrading. If someone reserves a site and doesn't show, free up the site
after the first night for others.

More paved trails so walking would be better. Not on the hiking trails just the walking trails. Be
able to get a hunting License for residents and not have so many preference points pile up!
More primitive tent or hammock camping sites; I’'m so tired of listening to generators all night.
More public ground to hunt

More public hunting and fishing areas, more hiking trails

More public hunting areas

more public hunting ground

More public restrooms and better maintenance of facilities

More ramps
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More rest points on hiking trails for those with asthma.

More seating areas and drinking water along trails so people who don't walk well can still get out
and use trails without over doing it.

More shore access

More trails for people with wheelchairs or walkers, canes

More trails. There are tons of state recreation land that go unused where trails would be perfect. I
have stated this on many occasions to many officials and yet no one ever builds new trails in my
area. Northpoint Recreation Area has a huge swath of unused land and an eager staff to build
trails, but they struggle with getting approvals and funding.

more wheel chair friendly

More wheelchair or walker accessible fishing areas.

Most of our outdoor activities has involved camping and trail riding with our own horses. More
locations available to do that would be great!

Most of the state parks have fairly basic facilities and many need to be updated. There needs to be
better enforcement of the rules regarding pets on leashes as many people just let their dogs run
around, especially at Oahe Downstream. People also parking on the roadway making it difficult
to get around them and parking a camper due to vehicles being in the way, again Oahe
Downstream is a big culprit. The camp hosts aren't doing their job properly and enforcing the
rules

My experience so far in South Dakota has been good

My heart valve no longer allows me to hike strenuous trails like Black Elk Peak like I used to.
We take easier trails and drive more to see landscapes and wildlife. I would like to see better trail
guides, as some trails marked easy were not easy, like around Sylvan lake. The rocky part inhibits
the elderly and families with strollers.

My injury is brain related. So nothing more can be done. But people with physical disabilities
need more wheelchair access

My wife and I r disabled veteran we are sometimes comprised by our disability but get out as
much as possible

need more fishing piers. my legs are bad and cannot crawl up or down rocks or shorelines.

Need more level areas

Need to have a one time fee or free for disabled vets and there families. We have a free pass to
any where in the 48 states parks but SD does not except them.

Newton Hills State Park--some hard-surface walker/wheelchair-friendly pathways from road to
seating areas around playground equipment, overlook benches,

None - just have a bad hoof/ankle, i.e. I have a fused ankle which interrupts the stamina I used to
have. Additionally, I am 61 years old, which affects my stamina

None I do the best that I can

None I enjoy the challenge to adapt myself. Mother Nature doesn’t adapt to anyone so we all
need to learn to overcome our own challenges.

None it's a health disability

None that I can think of at this time. I have an artificial left leg, above the knee, but I like to
walk.

None. Part of it is long haul covid, part is just being in our 80s,,

None. I am happy with the way South Dakota manages their parks.

Not be required to pay to go visit, otherwise just go to free areas. People shouldn't have to pay to
enjoy nature.
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not sure at this time. Easy access to fishing areas, not located near boat docks.

Not you, it’s me.

NOTHING

Nothing

Nothing

Nothing

NOTHING AT THIS TIME

nothing can be done, have back pain/issues.

Nothing comes to mind.

Nothing on your end. I have some physical limitations that don't allow me to do longer hikes or
back pack anymore. Things I use to enjoy in my youth.

Nothing really it very weather related

Nothing that can be fixed at this level of government

Nothing that I can think of

Nothing!

Nothing, just have to live with it.

Nothing, really.

Nothing. I participate in the activities with my disability. I just deal with it.

open more trails in game production aeras so us disabled hunters can get to the good spots.
open the public land around Roy Lake to auto traffic

Open up all waterways!

Outdoor equipment is available

Pain is what holds them back. When it works they go and do.

participate in real active or strong activities in moderation

Patrol the waters for illegal fishing activities. Not just the beaches.

Perhaps loaner UTVs, same as the program fot the all-terrain wheelchair

Personally, nothing for me

Places for larger RVs in the State parks, more accessible paths

Playing football

prices for out of state hunting

Provide more benches to sit on trails for rest and observations.

provide more outdoor education

Public hunting land habitat inprovement.

Put more accessible fishing accesses at the lakes.

Quality shore access on public lakes. Hayes

Quit raising the fees

Reduce crowding, can't even get a reservation for camping

Reducing campground costs for seniors during the weekdays when facilities use is low.
Replace my knee.

Rest days are fine

Restrooms

Retrieval of big game on public lands is an issue for many hunters. It is an issue but I don't have
any suggestions that would fix it without creating other problems.

SDGF&P reps work with medical doctors / PA's and encourage them to give their patients
'certifications' so they can utilize crossbows or other equipment needed to enjoy SD outdoors.
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Set aside more day-use areas specifically for those of us that are handicapped such as fishing
docks or hunting blinds that are reserved for those of us that are handicapped. AND THEN
ENFORCE THOSE REGULATIONS.

Slot limits on Walleye often kill the fish when released if bait fishing. Put a daily limit on the fish
period.

Smooth walkways and paths that I can use my scooter

Some type of scooters or mobility devices to allow for guided trails. More lakeside benches. A
designated quiet area portion of campgrounds.

sorTy - NO

South Dakota has done a great job of providing opportunities to assist people with disabilities.
South Dakota has made a number of adaptations that help. Continuing to maintain and improve
accessibility is nice.

Special days for those who are physically handicapped with publicity about accessible trails and
activities

spots to step off trail and rest do not need benches just a place to sit, log rock whatever. Drinking
water access near trail in middle if possible.

Spouse has knee & hip issues

Statutes/regulations analysis to ensure retention of senior participants. I currently utilize a
crossbow for archery deer hunting based upon a chronic shoulder limitation. I am required to get
a medical exemption signed by a medical practitioner which is pretty much a joke. Has anyone
ever been rejected for a medically approved crossbow application? Perhaps set a minimum age
(70?) for blanket authorization.

Stimulate visitors' interest in the outdoors

Stop fishing tournaments before our fisheries are depleted. Pay better attention to what's going
on, ie cwd, poor fishing.

Stop the stupid shooting range in Meade County

Surgery

The activities are rich and interesting

The availability of scooters to rent.

The bike trails need to be better monitored / policed for walkers vs. bikers.

The camping reservation system is a joke. Campers usually only want to camp on Fri, Sat. and
Sunday. The way the camping system is set up, if you want to get your spot you have to reserve
it early like Tues. Wed. or Thursday. Then the State brags how camping was up when in reality
their income was up but no one was on the middle of the week sites. This prevents the locals who
could go during the week a chance to go because people have the sites reserved but are not
actually camping.

The current setup and opportunities meet my need.

The impossible but I appreciate your offering to try. I need new knees and to lose about 150 Ibs.
but that doesn't stop me from seeing the wildlife or awesome rock formations or Mr. Rushmore or
the Buffalo Drop and other things. I can't hike, if I could, I would. What I would like in every
state is if there are paved trails or maintained paths that aren't to severe that it would be legal for a
disabled person to take a personal hoveround on the trail. It's not fair that we pay taxes but cant
use the trails because we are disabled to the point that we can't walk very far. Think of the poor
veteran that lost his/her leg in battle that can't walk to far that doesn't get to see the pinnacle of
that peak because it is 5 miles away but he could take or drive a personal electric vehicle there.
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Just like the trail that goes from Custer down to Hill city. I can't remember the mans name that
the trail was named after.

The increased availability of accessible fishing piers at State parks and recreation areas.

The license and park fee too expensive I probably will have to give up my hunting and fishing
this year dur to cost and greed by the GF &P

The only thing we have found is it is hard to find a place to camp at the last minute on weekends
because there are no campsites available unless you reserve 90 days in advance.

The public access for hunting could have walking areas cut for hunting areas that are intentionally
left overgrown for wildlife. Also there are many, many waterfowl hunting areas that are too far
away from the parking areas so an older man with bad knees like myself, have zero chances of
getting decoys or a kayak or canoe anywhere near the water. A driving path for older and
handicapped people should be allowed to bring in hunting equipment and parking areas could be
closer to the body of water. I miss out on many waterfowl hunting opportunities because they are
too far away.

the SD GF&P website is difficult to negotiate to purchase licenses.

There are no other comments

There is a lot to do along the Missouri River and the black hills; it would be nice to see the same
things spread out throughout the state

There not to help

This community is full of avid archery enthusiasts, snd many that live in town are unable to shoot
at home. I also believe this leads to people not practicing to hunt there quarry and taking
unethical shots, [ have witnessed this first hand myself, snd heard many stories of the same
situation because we don’t have a place to legally, easily, affordably shoot.

This past year most places were way too crowded with tourists which ruins everything about
enjoying one's self.

To have more access to shore line at the Missouri River for handicap people, the rocky shore line
is very difficult to walk down and fish on.

To play basketball

Total Hip Replacement.

try to open more land to hunting

Turn back the clock. Age is slowing me down.

Van accessible parking (minimum 6 feet of stripes on right side of parking space. More areas
need to be paved for wheelchair access. Older areas need to be updates to be ADA compliant.
Advertise what areas are accessible. Very few fishing areas are up to ADA standards (shore
fishing areas, docks, etc.)

Very few options in my area

Walking sticks available for day-use at parks that have equipment rentals.

We are ok with present availability

We just have to limit where and when it what activities due to limitations.

We spend a great deal of time in Custer State Park and the outdoor biffies are really showing their
age and need to be updated.

Well, my dad has gotten a license for his immobility; so that's nice.

Wheel chair access areas

Wheelchair friendly

Whoever combined the AG department and the conservation dept had their head up their Ass.
Working to improve walking.
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Would like to get assistive devices

You can take part as long as the weather is good

You do a great job, we just know which trails we can use & which ones are to strenuous.
You do great work, handicap accessible canins

Your doing a good job

Yur working on them

Section 2, Question 5. Do you have any suggestions for how outdoor recreation providers can help
remove the barriers to your participation in outdoor recreation activities?

By making more handicap roads

Cheaper primitive camping fees

I enjoy driving in the parks and forest service areas and have felt unsafe for the past few years
with the increased use of ATV on back country roads due to the speed and lack of knowledge of
driving on gravel roads. Several times they have come around a bend on wrong side of road.
Keep in mind, not every place and every one needs to get every where. Some areas need to be
wild and a challenge. Un touched by the human race. Not every facility or business needs to
profit and therefore exploit the environment for $.

*Keep other camper's kids and dogs out of my space!

paved road to some of the remote boat ramp areas on Lake Oahe, mainly Little Bend area or
similiar. Very Popular area but to much gravel to get there.

provide public areas free from hunting so we don't have to worry about getting shot (or yelled at)
during hunting season. 2. if you created trails, parks, etc., and establish rules for using these
areas, keep the areas maintained and enforce the rules

The boat landing on Lake Albert needs to be reconstructed so that larger boats and pontoons can
be used. 2. The drainage from Lake Albert on the North end of the Lake needs to have a
permanent spillway in place or raise the 2 large culverts at least 2 feet so water will stay in Lake
Albert and no flood Lake Poinsette every year or two. Having more water in Lake Albert will
increase family and recreational capabilities and will also improve the water quality, fishing and
recreational activities for the entire area around the lakes.

Below Oahe Dam there is one handicap fishing pier. It is used so much especially in the fall but
sometimes by people not handicapped. Would love to see more fishing piers in the Pierre/Fort

90 day camping window makes it terribly challenging to get a camp site. often times people
including ourselves get campsites for 3-4 extra days to secure the weekend causing week day
camping impossible as well because the sites are empty yet reserved. Improved website is a
nightmare!

A little more how to do/get started on more things for those of us who are willing but don't know
the ins and outs .

A lot more year-round port-a-potties for those of us with weak bladders. Sometimes I don't go to
ourdoor recreational places in the winter because I know that the normal bathrooms are closed by
necessity, but there are few or no port-a-potties.

A lot of hunting drawings favor land owners, private land hunting/guided hunts. Very crowded,
limited public land opportunities for the DIY hunter.
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A non-resident annual small game license offererd at an afordable price would encourage me to
visit more often.

a wider board or least a crossing for streams

Aberdeen Aqua Addicts (local waterski show team) has a day at the lake for disabled
waterskiiers.

Acccess has proved me out in most cases.

Access to land for hunting and trapping is difficult, who to ask is difficult. You can't just look
for the farm place and stop anymore.

Access to land locked public land.

Accommodation for mobility devices

Accommodation is safer

Activities for singles. There are so many middle aged singles that would like to do more of these
things yet it seems impossible to find ways to connect or belong to these groups that often revolve
around families. I love the idea of eco living/communities yet there is nothing like that in South
Dakota...I can see many singles of all ages enjoying something like this to bring there own unique
skill sets into a group setting for the good of all.

Activities that appeal to BOTH kids and adults. We love finding stuff on trails that the GFP puts
out (e.g. signs of animals, photo points, scavenger hunts). Keep scavenger hunts contained in one
park so we can accomplish in one trip, but have them in multiple parks so we can do them in
multiple locations. Time is biggest constraint, so however we can involve the whole family and
make it relatively easy to participate is always a plus

ADA facilities

Adaptive equipment that can be rented by anyone regardless of disabilities would be nice as well
as kayak ramps/areas more suited to those with disabilities and the elderly.

Add a search feature to the website that actually works, IE- search lake contour maps and it
actually brings them up. Often it is easier to reference the gf&p website in a Google search about
a particular question to find the gf&p link to the answer rather than searching the gf&p website
because you will not get the same results.

add campsites for SD residents first and add campsites in Custer

Add more camp grounds

add more camping spots, program to lower costs if achieving "X' number of volunteer hours per
year

Add more campsites

Add more campsites at state campgrounds. Have discounts for senior citizens during the week
like the federal campgrounds to encourage more camping on week days. ( 10% off'is not a
discount )

Add more hiking trails

add more outdoor recreation areas, offer more coupons for rentals or have specials or discounts,
more access to equipment needed for recreation - rentals.

Add more parking and improve some of the boat ramp areas

Add more places to camp. Can't get into state parks to camp a moments notice. They book too far
in advance. Keep more camp sites 1st come 1st served.

Add more re camping especially same day sites

Add Public clay pigeon shooting sites close to Sioux Falls

Adding More RV parks

Addition docking for boats to drop off passengers before loading or launching boat

14



Appendix C: Open-ended Questions

additional boat ramps at several lake

additional camp sites so that there is always room to camp

Additional facilities in Sioux Falls area

Adjust how same day reservations for camping are handled. Seems like they do t open up.
Seems like people are manipulating the system. Expand hiking and bike trails.

Admission fees for camping and entrance into state parks is getting ridiculous. Admission fees
into public pools is high. Find a way to help lower costs. The weather in South Dakota is cold for
7-8 months out of the year leaving a limited time for practicing and building skills with firearms
and archery equipment. Indoor ranges for archery equipment may be cheaper but at least some
kind of indoor facility for the public would be nice.

Advertise activities on city websites what to do section

Advertise the activities and special events for the parks in more areas - news and social media,
etc.

All is good

All lakes with public access should have a handicap accessible fishing dock

All parks should have access to hiking trails, and facilities to promote access to fishing. Also
should have fish cleaning stations so the cleanings get properly disposed of.

All this state seems to care about is out of state people and the money they spend. Apparently if
you live in this state you don't spend any money here. That's why this 'buy local' push falls on
deaf ears for me. As soon as the state and its businesses start appreciating residents and the
money they spend my attitude will probably change.

Allow ATV and 4x4 to access remote stretches of beach between Cow and Spring Creek.

allow camping reservations earlier than 90 days and get rid of the exceptions where sites are
booked long before open to the public

Allow dogs to free roam on state lands. Build more camping cabins, can’t get one if you don’t
book ahead months. More hunting opportunities less out of state hunters.

Allow for some sleeper cabins to be dog friendly. We have enjoyed using the sleeper cabins over
the years at Randall Creek. However we now have a mini golden doodle and will not be able to
use the sleeper cabins or come to Randall Creek since we don’t have a camper.

Allow locals to have early time frame for camp site in state parks and receation area registeration
Allow making reservations further out then 90 days

Allow more dog friendly lakes

Allow more than 2 turkey tags per East/west river prairie tags for both the fall and spring season!
Allow pets in state park cabins

Allow pheasant hunting to begin daily at sunup (to sunset) and change the season closing date
from January 31st to January 3rd. The birds are much too stressed during the month of January
and already have serious predation issues with the dramatic increase in the SD coyote population.
Allow residents to make camping reservations prior to non-residents

Allow South Dakota residents early access for reservations and admittance

Allow wider use of ATV’s, I have difficulty walking.

And pheasants have disappeared from Lincoln county as toxic farm chemicals waft through the
air throughout the summer, and every scrap of habitat is tiled out on farms.

And there isn't as much to do on this side of the state. You should fill that dumb quarry in Sioux
Falls and turn it into a water recreation area.
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Arrange activity development dates more rationally.

As a 2nd home property taxpayer, we are being treated unfairly having to pay nonresident fishing
and hunting lisc. fees, esp. when our nonresident property taxes are already way higher !!!

As far as the state parks, customer service is TERRIBLE! My grandfather was a former
Superintendent of Custer State Park, my family and I no longer go to CSP because of the terrible
customer service we’ve experienced at the lodges! Our family has owned land in SD since the
1870’s, including to this day. We live in WY, we no longer hunt or fish in SD because of the
extra fees placed on us ie extra $25 “conservation fee” on top of purchasing a out of state license
(SD does not pay me for the wildlife that are raised on and consume a portion of our crops, but I
have to pay extra to hunt them, I think not! Why do you charge me extra to camp in a state
campground? We pay property tax on our farms, plus the various taxes and fees associated with
planting, growing & harvesting the crops, property and equipment maintenance expenses,
contractors/employees etc., licensing of vehicles. I have no problem purchasing out of state
licenses, but I refuse to be screwed on the conservation tax! We have started making all our
major farm purchases out of state, and bringing them into SD ourselves.

As long as the weather is good, I love the outdoors

As my husband and I age and SOME of our abilities and interests change, maybe provide age
group interest/ability guidance. For instance: some experience necessary, all abilities welcome,
some trails involve scrambling, etc, etc.

As Outdoor activities have increased and fishing pressure increases the GF&P needs to build a
fish hatchery in the Pierre area. We can’t keep encourage people to come and take all our fish and
not better manage the fish populations.

As the population gets older in age, there needs to be less physical barriers for the less able to
access the State Park's given activities .

Availability at some parks

Avoid expanding camprounds and RV parks in wildlife preserves. Allow pets access and provide
cleanup supplies for them. Allow adult beverages.

ban political flags and banners at campgrounds

Base your hunting and trapping activities on science instead if a nitwit governor who thinks it is
ok to trap critters just to kill them, no fur value no other use of critters. The Nest Raider program
is a sham and makes no biological sense.

Basketball games are best held on holidays, with rewards

Be careful of price increases. Are their more ways to use volunteers to help with budget control.
Be intentional about spending funds to make areas accessible. Include people with disabilities and
their families in making decisions and planning.

Be more generous with residents for big game tags than for non residents

Beef up the CRP program, decrease the amount of haying in ditches and other areas to improve
pheasant population

Being a stay-at-home mom [ am always on the lookout for activities. But sometimes the
information just isn’t on/updated/clear on websites.

Being able to reserve campsites for sooner that 90 days would make it much easier to plan trips
and vacations.

better boat access to small ponds and lakes

Better Access to more open areas and waters, More boat ramps and docks

Better access to public hunting

better access to some of your lakes (more gravel, better boat ramps etc.)
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Better boat ramps

Better boat ramps at some lakes

Better boating access to waterfowl hunting

Better communication of helping stock fish on private ponds. Costs. Ideas. training for success
stocking fish.

Better enforcement of water activities. Ive lived here in Hot Springs for 12 years and have never
seen the game warden on the water in Angostura lake. Except monitoring beach activities. Ive
heard reports of illegal limits being taken f walleye and Crappie.

Better hiking guides!! There are tons of trails, but unless you use a fee based app there are very
few that have free, reliable info provided by the park system or forest service

Better maintenance of comfort station facilities at Oakwood and better treatment by park
manager. More camp sites and a better reservation system.

Better outhouse maintenance

Better resources for finding information on public land, where you can camp on public hunting
ground/where access points are for public ground/more long distance shooting ranges

Better restroom facilities.

Better road markings to get to many of the state parks. They can be hard to find.

Better signage

Better signage to direct people to the public use areas at lakes. ( primarily eastern South Dakota)
Better trail marking/signage is sometimes in order

Better year round maintenance of the Mickelson trail- either plow or groom so it’s useable for
cross country skiing. Also add more rails to trails in other parts of the state when the
opportunities come up to do so.

Biggest barrier is having open trailer camping when we want to go on the spur of the moment.
understand constraints of having unlimited camping. Curtain camping becomes over used.
Biggest issue is access. South Dakota does a good job with lots of public land and the Walk In
Area program. Would be nice if there was a well developed WIA style program for fishing
access.

Boat ramp and parking lot improvements to improve traffic order and efficiency.

Boat ramp areas some places are not adequate

Boat ramp, dock and facilities at Dog Ear Lake

Boat ramps need updating

Boat Ramps on Missouri River are always overwhelming on weekends. Fishing tournaments that
include money during the spawn should be outlawed. This will give relief to the ramps and the
fish, creating a better quality of fishing in South Dakota again.

Boat ramps on the Missouri River are too crowded. I often don't go fishing because i don't want
to fight the crowds at the ramps. Also, it is difficult to load and unload a boat by yourself. when
the ramps are crowded. It would be nice if there was a way to have a dock set up for people that
are by themselves or with someone(wife or children) who are unable to help with the loading and
unloading of a boat.

Booking camp sites should be a larger window

Bring back the family out of state fishing license.

Bring bad emotions to work, lack of enthusiasm, affect work efficiency

Bring cost down so everyone can enjoy the outdoors

Build a shooting range

17



Appendix C: Open-ended Questions

Build a ski mountain

build more boat ramps and have more parking.

Build more cabins at Oahe Downstream

Build more campgrounds on Corp ground along the Missouri river and install more tire reefs for
fishing in the river to develop a more diverse fishery.

Build more campgrounds or enlarge current sites. Provide and maintain access points (boat
ramps, hunting access)

build more walking/hiking trails by Aberdeen SD. We dont have alot around our state parks and
other areas. I know we are a flat land area but, I sure would love lots of options to walk and bike
to take in different wild life and scenery.

Build the South Dakota Shooting Sports Complex in western South Dakota!

but there is extremely limited access and almost zero parking and no camping on this stretch of
beach

By allowing horses in more locations.

By developing fishing docks that are available and to have areas so people with disabilities can
get to the water for waterfowl hunting.

By putting restrictions on numbers of people allowed in an area so that the privacy is preserved
and the area is not over-run with people destroying the environment.

Cabins in State Parks are too expensive. Need more camping cabins.

Campgrounds fill up quickly, especially with RVers, which ruins tent camping.. I know some
parks provide snowshoes, but how or where to borrow them.

Camping fees are too high for what you get. Ie no water or sewer are campsites. State park fees
are very near what u pay at private camps that do.

Camping over the years was very easy to find spots, relax, costs were minimal. Now the
recreation sector has become quite commercial. Everything is quite abit more expensive, and it is
harder to find camping spots quickly. It has become alot more hectic around campgrounds. It is
actually very nice to see more people out in the outdoors. Hunting is also something that has
become very commercial. Hunting on private ground has become impossible unless you pay large
fees. But for farmers and ranchers they need the extra income, but we have people buying
property just for hunting of animals. I'm not a tree hugger but I don't believe in using wildlife for
that type of exploitations. All in all South Dakota has wonderful opportunities.

Camping reservations at State Parks. We enjoy camping at the State Parks, but getting a
reservation is almost impossible unless done well in advance. Yet when we drive through the
parks (we only live 15 miles away) there are multiple empty sites that have been reserved well in
advance, to secure the site for the weekend. Reserved, so I can't get this empty site during the
week. I think campers should be required to have a unit on the reserved site within 24 hours of
the first reserved day. If they don't they should be fined, not just the camp site fee, but an
additional fine or cancelation of their entire stay. If you don't show up within 24 hours of your
first day, your entire stay is cancelled, you loose the reservations fees, and possible a fine.
Camping reservations should favor state residents in some way over out of states. You can not get
a reservation in Custer State unless you know a year in advance.

Camping, in particular:

Campsites are often booked immediately upon the 90 day window opening (1 year Custer State
Park). Very frustrating not being able to rent specifically cabins.

Can't think of any ways that would help me.

Can't think of anything
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Change camping reservation policies so people cant reserve for 2 weeks, then cancel and re-
reserve the spots for only a few days. This is commonly happening and doesn’t allow for others to
plan or access sites.

Change the application program regarding big game hunting

change the reservation method. Need more spots that are first come first served.

Charge less. Reduce rules and restrictions to simplify the process.

Charge move for non resident fishing and hunting way to low and they take all resources and not
care about wildlife and management

Charge out of state people more to camp, fish. hunt,

Charge out of staters more and South Dakota residents a lot less or nothing.

Check out the above question. Have the responsible people enforce the rules

Cities should have more outdoor recreational equipment for rent. If they do have it, it needs to be
up to date, clean, and usable

Clarify stream access laws when streams abut or cross thru private property

Classes! There is so little opportunity around Sioux Falls to learn how to do new things. I didn't
grow up in an outdoor involved family aside from Trap shooting and there is no easy access to
information. Also having groups of like minded people available so we can talk about outdoor
activities would be great. I really want to develop this community to keep these things from going
away.

Clean bathroom and shower facilities

clean bathrooms are a must.

Clean the lakes, the are green and not very inviting during the Summer.

clean up beaches and more access to beach for shore fishing

Cleaner, non-green water areas

Clear markings on trails and more frequent marking of property boundaries

Clearly outline acceptable behavior and expectations and enforce them. Blaring music, leaving
trash, 1 person taking up half of a fishing dock are regular occurrences in the center of the state.
Close down the arc trails in September so I can hunt in peace......

Closer locations to allow more day trips, i.e. perhaps alliances between the state and private land
owners to create more but limited public hunting and fishing opportunities on private lands.
Concerned about safety of my dogs and horses when hiking/riding on public lands because of
hunters and allowed trapping.

Consider doing a class or an event for special needs at individual parks.

Construct more primitive boat ramps/launch access spots on public lakes in South Dakota for
waterfowl hunting. I have visited with GFP staff in the past about this suggestion but for the most
part, my suggestions seem to be ignored. There are many small and large public lakes and
sloughs in SD that people cannot access with a boat easily.

Continue expanding bike trails in local communities. More pickle ball and tennis courts. More
summer rec programs to teach kids outdoor activiities - tennis, etc

Continue making more lakes accessible

Continue spreading the word via social media - frequently and often.

Continue the work of improving the app so it doesn’t randomly freeze up.

Continue to do what they do best.

Continue to gain and offer more public land for activities. More and more private land is not
available to public.
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Continue to improve water access to lakes in the NE part of the state. Law enforcement at times
has been overbearing, several checks, seem to be very particular. This has improved but still can
be bothersome

Continue to invest resources to develop public land for recreation activities such as hunting,
hiking and camping. We must invest in public lands to remove the critical barriers such as access
and cost that keep our young population from experiencing and connecting with nature and
enjoying the benefits of such constructive activities>

Continue upkeep and maintenance, especially west river.

Continue with the same improvements, fish cleaning, bathrooms etc. more lake & river boat
accesses to alleviate crowds.

Convert US Forest Service facilities to South Dakota Game, Fish & Parks

Cost is my issue

costs for sites, licenses etc can be limiting for retirees on fixed incomes.

could a fishing license be more affordable for the senior crowd?

Covid rules and closures are a barrier. Having the Sioux River off limits to kayaks is a barrier.
The water condition of the Sioux River and Lake Alvin are a barrier. Improvements would be the
addition of archery ranges, full-size 4x4 course park (like Appleton MN). The number of
campsites at Palisades is GOOD; the addition of campsites will decrease the enjoyment of the
peace and solitude.

Crack down on reservation abuses. Unoccupied camping reservations at State campgrounds are a
problem. Regulating occupancy, setting expectations, and enforcing.

Create a 1-2 week window during the Spring that allows only SD Resident fishing statewide.
Extend the camping reservation period for non-residents to 100 days prior to arrival. Extend the
resident only pheasant hunting season to 5 days vs the current 3 day season.

Create and maintain more trails for hiking walking recreation

Create as much hunting access as possible.

Create gear libraries. Have more meet-ups. Less rv campers and more tent camping.

Create more campgrounds for those who live in SD.

create more camping sites

Create more handicap parking at boat ramps.

Create more integrated, year round use parks. Provide areas with groomed cross country ski
trails, develop new trails for mountain biking. To many parks are narrow focused or one
dimensional, e.g. RV Camping-Boating, summer use.

Create more parks and state hunting areas around Sioux Falls area

Create more parks, campsites, and access areas to water.

Create more state campgrounds to make it easier for people to enjoy the outdoors. That would be
a start.

Create more state camping sites and cabins. You have to reserve very early to get a site on a
holiday weekend or if we want to reserve several sites for a family camping trip we also have to
reserve several days in advance.

Create more trails near residential areas. (walking & bike paths; see Boulder, CO as an amazing
example--you can bike from almost any home to any other part of the city)

Create more wilderness or 'semi-primitive' areas on public land - areas at least 2,500 acres with
no active road templates and no cars or ATVs and no or low evidence of human activities. Have
adequate parking at trail heads. Create a program where wildlife watchers can donate to a
wildlife watcher access fund. SD laws only allow for a program of purchasing hunter access
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across private land, we need laws and programs to purchase nature study/photographer access
across private land. We need more access to prairie riparian areas and wetlands and to BLM
lands land locked by private land..

create more.

create or publish information about where to snowshoe or cross-country ski in NE SD

Creating more programs to incentivize and reward children for outdoor recreation participation
would be very valuable. (species passports/checklist, free youth licenses, equipment loan
programs).

Cut cost of licensing

decrease fees all around. entrance fees, hunting and fishing fees. With how much more crowded
the use areas are you cant tell me you couldnt decrease fees. More shooting ranges.

Dedicated campsites for local residents, first come first serve basis, removing reservation
competition

Definitely need more state parks & more electrical campsites.

Delay the start of Duck season so early season Bowhunters have a chance to hunt unpressured
deer on GFP lands. We basically have 2 weeks and then all hell breaks loose. Tired of spending
35+ days each year scouting, placing cameras and stands to only have duck and goose hunters
ruin my hunt.

Design a complete guide

Develop more facilities to spread the demand out

Develop more local groups to loan out equipment or take out new people

Do a better job of knocking down bugs.

Do campsites by person, not by couple. It feels unfair to have to pay the same amount as a family
even though I'm camping by myself. This is one of the reasons I avoid state parks.

Do NOT allow smoking!

Do not over develop already popular outdoor recreation spots. Over crowding is a huge barrier.
dog tie-ups on all restrooms in all parks

Dog traing gear is expensive for just me to buy.

Doing great compared to most states

Don’t allow boaters in game refuge waterways or refuges. They scare or run all the game out. The
shoot from corp areas into private property which [ am in. Very dangerous & creates poor
hunting for the entire srea

Don’t allow campsites in state parks to be booked out so far in advance.

Don’t take away non resident oppertunities please

Dont charge for every freakin thing. what's the habitat stamp for. Doesn't our fees go to the
same thing

Don't expect the barriers to be removed. I am physically disabled and thus, don't expect to be able
to do many things that others do.

Don't have people who get an elk tag have to wait nine years in between applying for their next
tag. At least give people a chance to build up preference points for their next tag.

don't keep raising campground fees.

Don't know how you would make all people treat others with respect whether your a resident or
not

Don't let business get in the way of entertainment

Don't let tribes pull docks out of Missouri river and block highways that are public.
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Don't like bikes when we ride horses. They scare horses when they are riding fast or braking hard.
They can ride bikes all over we have very few places to ride.

Don't make it so easy for ATV's to get everywhere! They are noisy, stinky and create a lot of
dust.

Don't raise costs anymore than you have to.

Double (or triple) the number of electric RV camping spots at the State parks! Unless you can
readily plan ahead 90-days, it is almost impossible to get a spot! Please add more camping spots!
Driving up in a car and seeing whatever works well.

Due to the aging of myself and my friends I believe there may need a way for people to safely
board a boat.

Ease the overcrowding

Easier access to these facilities

easier and more public access for us old folks

easier navigation thru the game fish and parks website and reminder when tags are due.

Eastern South Dakota has extremely limited places for free, dispersed camping. While I don't
mind paying for tent sites, I would camp more if there was more free/undeveloped camping areas.
Easy to begin pheasant hunt on public land, but wander onto private no-hunt land unintentionally
Education and an introduction to multiple aspects of the outdoors

Effectively reduce outdoor risk

Electric plug ins at camping sites.

eliminate bottlenecks at check in stations

Eliminate fee for people 65 years old and older.

Eliminate the sense of social isolation

Elk hunting in the hills has been easier in past of getting drawn more than once in a lifetime.
Offer a tag to raffle off at RMEF banquets

Encourage inclusion, offer education activities across various platforms/locations/times
Encourage more participation by conducting classes for those that are handicapped, both
physically or developmentally. Make it easier!

End liability for people making poor decisions from the State to make it responsible to the
individual

End reservations on some spots, eliminate camping cabins

End the bounty program

Enforce rules such as quiet time at night.

Enhanced education, mapping, and on-site signage of public land access. I have entered land that
was mapped to be public, but was actually not public and no on-site signage was present. This
can be a very frightening experience to the faint of heart when firearms are involved, and I have
witnessed it push people away from public outdoor rec and into private game lodges. This is now
how hunting use to be. Bird populations are dwindling due to excess out of state hunters, low rain
fall, hail, high daily limits, and limited amount of public access areas. Over hunting is a big issue
and it will not improve unless the habitats and wildlife are given time to recoup. Limit the number
out of state hunters and reduce the daily limit of pheasant by 1 bird per day.

Equipment is very expensive and to try a sport or an activity for myself and my children for the
first time is very cost prohibitive and it makes it very Hard to want to buy into some thing that
they may not enjoy after spending hundreds of dollars

equipment rentals.
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Everyone has their opinion so here is mine, Have tougher leash requirements for pets and enforce
them. I'm getting a bit tired of the usual excuses, my dog never bites he's just curious or he just
nips or he just jumps on people when he's excited, etc.

Examine each park and see where the room is wasted , for example Lake Herman state park . All
of the best places are frittered away on day use people , the best places are underutilized and
should have camp sites on them and the worst places and the places that would make great day
use areas are campsites . Game Fish and Parks needs to get away from what outsiders perceive is
a dynamic of good ole boys sticking it to Gov. Noem and eco warriors sticking it to both of them
. common sense planning made far away from people who have an agenda would certainly be a
breath of fresh air ...

Exercise in futility. Don’t waste my time.

Expand access to the recent wide sandy/gravel beaches between Cow Creek and Spring Creek,.
The individual campsites become excessively crowded during the summer, especially weekends.
New day use areas are desperately needed as the beach has become optimum for

Expand camping spots at state parks

Expand camping spots on the national forest with fire rings. Wyoming allows camp fires on
national forest but South Dakota does not which causes me to go over state line. Expanding
opportunities and seasons. Managing the resources to their fullest.

Expand certain parks that are hard to get into such as west bend

Expand current campgrounds, but do not take away hunting/hiking/fishing areas.

expand the existing campgrounds on state parks and being equipped with electricity,

Expand the number of camping spots at the campgrounds while also keep them spread out.
expand the trail width restrictions to 66'.

Expansion to reduce crowding

expense

Extend boat ramps for low water use

Extend western South Dakota bobcat season. Lower resident hunting/fishing license costs.

Fees and reservations

Fees are too high. Eastern south dakota has no place for a recreational shooter to go without
paying a membership fee, and those membership fees usually force you to join the NRA. We
need a state provided area to shoot for free just like the black hills

Fees for docks at Marina in Yankton are too high. The new docks are not ADA compliant at
Lewis and Clark Marina

Fewer tourists

Find more public land in South Dakota that can be accessible to hunters. We are experiencing
decreasing opportunities because of lack of places to hunt.

Find ways to keep fees at a reasonable rate, especially for people on a fixed income.

Fishermen need more fish cleaning stations in the Glacial Lakes region!!!! After a day of fishing
it sucks to have to clean fish on the bumper of the truck and then find a responsible place to put
the waste. Public cleaning station within the towns of Waubay and Webster would be extremely
helpful!

Fishing access is limited. Handicap docks are used by all people and at times no room available
for people with disability.

Fishing docks limited motorized access for over 70

Fishing license for out of state is getting very high, and fishing on the Missouri has declined since
about 10 years ago. That's a shame.
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Fishing report website.

Fix the non-meanderd water law

Flat or wheelchair friendly paths

Flyers, Social media, newspaper listings, etc

Free access kids programs with basic transportation from an easily accessible main drop off point
within a nearby town or city. If you develop and interest young, you tend to stay with it much
longer. I started camping before I can remember and still go camping whenever I can. My family
went on occasion, but my real love for it started with an overnight church trip to a county park. It
was a sponsored trip that included basic outdoor education on wildlife, how to deal with insects,
how to start a fire, and how to catch and cook a fish. There was also religious stuff but that was
just a means to an end for that trip.

Free entrance opportunities are nice

Free licenses for Senior resident citizens.

Fuel Prices & cost of SD fishing license (to include Habitat fee)

Full access to all public land. To much land especially west river is land locked, or difficult to
access.

Fun activities

Gas prices to high #FJB LGB

General guide on where to fish or hunt or hike or snowmobile

get another govener

Get companies to sell there products and ammo cheaper :)

Get Nebraska to limit nonresident waterfowl permits in the Lewis and Clark area

Get rid of cattle grazing (cows with calves are dangerous) and get rid of UTVs and ATVs in
Black Hills National Forest - foot traffic, non-motorized vehicles only.

Get rid of How to get a campsite. The computer system seems like a person can't get a site at 7
when it opens. You can see the night before that it is open or other sites but 7:00 roles around and
it is filled. Go back to having to reserve at the park entrance...those that aren't physically there
have to wait until they are.

get rid of the barriers between reservation land and public land.

Get rid of the stupid big game application process I used to apply for handfuls of tags

get rid of this HORRIBLE water law and make public trust water open to everyone again, make
recreational use of public trust waters a use. for everyone equally. I promise you this would open
up more license sales to sd for fishing , ND saw a 23% increase in license sales when sd passed
this bad law , while sd saw a 21% decrease in that same period. ... Plus stop making SD a
commercial paid hunting and fishing, that is literally ruining our next generation of outdoor
people by making it a rich persons game.

get the public/private water issue settled, don't cave in to landonwers wanting to close waters that
can be accessed from road right of ways or over water and ice.

Get younger

Getting an app that actually works to reserve campsites and letting residents have first dibs on
camp spots

Getting cost prohibitive to hunt due to lack of public lands

Getting older bad back & allergies

Getting rather pricey to RV camp in South Dakota, Kansas is much cheaper and does not charge a
fee for being an out-of-stater. Nebraska campgrounds in the Eastern third of the state are
overcrowded, and Calamus Rec area is being over-run by people from Colorado as alcohol has
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been banned at Lake McConaghay. South Dakota parks can be crowded also but spaces for RV
campers are usually larger.

Getting to expensive to reserve camping sites, reservation rates go up but never any
improvements at campground or expansions of sites that are overcrowded. Hunting and fishing
license are expensive, the price of tags keep a lot of people from traveling to hunt anymore
GF&P needs to better manage the deer, elk, pronghorn and turkey populations. They have done a
very, very, very bad job over the years and have almost completely ruined hunting in the state of
South Dakota.

GFP employees should be friendlier and provide for more of a welcoming environment. I find
myself utilizing state parks with those types of employees.

GFP should be involved in preserving natural wildlife habitat--water-shed, stream quality,
preserving natural wooded grassland areas near SD's cities and larger towns.

GFP should go to Boat shows and Sportsman show out of state.

GFP should preserve/expand open spaces near Sioux Falls and other cities--clean air, quiet, and a
view of the horizon are today's luxury--preserve for children who do not have the

give locals a better way to make reservations before tourist reserve all available camping spots.
Give more preference to SD residents on fishing, hunting, and camping opportunities as
compared to nonresidents.

Give residents more chance at access than nonresidents.

Give SD residents discounted fees!

Give South Dakota residence first chance at camping reservations

Give South Dakota residents first chance for reservations. The current reservation system for
campsites makes it very difficult to find spots, especially if you need several sites all together.
Give South Dakota's residents first chance to reserve campsites... Ability to camp a SD state
parks greatly limited last year due to inability to reserve sites

Give the state of South Dakota first chance to get a camping spot during the summer months.
Minnesota and lowa take up too many of the camping spots. My camper sets my driveway most
of time cause we can’t even get one thanks for the survey

Give us a break... Sure we get lower cost fishing licenses, but that's all....then you torch us with
an add on $10 fee on top of the license fee...just give us on SSI a break..........

Go back to how they did reservations last year with the change this year it will be very hard to get
sites together as a family since you have to enter all the info for each site before you can reserve
another site and on top of that you only have 20 min to it

Gov. Noem and GFP are an easy mark for NRA/gun industry/lobbyists--GFP 2022 kowtow to
Gov. Noem's weapons-brandishing campaign images with $28 Million Rapid City gun range
plan--outrageous! Recently, quiet at Newton Hills State Park ruined by just one nearby landowner
occasionally practice shooting a high-caliber pistol east of the park.

Group activities geared towards people with disabilities or a special weekend

Guided activities help

OHVs that speed, drive where they aren’t allowed, and take over entire picnic areas!
GUNS--GUN RANGES--SHOOTING IS NOT AN APPROPRIATE USE OF GFP
FUNDS/MISSION. MORE GUNS--MORE GUN VIOLENCE, MORE GUN DEATHS.
Habitat is the key, GFP administration continues to spend money on actions that do not benefit
habitat or the general public! The continued loss of public land is going to continue to limit
success and access to the outdoors to the general public
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Hand holds at some boat docks

Handicap parking and better access.

Handicap parking so I don't have to walk so far

Handicapped facilities

Handles on all docks to hold while getting in and out of boats

Happy people are getting out and enjoying recreations, but starting to see activities crossing paths
more. Like putting a bike agility course through a walk in archery area in Spearfish. Don't see
much good coming from that!!

Hard to reserve camping sites for the time you want so you end up getting them 2 or 3 days ahead
to make sure you you get them for the time you want.

Hard to use websites to reserve campsites and too many people reserving spots and not showing
up...leaves sites vacant for others to use

Have a pass for everything and any vehicle in my family

Have accessible trail, signs, check out programs by Birdability https://www.birdability.org/

Have become discouraged by the dominance of off trail/atv numbers in campsites and trails on
public lands

Have better - more boat ramps on Oahe .... Not enough good parking and access on some ramps
especially when the water levels are low . Better dust control and maintenance on major roads
getting to the ramps ... ex Little Bend and Bush’s ... very poor road maintenance ! Are those
state or township roads ? ? If township have the GF & P help maintain ! Piss poor ramp access
when Oahe has low water levels . Fix them now when the water is low so you don’t have to do it
later ... don’t close during peek fishing pressure though. ... fix early or fix late in the season ...
there ! ! !

Have camping areas/parks that are RV-free.

Have enough pens per campsites for horses. Oakwood does not have enough also does not have
any electricity to hook campers up to when camping with horses.

Have knowledgable people that oversee the part of the park that they are working in. For example
at a horse camp, have people that know and understand horses and horse people and their needs.
Make sure trails are maintained by removing fallen trees or areas that are unsafe like a steel post
sticking out of the ground on the trail is removed. Set up the camping area better for horse people,
don't have the fire pit right beside where a person will unload their horses. And make sure that the
manure that is piled up is removed more often so as not to attract bugs and make a mess. Also
make sure the corrals have a good base so that they do not become a muddy mess. And start
fining people who do not leave their corrals in as good of shape as possible with manure and hay
removed. Clean the outdoor bathrooms!!! In the black hills the outdoor toilet are very clean. In
other parks on the east side of SD especially at horse camps the toilets are awful. Tons of bugs

on the floor and the bathroom stinks. Also if the rules say keep your dog on a leash then start
fining people who let their dogs run wild even on the hiking trails. Enforce the rules better.

Have local interest groups created. [E. Who wants to go fishing/hunting/ golfing today.

Have more areas to enjoy

Have more camping site available on the East side of SD

Have more organized activities in the state park campgrounds.

Have more public areas to hunt that actually have game on them. Less hunting pressure. Game
wardens make me feel like a criminal even though I am not. Private land owners are very
unwelcoming when asking permission to hunt/fish. Fishing accessibility to productive fisheries
tend to not be very available around cities.
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Have more public hunting land

Have people in wheelchair test our area and have them part of planning for the areas.

Have railings in stairs, maybe pavement in some trails.

Have senior discounts

Have senior rates and some preference for SD residents.

Have someplace that rents equipment at some of the lakes or at the county office offer an
equipment rental, along with maybe hunting classes with the local game warden with kids.

Have the right people in charge of parks. One example is Memorial park. The people who run it
are more worried about their family and friends having fun versus the people who stay there to
enjoy themselves.

have them universal at parks.

Have walking sticks/staffs available, especially at Sica Hollow as that trail is incredibly steep in
parts without anything to hold onto

Having to reserve a camping spot 90 days in advance is a joke. Haven't camped in a campground
in years because of this.

Help establish a chapter of Pheasants Forever in Union County. There has been talk for years, it
has never come to fruition. I am on the Board in Dakota County Nebraska, and I solicit North
Sioux City business to donate or sponsor, so that we can keep a youth program going somewhere
close to home. Ponca State park has a great youth education program, as does the Pecaut Nature
Center, our SD residents use these programs as there are none available close to Union County
that are well advertised. Youth programs are what allow kids to experience the world past the
small screen that they are glued to, if they have parents who have zero clue or are too intimidated.
Having the head of the programs present at the elementary schools, at that age level, will help to
peak students interest before they loose motivation to explore the world around them. The stigma
associated with scouting on a national level, has removed that program from being viable. That
places the burden on our State Employees to entice with opportunities. Perhaps fund it with a
state check off on vehicle License, hunting and fishing license, and state park permit fees. People
are willing to give to youth programs, as long as it is not a mandated fee.

Help kids

help make rv camping available to more people, maybe put limits on how long or how often
reservations can be made

Help me to get permission to hunt from ATV

Help with shore accessibility for people with disabilities in more locations, since local areas are
over crowed.

Hmm ...... wheelchair accessibility is so expensive to provide in major ways. I have learned to
adapt to what I am able to do.

Hope to add more sports facilities.

Horse rides, nicer beaches, water slide in lake where swimming, docks for campers to fish from
Host more educational events, not only for children but for adults as well.

How about a discount on state park stickers, camping fees for 65 and older,vets. Open more
camping to first come.

Hunter landowner relationship programs for more free access to ethical hunters. Greater access
for local hunters that seem to be getting priced out of tags and less chance of drawing tags.
Hunting is the activity I participate in most often and access is the key issue. Yes there are a
TON of public land opportunities here but those areas (locally) do not always provide great
opportunity for success.
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Hunting license fees are much higher for deer and turkeys than alot of other states. $25 for a
Turkey license that yields 5 to 7 pounds of meat is not very economical. There is also an unsafe
amount of UTV's operating in the forest service and surrounding black hills areas. Most locals
that live in the area have quit using these trails as there is so many ATVs dusting you out and
sometimes come up on you at very high speeds makes it feel unsafe. Seems there will need to be
a way of managing this quickly growing outdoor trend of UTV'ers. Thanks for giving us a voice
in this survey it's a great state and this information will only help make it better!

I actually don't want recreation areas to be paved or over-developed, just because I'm not as
strong or agile as I used to be. Keep them wild!

I am a firm believer in setting some of the campsites for first come instead of reservations.
Wealthy people reserve for more days than they are staying in order to beat the time limit. White
Swan is a treasure regarding this!

I am a local and grew up here in SD. Very upset with SD Tourism, SD GF&P, SD government
personnel advertising to bring out of state people here to SD. What use to great outdoor
experiences for 40+ years in the Black Hills area has now been ruined due to traffic, congestion in
campgrounds, poor ettiquette by other outdoor users from ATV's and Mt Bikers, etc. Now that
SD has been discovered by every other state in the US, people are flocking here to live and utilize
what South Dakotan's use to treasure. We now have 'squatters' on US BHNF thanks. I hope the
state of SD is ready to deal with all the problems that all these extra people bring from law
enforcement, drugs, vandalism, overcrowding, customer/recreational user complaints,etc.

I am concerned about boat ramp availability with low water levels. Some areas could use more
ramp access and parking facilities

I am very concerned that our National Parks and forests and State Parks are being overrun by
people on motorized personal four-wheel vehicles. They destroy a pleasant experience, and
permanently damage the environment.

I believe that if there is an empty camp site (equestrian) , we should be allowed to camp there
until the reserved party show up (then, of course, be expected to leave). I have found, all too
many times, that camp sites get reserved & no one shows up. I have a belief that this is done on
purpose to keep the horse people out. It’s a problem, all horse people know it. (Willow Creek
Custer Park is huge example)

I believe that if we know where to look for activities it can help. are they posted on fb pages?
email lists? or just the general websites? try it days can be helpful too. that is how i got into
snowshoeing

I believe that South Dakota does one of the best jobs in creating opportunity for people to enjoy
what it has to offer. The Missouri River and the Black Hills are two of the most unique
opportunities in the US. I travel a-lot with one of my jobs across the US several times a year. 1
would put the Black Hills up against almost any views ['ve seen.

I do not feel I have any barriers other than access to private land during hunting seasons.
Possibly, provide incentive to landowners to allow hunting activities on their land.

I do not. My main barrier to getting out as much as I'd like is a lack of time. I do wish that there
was a solution to the parking issues at Sylvan Lake. I don't really go there during the summer
anymore unless I am responding to a Search and Rescue call.

I do try to avoid going to state and federal places that charge an entrance or use fee. I feel that
taxes do and should cover this but then again administrations do not fund those places well
enough, so those places need to charge. I say we need to get state and federal administrators to
do more outdoor recreation so they can see what they are missing.

28



Appendix C: Open-ended Questions

I don't feel there are barriers to my participation. But perhaps others feel that way. It is a must
that the love of outdoor activities begins when we're young. I developed an interest in insects,
plants and rocks at a young age because it was something a child from a poor family could do--it
didn't cost any money to learn what the bugs, flowers, weeds, rocks and fossils were, just a desire
to know. Perhaps more elementary school age seminars or programs are in order that introduce
our young people to our state, our history, our natural amenities, our environment and how we
can enjoy it in the natural light of day and not the blue light of a phone, computer, or screen.

I don't perceive barriers: I do see the State's unwillingness to invest in our area (Ft. Randall Dam)
For example: trails, courtesy docks at our crowded boat ramps, boat ramps--pickstown side
below. Our area is experiencing an explosion of park users, campers, and fisherman; yet most of
the money goes to Pierre and the Black Hills.

I enjoy Lake Poinsett A LOT, but avoid it because of the craziness in the summer.

I feel outdoor recreation providers are doing an excellent job. Of course there is always room
for improvement but I do not have any improvement ideas, and I am satisfied with the park and
outdoor recreation system in South Dakota.

I have a small fishing boat that cannot hold my whole family. A boat dock (not at launch) which
could be used to load and off load passengers at the lake and near a playground would make
boating more accessible for my whole family to enjoy.

I have been RV camping in South Dakota, Utah, Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas,
Nebraska and Wyoming. The camping fees for South Dakota Black Hills area are the highest I've
seen for having primitive campsites. For the price I pay for a primitive campsite in the Black
Hills I usually get electricity and water at the campsite in other states. I almost always get an RV
dump station and sometimes flushing toilets and a shower house. South Dakota needs to revise
their camping fees to be more comparable with surrounding states.

I have difficulty hearing about or finding out about special events(like weekend park activities
etc.).

I have experienced no barriers

I have no or few barriers at this time other than age. : )

I have noticed over the last couple of years that there are a lot more ATVs, and whatever else they
are called, in places that used to only be open to hiking. They are loud and tear up the trails. I
would like to see them have more restrictions as to where they are, when they are, and how loud
they are.

I know cost are high, but I’d love to have a walking bridge at Fisher Grove to have access to the
other side. I loved snowshoeing and cross country skiing back there. Maybe a groomed trail at the
golf course. I enjoy the parks that have these, but they are too far most times for us to enjoy.

I know for a fact that South Dakota loses revenue and hunters every year because they can’t get
licenses and/or it is too much of a hassle. Especially with regards to Non-Resident Waterfowl
licenses!!!!

I know it is hard but more awareness - I often don't know about special events unless I go to the
GFP website and look for activities.

I know the SDGFP website has a great deal of information, but my family and I find it difficult to
navigate. A revamping of the website may improve the ability of many to access events and
activities.

I like rock hunting and do not know where to go around my area, need more info. hard to make
friends
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I like the trail challenge at Custer State Park but have never finished one. I wish there was a
young children/old people one with only 1-2 miles trails.

I like the trails series, would also be nice to have some updated books or a better website with
local hikes.

I like to tent camp and have a hard time finding primitive sites available in state parks on short
notice

I live in Pierre, sometimes events are simply missed because I did not know they were happening.
I need to find more friends who like to be as active as [ am.

I seen there is a HB 1324 going through legislation right now and feel strongly this needs to pass
for the people of South Dakota. I do have relatives out of state to camp but feel that residents
deserve a chance at recreation in their own state over nonresidents. Getting tired of going to
campgrounds or parks and so many from out of state. If the 14 day period for reservations of
residents over nonresidents does not pass I think the nonresidents should have to pay substantially
more than residents for camping, fishing, and hunting.

I stay in park cabins, there should be more cabins built

I think for someone like myself who looks for those opportunities, the information is out there

I think SDGF&P does a good job geting information out on their websites and using push emails.
Continue to be visible in local newspapers and social media.

I think something needs to Change with the park camping reservation as it is very hard to reserve
site... maybe make it so only 1 name per all state campground per day probably cut down on the
people mass reserving sites for family and friends that might show up

I think that the more places there is to do things outside the better the world will be! Outdoors is
awesome!

I think the highly used fishing areas should have a better road leading there.(better mai

I think there are lots that are already done to help in areas to gain access, and some places we
have difficulty we just have to go slower or use poles, etc. Nature should be natural in most areas
and we go where we can.

I think these remove barrier questions are stupid.

I think we just need to expand our trails and continue to make them gravel or dirt. Don’t pave our
trails in state parks

I think we should do more outdoor activities

I think your doing a good job

I try to avoid places that feel like human zoos (cars, crowds, litter). I like being outdoors to feel
like I can escape all of that. Keep more places natural

I wish someone would fix the boat docks!

I would appreciate more opportunity to not camp in campgrounds in the state (dispersed
camping), also the ability to go out and have a campfire on state land. I don't like recreating in
campgrounds and opportunity is very limited to avoid that in South Dakota.

I would like our widlife agency to continue to look for ways to appropriately expand some
hunting seasons, and continue to make public hunting access a top priority.

I would like to see improved definitions of where hunting is allowed in GFP-owned state park
property. There are some areas that are 'off-limits' to hunting (‘established campgrounds', etc.)
that I would like to see defined on maps.

I would like to see statewide shooting ranges for fire arms and archery. I live in Minnehaha
county and even public shooting areas are posted for 'no target shooting allowed'.
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I would ride my bike more if there were bike paths so that it isn't necessary to ride on the tiny bit
of shoulder available on most roads.

I would suggest folks to encourage each other to get out and enjoy. Take a friend, kid or older
person outdoors.

I’d be really interested in outdoor education events like camping trips and hikes in order to learn
new skills and gain confidence z

I’d like to see more opportunities for equipment rental and educational classes on how to do
certain activities.

I’'m concerned about the falling pheasant populations in public areas and on private lands in
South Dakota...... I’d really like to see those numbers managed better, especially West River
opportunities..

I’ve been enjoying the outdoors for 62 years, I love the peace and quiet and being with nature. |
am not a fan of the side by sides, atvs, and other motorized recreational vehicles. They destroy the
quiet both on the roads and trails, the total opposite of what enjoying nature should be.

Id say more cabins at campgrounds, but there could never be enough anyways

If park fees and fishing licenses get any higher I will stop doing any of it. South Dakota is getting
very expensive to enjoy for retired people!

If there’s a charge to camp that’s fine. But the bathroom and the picnic table should be open to
the public.

If you have a camping site rented, you have to be on the site or their will be a penalty of some
kind.

If you want the people to use the facilities lower the cost but of course you don't that mears
people will have to work that's too much to ask they just want to brown nose and kiss butts of the
supervisors

ikea

I'm lucky because I don't feel like I have any barriers.

I'm not that disabled yet, and I understand that natural ground conditions are limiting factor for
any ability challenges

I'm on SS. Lower fees for those on limited income. And conservation licenses for those that don't
impact the resources

I'm very satisfied with my access.

Improve access for hunting.

Improve access roads and campsights for larger campers. Encourage group camping areas for
family and associations.

Improve and maintain and add more trails in the Black Hills

Improve hunting license process. It least allow private operators to issue license for their land so
bigger hunting parties can go. The set up now limits the size of the operators.

Improve number and quality of shore fishing areas. Increase amount of natural landscapes in
Eastern SD. Improve habitat quantity and quality on public lands. Clean up rivers, creeks, lakes.
Improve habitat quality and diversity in wetlands. Improve access to rivers, streams, for
boating/kayaking/canoeing. Increase the number of ATV riding trails in SD. Improve quality of
non-walleye fisheries (more panfish) in Eastern SD lakes. Increase number of state parks and rec
areas. Increase quality of campsites in state parks and recreation areas so the sites are not so close
together = make the campsites and campgrounds larger so people are not so packed together.
Improve parking at boat ramps (quanity)

Improve pheasant population. Consider raising and releasing birds in public areas.

31



Appendix C: Open-ended Questions

Improve the walking path in Mary Hall Park Park in Rapid City SD.

improve trails; more information on where accessible areas are

Improved education and marketing efforts. We have a large number of 'urban' folks on the
Eastern side of the state. Impending education programs and activities into the school systems
will help capture intrest from some kids that may never get to experience our outdoor recreation
opportunities.

Improved hiking trail maps & markers

In addition to dump sites, provide sewer hook-ups, water & electric hook-ups. We like to be
comfortable when we RV camp. That is why we pay exorbitant prices for RV's.

In regards to hunting, the classes offered through GFP are wonderful, however, that does not help
with access to land. The public lands can be a challenge to hunt due to poor habitats, overgrazed
land, and too many hunters there. So participating in hunting is challenging unless you have
access to quality land or waters.

In the Black Hills, I perceive the rampant use of ATVs and OHVs as a barrier to my enjoyment of
the resource. They are loud and ruin the quiet and peaceful atmosphere I seek. They are also
doing great damage to the environment. I don't know how GFP can help in this issue since it
occurs on USFS property in this instance, but I would have the same feelings if a state park [
visited was overrun by OHVs and ATVs. Gold mining is another issue here in the Black Hills.
The increased interest in mining development on Rapid Creek threatens an extremely valuable
resource, yet there has been very little done to help protect Rapid Creek from this threat. The state
needs to step up and realize we have far more to gain from the recreation opportunites on our
streams than we do from mining development

Increase access opportunities, stop encouraging commercial hunting operations. Stop closing
access to meandering waters. Better stream access laws and clarity.

Increase access to public and private land. Maintain existing access especially to public land -
don’t reduce access to a single acre of public land!

Increase awareness of activities around the area

Increase campground spots at popular destinations or allow SD residents more time to book
camping spots by giving them 1 or 2 extra days before non-residents can book a spot (16 days
instead of 14). It has become very difficult to make plans and get reservations for residents to
reserve camping spots especially when you are trying to get a group of families to go. Another
improvement would be to develop group camping spots that have power for campers, I know
group spots are currently available but most do not have power provided.

Increase Day Use access on Lake Oahe, specifically Okobojo, Cow and Spring Creeks.

Increase habitat and provide more public ground to hunt

Increase park entrance and camping fees for out of staters...not for SD residents. Out of staters
pay a premium fee over residents in other states. .

Increase recreational facilities for the disabled

Increase the number of boat docks and trailer parking at the boat docks

Increase the reward system

Indoor archery range. More hunting land open to public. Restrictions on out of state hunters.
Better odds of drawing tags. Open more vehicle trails in the winter.

Install full service hookups at State parks for campers

Install more boat access points on small public lakes and hunting areas with lakes so duck hunters
can boat to areas on them instead of having to hike in and carry all of your gear. Older sportsmen
would appreciate that.
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Install more cabins and update bathrooms and showers

Invest in super boat ramps, especially on Oahe. Its time to think big. We should have at least 3
super ramps on Oahe that will accommadate boaters during high water and low water events.
Courtesy docks need to be available at all our boat ramps. Courtesy docks can reduce ramp
congestion by 50 %. Fish populations and regulations need to be adjusted that will benefit the
resource instead of catering to the tourist and private interest for economic gain. We need a warm
water fish hatchery located in the Pierre area to ensure fish populations can be maintained for
future angling opportunities. We need to finish the construction of Oahe Dam to allow top water
discharges can allow discharges back into the river system. The emergency spillway was built to
allow that, and some of the down stream infrastructure was also built. The ideas was scrapped to
save money at the time and use the stilling basin deep water discharges to be used instead. This
has created many fish management issues over the years.

Invite in advance and arrange time in advance to attend

Invite more people

Is there a way to locate all activities in a given month for all parks? I like to access a monthly
email that would give all events for all state parks for a particular month. I'd like the email to also
highlight future major events, so that I could plan for them. I know I miss events because I don't
access each park in my home area.

It feels good; There is no suggestion

It is hard to get camping reservations. The reservation system needs to change, or we need more
campgrounds.

It sucks to hunt deer on public land in my county because other hunters from different counties
flood the HAMLIN COUNTY PUBLIC LAND. I prettty much give up on hunting deer here
anymore. Can’t hunt private, unless your hunting for does. The problem I have with shore fishing
is that places I used to drive to to fish are now fenced off for pheasant and deer hunting. I’m not
walking that far with all my stuff to fish, so I don’t fish there anymore

It would be beneficial to have more accessible fishing docks for people wishing to fish from
shore.

It would be great to have more off-leash areas for recreation with dog. In summer, I'm afraid to
go in tall grass because of ticks and chiggers, so having a mowed or gravel (preferred) path would
increase my use of trails in summer.

It would be nice during the peak of the boating season, at some of the more busy State Parks,
with boat landings, to have someone there to assist in boat etiquette. [ have waited more than 30
minutes to launch at Poinsett numerus times because of it being busy and ignorance of the people
at the dock trying to launch or trailer.

It would be nice if state regulated the number of ATV and UTV rentals in the Black Hills. A lot
of the areas are getting torn up because of too much traffic at one time. It is good to have the
business in the Hills but it is also our duty to be responsible and to take care of the hills for future
generations. Fines should be higher for littering. I pick up exponentially more trash than I did
even five years ago that people discard on the trail’s.

It would be nice if they got rid of some of the poison Ivey.

It’s hard to get a camping reservation in State parks. Recommend having several sites at each
campground be first come first serve. Limiting people who move from site to site all summer.

It's not your job to worry about this. Just focus on doing the great job you're already doing.

Just be open and friendly.

Just benches & bathrooms.
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Just do it, associate with people who have experience and are open to mentoring

Just make more accessible for a variety of physical limitations.

Just more outdoor recreation please.

Just wish I had more planning before summer months on what is happening at the parks. We
camp in many different parks all summer long and always just hope the campground is doing
something fun and engaging for our kids. We utilize a large tent for our 7 person family, so we
are always needing to reserve our favorite spots on that 90 day spot. With having to be early on
reserving, it is always a gamble on what extra things can be happening at our campgrounds in
South Dakota.

keep accesses to lakes open for boater and fishing, even in the winter.

Keep adding hiking trails.

Keep barriers in place. Not to prevent people from enjoying the outdoors, but from making
certain things too easy. Not every lake needs a boat launch, not every GPA needs a trail. Keep
some of these places wild and harder to get to for those who wish a challenge.

Keep costs to participate down, especially with the cost of gas now

Keep encouraging people to explore low-cost activities and the applicable benefits of each
activity.

Keep everything as nature made it. We all know our limitations.

Keep fees low. We are retired.

keep good up to date info available both in print and on line. keep up periodic reminders

keep it simple

Keep non-resident fishing and hunting license fees in check. A.K.A. stop raising fees every year.
Keep out of staters out!

Keep parks cleaner, less crowded and more affordable

Keep people from moving in. It’s ridiculous how many houses are being built in the trees and
along the roads going through the black hills.

Keep price of State Park stickers affordable, so more people will use them.

keep prices and fees down

Keep recreation fees reasonable. Do something to ensure those who are making reservations on
the day of use sites, are actually beginning their stay that day. It's annoying that a preferred
campsite has a lawn chair or vacant tent only on it for most of the week, only actually being
occupied once Friday night arrives.

Keep South Dakota clean, and maintain naturalistic surroundings that are free of advertising, gear
heads, and -especially- noise.

Keep the camp clean, ESPECIALLY THE RESTROOMS!

keep the cost down for fees. provide plenty of opportunity.

Keep the costs low, fuel costs are going to be a major factor ...

Keep the laws simple for residents of South Dakota. We are heading more and more to having to
pay to hunt and even fish. Stop allowing the Department of Tourism to run how we residents hunt
and fish in this state they want everything centered around out of state dollars(more nonresidents
hunting pheasants than residents is one example). We have outstanding opportunities here let’s
keep it that way and not do everything based on who has the biggest wallet.thanks for allowing
my input

Keep the outdoors looking nice. I don't enjoy seeing trails cut by off-road vehicles in places they
shouldn't go. I also don't like the dust they raise when they go by.
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Keep up the good work

Keep up the good work. We like to camp at North Point and Randall Creek down below. Staff is
good and have been helpful. I wish the grass around the pads was better and less weeds, but this
would cost to much and without sprinklers this is probably not going to work unless you raise
rates, and 1 like them the way they are. I don't think it would be out of line to charge more to the
out of state campers, as Nebraska and lowa are taking over and reservations can be hard to get
sometimes. Overall very happy, we just need to go more as a family!

Keep up with good information and signage for education and direction

Keep wild areas wild. Hike in areas. Don't let ATVs and snowmobiles have additional land. They
have already tore up a lot of our Hills.

Keeping it clean and as safe as possible. Have no complaints

Kill all mosquitos, lol!

Lack of info. Keep the technology geeks from trying to improve computer systems

Land owners won’t allow access, walk-in areas mostly worthless

Last summer some of the interpretive centers at parks were closed when we went to visit, not
everyone can make it during 'business-hours'. Opening during early evening hours would be nice.
leave more spots open for last minute campers so you don't have to schedule 3 months out
Legalize crossbows now

Less emphasis on Hunting/trapping!!! The governors move to encourage youth to begin trapping
is Appalling!!! Game, Fish and Parks should spend more time protecting our ecosystem. Every
creature has its place in the circle of life and if you remove part of it to overhunting and trapping
or humans taking over animals habitat we are all in trouble!!!

Less NON RESIDENT OPPORTUNITY

Less out of state people. It is impossible to get camp.sites because there are too many out of town
and out of staters

Less rules

Let a professional guide

Let the disabled use hoverrounds on trials that would permit it.

Let us use atv to only drag big game to vehicles

Letting people know what is available.

Level paths and remove objects that are to close to or on trails

Level trails and areas for the disabled to have a better opportunity to participate.

Lewis & Clark lake Campground - keep a few comfort stations open longer into the late fall.
Life is expensive already - when we place more limits due to finances, it has a negative impact. It
costs so much to just go camping! We sold our camper, as it just wasn’t “enjoyable” with all the
park fees and reservation fees. Went back to a tent.

Like to see couple place on east side of state have trails for atv/utv

Limit access to reduce # of people, More space among campsites and more privacy (trees),
maintain cross-country ski trails that do no allow snowshoes/walkers

Limit atv licenses for trail use in the forest.

Limit costs to camping facilities.

Limit guides that take over the best hunting farms by paying them a fee then charging hunters
extremely amount of money to hunt a public bird

Limit how close boats can come to shore. I frequently have to cut my line because a fishing boat
came to close to shore and got tangled in my line( during the summer )
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limit large all terain vehicles such as side-by-side UTVs from much of the black hills. They are
tearing up the trails and ruining the land. they are driving on the gravel roads excessivly fast and
rutting up all the old logging roads, driving very fast. These large UTVs have increased
substantially in the last few years and i have seen so much destruction in the forest trails all over
the hills with trash and empty cans and bottles littered all over which was not here years ago. i am
afraid to ride my horse or hike many trails now due to all the UTVs coming into the black hills
after last summer. many of these out of state riders were rude and did not follow trails which
destroyed allot of fauna. very sad.

Limit non residents from fishing year around. Our boat ramps are too crowded in April-June.
Limit or timed entrance to reduce crowding.

Limit out of state reservations

Limit tags to hunting lands

Limit the number of atvs and Utvs in the black hills. Especially stop giving permits to private
businesses renting these. It’s ridiculous how many more atvs there are then 5-10 years ago and
they ruin the outdoor experience.

Limit the number of humans allowed where wildlife still has a habitat. Keep up/improve local
residential facilities: tennis and basketball courts, soccer and baseball fields, pools and
playgrounds.

Limit the number of people nonresident coming and using our facilities

Limit the option of reserving camping spots that are unused. Keep down the large group partying
on the weekends at our state parks. At least enforce the quiet time at 11:00 p.m. Check that out-
of-state fishermen/women are following the limit requirements and size requirements of fish
harvested. Please update the comfort stations at all state parks.

Limit the outta staters

Limit the use & sale of boats intended to produce wakes, ie. wake board boats. The rapid
adoption of these boats has strongly limited my enjoyment of water recreation, particularly at
Pactola reservoir. Wake producing boats have a strong NEGATIVE impact on my enjoyment and
safety at the lake.

Live every day

Local/Regional media promotions that educate and address apprehensions of public. Confirm
education of Parks, National and other staff to provide information and promote responsible use.
Locals first

longer hunting seasons

Longer, more interesting hiking trails at state and municipal parks.

Lorem ipsum is the bomb yo!

Loser cost

Lots of nonresident competition for the resources in some places, dry lake in Clark county by
willow lake, Harding county and Perkins for deer and antelope, etc

Loud groups of people are not policed by the host. Firm noise rules that are enforced would make
camping more enjoyable for everyone. More cabins with shower- water-kitchens would be great
Low-cost or free rentals for outdoor items such as kayaks. Better options for free or reduced
admission to state parks and campgrounds. I don't want to spend a lot of time or money in
something [ have no idea if I'll enjoy.

lower access fees and remove things like 'license agent' fees, convince fees, etc.

Lower camping fees

Lower cost
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Lower cost for fishing , hunting, & park fees

lower cost for seniors!

lower cost when possible

Lower costs for SD residents and charge more for nonresident.

lower costs possibly

Lower Costs; Develop more camping locations close to Metro Areas; Develop more fair / easier
reservation system where reservations don't have to be made so far in advance OR don't charge
cancellation fees when something develops in meantime. 90 days out is just too far. We have
'eaten’ many a reservation / camping fee. So much that it is starting to deter us from making
reservations in South Dakota.

Lower fees

Lower fees and perhaps start some clubs for outdoor enthusiasts, as a way to meet people. Maybe
allow a rental program through the state for outdoor equipment/vehicles for those that can't afford
their own to utilize.

lower fees, do away with park entrance fees most surrounding states do not have such. allow
general funds to support and help our parks. again most surrounding states do such.

Lower fees, more trails

Lower fishing license fee.

lower fishing/hunting license cost, lower camping and park fees, remove fees from areas like east
Whitlock where theres no facilities there should be no use fees or park pass passes needed.
Lower license cost

Lower park fees

Lower prices

Lower prices for residents, higher prices for non-residents of the state.

LOWER THE COST OF CAMPING AND HUNTING LICENSES

Lower the price of hunting and fishing license. Get rid of the habitat license, it's a joke. The
gf&p added it so they can make more money. If you drive around and look at the state land, the
gf&p do crap for habitat.

Lower the prices of fees hunting fishing park pass GFP don't own it we the people do

luxury of growing up on a farm as many my generation did..

mail paper materials to more households and schools, more brand engagement activities, set up
more marketing booths at events and outdoor spaces for public engagement and activiation for
brand awareness

Maintenance on hunting areas - Most Fencing is in terrible shape and laying on the ground.
Dangerous for hunters and their dogs. Make the bottom wire barbless, so dogs an critters don't get
injured on the barbwire.

Make getting reservations easier, and open spots up for people, when other people reserve
spots and don't show up. Idon't know how many times I've seen this. Why do we have
to book through an out of state entity just to make a reservation.

Make (free) rental equipment more widely available (e.g., canoes) and make water cleaner so that
my kids aren't at risk of contracting e coli poisoning when we visit the beach.

Make an effort to be more inclusive of the natural histories of an area (e.g. native Americans)
Make annual passes cheaper for residents. We pay taxes for the parks, we should be able to use
them for a discounted rate. I shouldn’t have to pay taxes in order for tourists to use the resources
at the same price point that the locals pay.
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Make better fishing access paths to shore fishing areas

Make camping areas like hunting seasons. Limit the out of State people so i can pull my camper
out to the lake where I live more than once a year over a weekend.

Make concrete pads or gravel pads at benches large enough to park a wheelchair next to the
bench. That way I can sit next to my friend instead of looking for some awkward way to park the
chair that is out of way of other walkers.

Make fishing better in some of the local lakes, and lower the amount of fish allowed to keep out
of small lakes.

Make getting through the sand to the beach possible

Make handicap accessible facilities, cabins, campsites more readily available

Make hunting and fishing spots known

Make instate resident prices lower to encourage more traffic. More upkeep on parks if the prices
of hunting/fishing/state parks are going to be high. Offer more free weekends or fund classes in
certain areas.

Make is 70 ° all year round

Make it cleaner, better access, more facilities, cheaper

Make it easier (such as hunting used to love archery but due to injuries I'm limited to what I can
do) crossbow should just be a regular way to archery hunt

make it easier for people to know what's out there and make it easier for people with disabilities
to participate

Make it easier to get reservations. New system to hard.

Make it easier to identify public land if on an app or a map

Make it easier to reserve a cabin....or build more. It is almost impossible to get one anymore!
Make it easy and visible and known

Make it so people can rent waterfowl decoys to go hunting. I think there might be this opportunity
in a certain area of the state but make it more available in different areas.

Make me independently wealthy so I can spend less time working and more time recreating. In all
seriousness, I'm happy with my recreation opportunities. I have a good balance and no difficulty
getting out and doing the things I like to do.

Make more campgrounds and more spaces at existing campgrounds!

Make more information available about activities so im more aware of opportunities.

Make my wife enjoy fishing and boating more??? I know, wishful thinking!

make non resident family fishing permit available

Make out of state licenses more affordable

Make participation affordable and market the opportunities.

Make resident licenses and park passes less expensive.

Make state park entrance fee very low

Make the internet more accessible

Make the kyack ramps on Big Sioux easier acess for a small flat bottom boat. Some have big
rocks right where you need to put in in water. Got a new to me 1232 jon boat to fish Big Sioux
and James this year. Those rivers a bit shallow for my big boat.

Make the outdoor biffies more user friendly, especially for the handicapped.

Make the system to sign up for things easier again. I am a capable computer person and it is hard
for me, the layout is all over and just seems like it's a headache. There is no way elderly or
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language barrier or whatever can sign up for things easily. I almost don't want to keep doing it
because it's such a pain now.

Make the trails at Newton Hills usable for hikers. They are very smelly and full of horse urine
and poop.

Make them available in ALL areas

Make them better know and what they offer

Make things more affordable

Make WiFi available

Making the reservations for camping at state parks is very difficult and I feel very defeated when
trying to reserve camping spots.

Making things kid friendly or child centered are great. Families often have kids of varying ages
so it is important to be able to accommodate and be of interest to all age groups.

Manage the crowding and limit use of motorized vehicles

Manage your budget better. Quit trying to impress the wealthy by building bigger and fancy
facilities that the average South Dakotan can only 'No, I can't. afford that camping/fishing
weekend' or "We don't have the money for that excursion'. Get real with the citizens of South
Dakota and work to make it easier for the underdogs!!!!

mandatory hunter safety programs for all age groups including education on courtesy to others in
hunting and fishing

Many areas are becoming overrun with ATV/OHVs and are pushing other trail users out. They
are also causing very significant resource damage that will cost the taxpayers to repair or are
irreparable. Both state and federal agencies do not have adequate funding for trail maintenance or
law enforcement on the trails.

Many can play together

Maps to access fishing/boating areas on rivers and lakes.

Maybe have a few more SD resident “free admission” says so we don’t have to pay tourist prices
for some of these local attractions

Maybe have electric bikes to get around. Golf carts

Maybe more campsites to help with people who are late on reservations

Maybe more electrical sites in campgrounds

Maybe more fishing pods and more handicap or larger docks

Maybe offer a small amount of first come first serve campsites at each park. There are times that
due to a busy schedule, planning weeks in advance just doesn't work and being able to get a camp
site on short notice would be great. Maybe expand or add some camping areas on state
parks/locations that are often full.

Maybe some area just for disabled hunters. But I’'m sure this is probably already done.

Maybe try to arrange more seminars on how to do.

Mentor youth archery in schools

Mo4e handicapped things and lower prices so people can afford to go I mean for us lower
classed

Monitor boat ramp maintenance more closely

Monitor use of the same campers always in the campground. Hard to get a spot as the same
people seem to get all the spots and just move from place to place in the same campground.
More group invitations or more group activities where people with no activity partner are able to
participate.
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More trailheads for Utvs/atvs Picnic tables and bathroom facilities available at trailheads. I had
one situation in the Black Hills this year we had to pay to sit at a picnic table at a trail head.
More access to public lands - specifically, develop (either through purchasing ROWs or
legislation) avenues that insure there are NO public lands cutoff from reasonable public access.
More access to public lands and educating about what you can and can’t do. I love to shed hunt
but there are so many rules and places you can’t do it that are public land that I just avoid it so I
don’t make a mistake.

More accessibility

More accessibility to trails. Bathrooms. Beaches. Piers at lakes for handicap to go on and fish.
More acres of public land to access

More advertisement

More advertising

More affordable rates for Senior Citizens

More and better access to areas with good wildlife habitat (like WIA’s and improved habitat on
federal lands).

more and better boat ramps. more GPA's.

More and better boat ramps; better access to GPA and WPA areas; access easements to public
land (School land West River)

more and better fish cleaning stations

More announcements on lottery draw licensing for hunts like deer and other big game

More archery ranges and golf courses!!!

More areas along Missouri River Lake Francis Case area

More areas to explore.

More available campsites. Lower fees for seniors.

More bicycle and hiking trails, availability of a long shooting range

more boat docks through out the state mainly pease creek, snake creek,platte creek,north point
More boat docks, and cleaning stations. open up more primitive camping with better roads to
them around lakes.

More boat ramps and more parking at boat ramps. More fish cleaning stations.

More boat ramps and more parking.

More boat ramps. Easier access for hunting on public lands.

more campgrounds? Making reservations usually requires paying for extra days just so you can
get ahead of the 90 day rule.

More camping access

More camping areas through out the state

More camping sites

More camping sites at parks in Sioux Falls area, within 100 miles

More camping space, better boat ramps, better public hunting land.

more camping spots in Custer state park would be great. it is very difficult to get a spot even
when you try to book a year in advance

More camping spots in the parks.

More camping spots West River. Keep some first come first served. Favor SD residents like
Wyoming does.

More campsites
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More campsites at state parks. It has become more difficult over the past 2 years to reserve
campsites for a normal 3 day weekend. A person has to reserve a 4 or 5 night stay due to the 90
window factor and other campers adding days into the front of their trip just to secure a site for
the weekend. This is an added cost that feels unfortunate and unnecessary.

More campsites at the current campgrounds. Eliminate higher camping fees at the busier
campgrounds.

more campsites with electricity at Rocky Point or a different location on the Belle Fourche
Resevoir

More centralized information. Some activities are not publicized well/have to go to multiple
information sources to figure out everything available

More classes about how to do some of the activities. The classes should include information
about what steps to take next to be able to do activities on our own. What to consider when
purchasing our own equipment, mentored outdoor activities or group activities as a step between
classes and independently doing it on our own.

More disabled parking.

More education - I don't know where I am allowed to camp, etc.

More enforcement of motorized vehicle violations

More facilities and better outreach of what is available.

more fishing

More focus on residents. Non-residents have overrun fishing and pheasant hunting in this state.
Much to the exclusion of residents.

more free weekends for opportunities. free fishing weekend has alot of people that dont fish,
fishing..

More funding

More game = more hunters, fishermen

More golf courses and trap ranges

More group activities such as hiking

More gun ranges and shooting have no place in GFP plans. Pheasant hunting is a dying sport--
well beyond the financial capability or interests of most families today.

More handicap docks on good fishing lakes

More hiking trails in Eastern (around Brookings) and along Missouri River (especially Pollock
area)

More hiking trails so places aren’t so crowded in the summer. Hard to find peace and quiet.
Clean up dog waste in the parks. Or start really monitoring and giving heavy fines.

More horse facilities if possible

More horse friendly campgrounds

More horse friendly camping areas.

More hunting and shooting opportunities

More hunting opportunities for out of state person’s

More indoor opportunities for young kids to do indoors during the winter that'll let them still
learn about the outdoors. Winter gets long with littles and below zero temperatures

More info on opportunities. Sessions offered to try things with groups. Reinsitute quick clinics at
state park campgrounds on the weekends publicized in advance, at check in, in common areas and
word of mouth as hosts check in on guests.
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More information about activities sent through multiple means, e.g., Social Media, e-mailing
list(s), radio/newspaper announcements, etc.

More information about opportunities and guided programs.

more information on social media

More Information on where I can and cannot hunt. I personally don't have enough experience on
public lands but there are federal lands, wilderness, gfps, us engineers. I like to waterfowl hunt. I
know where the zones for waterfowl are but my lack of experience and knowledge of what public
land I can hunt is troublesome. I also know there is the map on gfp website but it doesn't explain
if I can hunt there or not.

More information posted in public places.

More information that is clearly written about month and times open, fees (where and how to pay
them), what you can and can’t do in the rec area, where the area is located. Information on
websites, social media and multiple places.

More kids fishing and wildlife ect information not just scavenger hunts. Nice if the local state
parks would offer something monthly or more. Or maybe have a intern at the parks lead shore
fishing on Saturday mornings ect.

More kids fishing parks

More land

More land access

More law enforcement and more accountability to those offenders.

more level parking.

More mentoring programs for novice hunters without mentors in their family. More public
shooting ranges for archery and rifles for people to become more comfortable with the method of
choice

More mentorship/networking activities. [ have a few dedicated hunting buddies, but I would love
to meet more women who hunt and participate in something like a ladies' pheasant hunt.

More of them close to population centers.

more opportunities to check out equipment at the parks

more opportunities to drive into

More opportunity for those who don't own RV's, large campers....more oportunities and options
for those with tents, want to do backpacking, kayaking and kayaking trips (like kayak and
backpacking combined), more paddle up sites, etc.

More options, more opportunities to learn outdoor recreational skills, more protected habitat,
stronger guidance on practices like foraging

More options/places of things to do

More overlooks should be added along the scenic roads, with trees cut down so that those who are
less able to hike can be awed and inspired to create art of our incredible vistas. The Mt. Coolidge
area really needs tree removal/cleanup, along with Needles & Iron Mt. Road.

More parks with primitive camping east of river.

More partnerships with private landowners for public access to private land for hunting and
fishing. (Walk-in program, Controlled Hunting Access Program, CREP, etc.)

More paths for wheel chairs ,more wheel chair docks for people to fish on

More paved paths

More paved paths

more playground equipment that is inclusive for children with disabilities
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More policing on the bike trails for safety

More public access

More Public Access for Hunting, More Walk In Areas, Better Habitat on public hunting areas
(more food plots, etc)

More public access to quality hunting and fishing lands

MORE PUBLIC ACCESS, quit privatizing natural resources/wildlife, less of an emphasis on
commercial hunting, improve access to public hunting areas (especially waterfowl)

More public access. Stop closing meandering waters. Stop encouraging commercial hunting
which closes more doors to the average person.

more public docks and shore access

more public ground

More public hunting access, less pressure from pay-to-hunt outfits trying to choke out all
recreational hunting. Opening fish cleaning stations along the river in April.

More public hunting access, more lake access.

More Public Hunting Land

More public hunting land would be appreciated.

More public land

More public land on east side of the state

More public land would be great! More hiking trails, day use areas on the East side of the state.
More Recreation Closer To Home!!

More rental equipment

More rental equipment available.

More rowboat, canoe rentals. Strict enforcement of noise policy’s. This last summer we almost
quit camping due to overcrowding and loud music blasting in the campground.

More scenic trails in eastern SD

More seating areas and potable water along trails. Continue to groom some trails to allow for
fewer trip hazzards, etc

More shore fishing opportunities and maps that show where they are

more showers and cooler bathroom, they get super hot. i know that's not efficient it's just , maybe
bigger ventilation? i don't know, thanks

More signage for popular hikes so tourists are more apt to hike there instead of our secret
getaway spots

more single track trails for walking/running only - no bikes or horses

more social media coverage? or somehow get the word out better? Free family activities, Story
book Hike - a sign posted with a part of a story and hike to the next part of the story?

More state hunting walk-in

More state park camping sites. With the surge in camping over the covid years, it is impossible to
get a campsite for a weekend. Being on at 7am when the 90 day window opens is sometimes not
enough.

More tent camping options that don't involve sleeping right next to an RV. SD GFP has plenty of
options for RV's but very few primitive spots. Tenters don't want to be setup next to a 50 foot
motorhome that has string lights and a traeger next to it with music playing on their surround
sound system. Tenters want to light a fire in the fire ring and look up at the star. I hope they don't
turn the Spring Creek acquisition into an RV park. I'd love to see a good amount of primitive
campsites out there. If the goal is Native American cultural appreciation, I don't see how an RV
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park aligns with that goal, but sleeping with nothing but a piece of cloth between you and nature
and cooking your food over open flames, well, you see the parallels.

More tent only camping areas.

More trails

More UTV access to trails, most are ATV width. Mine is 63'

More vacation days

More Walleyes! More pheasants. Fewer biologists. More people on t he ground that listen to
the landowners, fishermen, hunters, conservationists. Listen to the people who want to help and
live every day with the wildlife.

More wheelchair accessible areas to sit and watch activities.

More wheelchair accessible paths/walking options

More year around actives that are not always based in Sioux Falls or Rapid City

more/larger state parks and more fish cleaning stations

Most of my barriers are self imposed or imagined.

Most of the recreation we prefer is outside of the city. But it would be really nice to have things
closer by but maybe smaller.

Most of the small lakes on ponds in southeastern South Dakota get really disgusting part way
through the summer. Once they get green and slimy my canoe is done for the season.

Mostly I worry about being safe from other trail users, especially those using motorized
equipment (ATVs, etc.) on mixed-use trails

Motorized Boat rentals would be nice

Move to a lottery system for out of state archery licenses.

My biggest reservation that is within the grasp of the State's control is being overcrowded in
parks. However, that is fairly biased because I do enjoy the solitude of having an area to myself.
My complaint with game fish and parks is the camping reservation system. It is not user friendly
at all. Also people are abusing the 90 day system by making reservations several days before
they actually plan to occupy the site. If they do not show up first day of reservation they should
lose it. That's what airlines do.

My disability of not having a left hand anymore does not have any barriers to me hunting, fishing,
camping or almost any outdoor activity. It’s just not there anymore but it is a disability by
definition.

My family and I really enjoy hunting waterfowl. I live in Watertown SD. I love hunting
Waterfowl in North East SD. This is a big staging area for Ducks and Geese. We have some
large lakes in our area that used to hold lots of waterfowl. The problem is the fisherman are all
over these lakes in October and early November. This causes big problems. It seems to me that
fisherman could take a break on these lakes from the 10th of october till the 15th of November.
They get to fish all year long. Take 45 days off.

Need more access / ability to obtain RESIDENT turkey and deer licenses annually. It’s much
easier to buy non resident licenses in Ne, la and Ks.

Need more atv/utv access in the eastern part of South Dakota. Talsma Trail and South Shore are
about it. Otherwise it's West River or Minnesota for the next closest places.

Need more boat docks and ramps on MO river

need more boat docks at Platte creek and snake creek in south dakota

Need more campgrounds

need more camping spots ... to hard to get into .... need to change 90 day window to 30 or even 45
days to hard to plan that far out
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Need more hours in a day, too much work and time to chase kids. Not enough time to enjoy other
activities.

Need more locations

Need more places

Need more rv camping pads

Need more same day reservations at more parks other than Custer and Lewis and Clark

Need much more dry camping opportunities along the Missouri river.

need suitable venue

Need to make more and upgrade existing rifle ranges The existing one at Kiowa GPA for
example.

need to redo lic. procedure .

New reservation system is not user friendly and does not promote the ability of family and friends
to camp together. Needs to allow users to put multiple spots in cart prior to completing equipment
and personal info.

News paper . All would help.

Newton Hills Lake Lakota surely must be a farm-chemical toxic waste dump--unsafe to swim in.
While water testing is done for bacteria--none is done for excessive levels of farm
herbicides/pesticides. GFP should lead with Friends of the Big Sioux River in measuring
chemical pollution at Lake Lakota and Lake Alvin.

no - just me not getting out and moving.

No - our experience was very good.

No the only barrier are my ankles..

no barriers are stopping me from participating

No generator camping areas or generator use time more limited, like 11:00-3:00. People ruining
the tranquility of camping by constantly running generators to run their AC and big refrigerators
No I don’t have any issues getting to where [ want to go

No not really.

No parks that I've been to are great

No sorry. Just an old retired couple trying to enjoy the outdoors

No, because my issue is poor eyesight.

No, I believe that SD GF&P does a good job of removing barriers.

No, [ don't really have any barriers

No, I don't think there are any major barriers to participate in outdoor recreation. There are
already many options available.

No, [ really don't have any 'barriers' I just like to do what I like to do, I guess. I love camping and
fishing, so that is what we do

No, no barriers prevent me from taking part in activities.

No, other than state parks are often too crowded and NOISEY.

No, South Dakota has done and appears to continue to be pro-recreation and welcomes all to
participate.

No, South Dakota is doing a great job

No, unless they can find a way to cram more hours in the weekends or find another day.

no, we are pretty happy with our experiences

no, we have to use our own judgment
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No, we try to do what we can when we go camping at the Missouri River and a couple State
Parks.

No, you are light years ahead of ND in regards to trails for everything. From walking trails to
ATV trails, you have it all and someday soon we are going to relocate permanently to SD. to
enjoy all you have to offer full time.

No. I moved here from Nebraska a few years ago and I'm very impressed with how well South
Dakota maintains the state parks I have visited.

No. But please think more about people with disabilities as we have friends and family that have
this consideration. Also think about bigger families in the cabins—it’s always 4, rarely 6 people
cabins. I’m not gonna buy a $15,000 RV to camp twice a year. People have odd number families.
No. Get out and do it.

No. I love South Dakota and all the opportunities. I sometimes wish there were fewer roads in the
black hills so I could get lost easier. Thank you GFP for all you do!

No. I think more events or special promotions would motivate me to go to more parks though.
No. I think South Dakota does a really good job of creating a variety of recreation across the
state.

Non resident fishing licenses are to high

Non resident hunting fees too high and license application deadlines way to early - April, for fall
hunting season.

None at this time. Hobbies are expensive and that is just part of it.

None- I think that the attempts to provide access has been stellar in the past decades.

None- only barrier is the weather and this last year the lack of rain and low river for kayaking. I
just don't prefer the cold weather but that's not under anyone's control

none- very accomodating

None, SD Parks program is great.

None, they are doing a great job.

Nope I think they do a fantastic job

nope the SDGFP has already done all that needs to be done

Nope. Lack of motivation is my only barrier.

Not disabled; just better trail maintenance statewide imo

Not enough state park camping areas in the N.E./S.E.

Not family friendly

Not for me, but a teack chair program at Custer SP for people with disabilities would be fantastic.
Check out the program at Staunton SP in Colorado.

Not have Non-Meandered fishing areas.

Not really- it’s just my stage in life (kids activities). I think our SD parks are wonderful, and
amazingly priced!

Not really, the barriers I face are mostly related to not having the time I would like to have to
participate. Next would be my financial situation since I live out of state the cost of purchasing
licenses are higher, fuel to drive etc. There were only a couple times last year I didn’t drive to SD
to some of my favorite places mainly because of time.

Not sure if this is the right place to add this but [ would love to see the all season fish cleaning
stations come to fruition. Selfishly... in Pierre. There are very few options to discard fish waste
once the cleaning station close. I assume our landfill gets loaded up with fish guts in the winter.
Not unless you can give me more hours in a day.
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Off road vehicle use in the Black Hills especially has begun to compromise all other activities we
enjoy by creating hazards to safety as well as noise disruption and dust creation. This complicates
our ability to camp, enjoy wildlife, hike and enjoy our natural surrounding, and especially
complicates the safety of biking and hiking in the Black Hills.

Offer discounts or cheap days

Offer loaning or renting of equipment, put more groups together throughout the State to run
outdoor activities, find volunteers with experience to teach regularly, promote more, possibly
mentor programs

Offer more classes or options of classes.

Offer more outdoor recreation activities available near cities like Sioux Falls. Walking
trails/parks

Offer more Supervision for free camping areas to monitor parked equipment without people to
save spots.

Offer multi-State licensing for hunting, fishing, etc. e.g. SD, NE, IA, MN, ND, CO, WY, MT, or
any combination of the preceding

Offer things like lifetime fishing and hunting licenses and lifetime park passes or lower state park
stickers or lower the daily price

Offering my favorite outdoor activity

Often other people do not treat the outdoors with respect or the others using nature, too. Their
equipment or vehicles are too loud, big, disrupting, or damaging to the areas being enjoyed. I
find that many people treat outdoor recreation as only belonging to themselves and forget it
doesn't belong to them only.

On longer hiking trails have water fill up points.

One of my biggest passions is archery. And it would be nice to have a facility when we have
inclement weather to where archers could go and shoot indoors. And in a controlled Environment
like that may get others involved in our tree when it’s cold and snowing

One of my primary outdoor activities is hunting. With most areas being developed for multi-use
purposes, hunting opportunities have been significantly diminished. Though technically hunting
is still allowed in those areas, the quality of habitat and the lack of wildlife due to multi-use
activities makes for a poor quality hunting experience in those areas. Too much public land has
been developed. We need more natural wild areas.

Only to lower fees to make it more affordable.

Open camp sites to residents before offering to non-residents (like camp sites and cabins open for
residents 2 weeks before non residents for reservations)

Open camping reservations for in state residents 100 days prior and keep the 90 day window for
out of state campers

Open camping site to SD residents first before out of state reservations can be made.

Open facilities in April and Close at the end of October or later

Open more campgrounds so the ones you have aren’t so crowded and difficult to reserve. We
have to reserve very far in advance in order to guarantee a place to stay.

Open More Campsites and lower the cost per campsite

Open more new state campgrounds, it is difficult to reserve a camp spot. May be time to look at
building new areas

open the trail at south scatterwood lake for disabled hunters, and make handicapped parking at
boat docks.

open up fishing lakes and ponds in northwest South Dakota
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Open up land locked hunting areas or make the owners of the land around d the land locked area
pay the taxes. Tired of paying for stuff we can't use.

Open up more public ground (I know that's a dream). Post the actual bird forecasts backed by
actual wild bird surveys and not these 'Pheasant Outlooks'.

Opening camping reservations early for residents would make it easier for us to reserve spots we
know accommodate our family well.

Other than lower fees for park passes and licenses, none

Our barriers are ours to deal with.

Our family really enjoyed Lake Hiddenwood...after school and weekends. Walking the trails,
cooking a backpack meal, wildlife. Disappointed the dam won’t be rebuilt.

Our state parks do a great job and even at my age I can enjoy them.

Out door swimming pool for kids, sometimes lakes are not the best in areas

Out of State people take up all the good fishing camp areas

Outdoor can let me better experience the nature, into the nature

Outdoor guidance is provided

Outdoor safety is more guaranteed

Outdoor sports, the body can get exercise

Outdoor training sessions and practical applications are available

Outdoor training sessions are available

Outlaw all terrain vehicles

over all i think sdgfp has done a good job

Parks can get very over crowded ... also when trapping in the winter hikers with dogs get in the
way ... they don’t think I should be there they need to be educated

Partner with local community groups like SD AARP more

Partner with people who want to share their love of specific activities and companies to provide
equipment need for a free to low cost learning experience. The right experience will lead
someone to make the sacrifices to enjoy the activity and the outdoors

Partnership with communities to create safe connecting corridors from residential areas to trails
for cycling and running.

Patrol

People need to leash their dogs. The only barrier I see is safety for my dog. She is always leashed.
Other owners are not so considerate and it is infuriating.

Physical and mental experience, contribute to health

Please consider dealing with the ever-increasing noise/dust problems associated with ATVs!!!
Our previously quiet campgrounds are now way too noisy. Could we designate some areas of our
campgrounds as ATV accessible while other areas are for tents/RVs...or reserve some
campgrounds as ATV friendly and others for tent/RVs only? HELP!!!

Please develop a system where in state campers can call in for sites one week before out of staters
because it is hard to get sites in the current system especially if one doesn't have internet and has
to call in.

Please increase rates for nonresidents

Please keep motorized vehicles off the Mickealson trail - landowners on either side shouldn’t
have the right to drive on the trail on a regular basis (I found this happening. Going North in
Custer on the Mickelson trail last summer - a biker shouldn’t have to dodge a pickup truck....
Thank You
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Please make Slip Up Creek a state park

Please reduce unregulated shooting in the Black Hills. It's like world war three whenever we are
out in the woods. Safety and the trash from targets and casings is becoming a big concern. OHV
usage is also getting out of hand. The noise, smell, and trail damage makes it less likely that we
visit many areas we used to go to.

Plenty! Feel free to call me at +16056399193 I am the President of a local archery club and I am
happy to give my feedback.

Pontoons are a great way to get wheelchair bound people onto boats to fish.

possible make more camp sites, the outdoors is the best place for a family to just do fun activities
together

Possibly making seasons more available and out there to see but other than that, I don't have
anything.

prices to high for south dakota residents

Private access is out of my p

Promote activities on social media, help to organize groups for people that might be alone in their
pursuit

Promote special event and sales

Promote the benefits of outdoor exercise

Promote the fly fishing for trout in the State particularly the Black Hills and surrounding area
Promoting local recreation opportunities and ease of access for licenses, fees, etc.

prosecute landowners who deny access to public lands (block roads, post inaccurate signage) and
harass hunters

Provid more fishing docks at state parks. Especially at Angastora, there are only two on the entire
lake. It’s very frustrating when you have children or handicapped folks. They’re always crowded
and you’ll only get a spot if you around e super early in the morning.

Provide a more widespread heads up on everything going on. I believe the waterfowl areas all
need upgrading/ expanding for sure.

Provide a wide variety of experiences. Rustic cabins, tent camp sites, luxury cabins (with
bathroom/kitchen), lodge accommodations. Also having some facilities be rustic, spread out and
limited availability to minimize crowding. Other areas have many camping spots close together
to allow more group camping or comradery with neighbors. Yurts would be a great addition to
the park system.

Provide better active and passive recreation opportunities for people to get out and move their
bodies. Promote healthy outdoor recreation better. Coming off a long winter, provide better
opportunities for winter recreation. There need's to be more of a focus put on open space
recreation opportunities in general though throughout South Dakota. More soft surface trails and
places to go offering a diversity of uses.

Provide better public access to state owned hunting and fishing areas.

Provide better training

Provide boat tours and fishing sessions at a reasonable price. Even if we can't do much activity,
we would love to catch fish.

Provide clearer accounts of how fees contribute to conservation

Provide discounts and special activities for locals.

Provide fish cleaning stations not in state parks in the Waubay/Webster SD area

Provide interpreter options via. technology

Provide local rate for golf courses. Give locals a better chance at booking a campsite.
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Provide more access meaning more opportunities in East half of state. Too few public areas and
facilities east river

Provide more access points for canoes on Missouri and Big Sioux Rivers--and clean up Big
Sioux!

Provide more access. | hunt and fish a lot and finding places to do those things is getting harder
every year

Provide more ada access to hiking trails, kayak, fishing

Provide more camping sites. And make sure once someone books a campsite make sure they
show up. Lots of people are booking early to get their sites bring their camper and then leave and
come back a day or two later.

provide more good land for public hunting

Provide more horse campgrounds.

Provide more information about what is available

Provide more natural areas that are undeveloped - i.e. wilderness areas for hiking, backpacking,
fishing, wildlife viewing

Provide more programing in more locations so they are more accessible

Provide more public hunting and fishing areas around Sioux Falls. Fishing areas stocked with
easy to catch fish, like blue gills, designating these spots to youth only. The public fishing areas
around Sioux Falls are filled with shady adults. These people take the only decent spots and
parents with young kids do not have easy access to the water.

Provide more public hunting land and access. The walk-in program is amazing. Along with the
variety of walk in types: no hunting before crops are harvested, being able to drive to drop off
decoys, etc. These places and access trails are usually clearly posted. MORE PLEASE.

Provide more quality, accessible public areas

Provide more rentals of bows, kayaks, etc

provide more rv camping opportunites. Improve the reservation system

Provide more shore fishing opportunities by removing aquatic vegetation, ensuring good quality
of the water, cutting and trimming of vegetation to provide shore access, shore line dredging to
improve fishing conditions.

Provide more trails around the Sioux Falls area

Provide more trails for x-country skiing, hiking, biking (paved trails) & snowshoeing

Provide opportunities for state residents to obtain park reservations before out of staters
Provide reduced fees for senior citizens

Provide security

Provide special hunts for disabled hunters

Providers are doing a good job. Barriers to participate by the public are mostly self-induced.
Public areas where target shooting is allowed east river would be nice. Currently only a few
private ranges available.

Public transportation

Public water access is getting difficult along the river. Too many RV parks with no
improvement/increased capacity to park or launch boats.

publicize more information

Purchase additional public land.

Put a stop to these private campgrounds popping up along the park entrances

Put an outdoor rifle range in the east river that is open everyday day.
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Put back the length limits on BASS!

Put up more handicapped signs. Make some trails more accessible with outhouses and
wheelchair accessible.

Questions about security, including some viruses

quit booking camp sites and then they do not show up.. It should be like a motel you do not call
or show that site should be open...I was camping a lot this summer and a lot of sites were open for
days but if you get on the site it is booked..

Quit charging out of state people extra fees. [ have no interest in staying in S.D. parks again
because of extra fees. I tell everyone I know my thoughts.

Quit letting people reserve camping spots in the state parks that don't use them. Reserve for a
week, camp for 2 nights. Keep Noem out of the pheasant hunting reports.

Quit making all of the state park campgrounds RESERVTION ONLY. We don't always know
how far we will travel, so we like to be able to find a first come first serve camp site opportunity.
Also provide more tenting opportunities. It seems like most places are for RV people. We enjoy
camping with a tent, but it is difficult sometimes to find a campground that has a tent area, or the
sites are crammed right next to each other, so we have no privacy.

Quit overbuilding State Parks, especially Custer State Park -- it's already too crowded much of
the year!

Quit raising fees every year, whether it is for camping, licenses, or just access.

Quit raising prices

Quit taking away public opportunities. Restrictions imposed by preventing public waters access,
increased restrictions on road hunting (such as HB 1090), and other efforts to privatize public
resources do not help statewide interest.

Quit taxing private facilities while subsidizing government facilities.

quit terrible and unnecessary logging practices that blight the landscape unnecessarily and that
destroys animal and rare plant habitat. Spruce forests in most particular.

quite blocking o ff camp sites that are already establisheh may put in new ones

ramps to all camping cabin

Rather than always first come first serve, how about offering lotteries for certain dates at camp
grounds and other activities.

Read the last answer

Reasonable rates for kayak rental

rec areas are crowded, boat docks are extremely crowded, to many trailer parks getting built next
to rec areas and boat docks and are ruining experiences for south dakota residents, i here this from
a lot of south dakota residents. access to hunting has almost been lost for normal working people.
reduce cabin prices at campgrounds

Reduce cost of entrance and use. Open more areas for primitive camping in Eastern sd.

Reduce fees

Reduce non resident hunting license fees

reduce out of state hunting pressure, it is getting to commercialized and harder to get permission
to hunt private land. the wildlife belongs to all of us

Reduce park fees for residents and charge non-resident's higher costs.

Reduce some of the cost

Reduce the cost by half and reduce the legislature’s budget accordingly
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Reduce the miles of motorized recreational trails on the Black Hills National Forest. The BHNF
has more miles than any other National Forest for motorized recreation. Our fees are way tooooo
low. Folks come here, tear it up, and drive away. Our forest is a trashed out, noise infested wreck.
You can reduce the number of miles of trails, reduce the number of ATVs on the trails, insist on
noise arresters, and provide more area for those who wish to experience quiet places to go. It is
our forest, too! I have observed poachers on ATVs while out horseback riding on the BHNF. The
moment they see me, they come to a skidding halt, turn around and speed away. Thank God, they
have not shot me or my horse. There are too many of them, they do not follow the rules, the rest
of us are having to put up with them. It must stop!

Regular Cleaning of bathroom at Enemy Swim boat Ramp

Regulate the prices. Way too expensive to come back

Reinstate the 'Family Fishing License' !

Remove barricades from roads and parks during winter season concerning access, iron mountain
road, needles hwy, Newton Hills state park, etc

Remove out of state fees. People already spend more money to travel from out of state. It is not
welcoming.

Remove part of the camping reservation system! All sites shouldn’t be able to be reserved- some
should be on a first come, first serve basis.

Remove side-by-sides. These people tear up the Black Hills with no regard for anything or
anyone in it. Start banning these things as other states have. It gets so bad that simply driving out
a country road is dangerous due to how these idiots drive.

Remove state required access permits to hunting on federal national forests. How can the state
require a hunter who has a valid hunting license to get permission from the state to hunt on
federal property?

Rent hiking equipment

Rental equipment such as kayaks or boats at the site (for those who don't have a way to transport
larger equipment). Some equipment such as skis that people might not want to own would be nice
as well.

rental rates have become too high and ability to rent RV spots in CSP in very difficult. Have more
same day RV campsites available.

Require reasonably good-neighbor behavior. i.e. not overly noisy--day or nite.

Reservations restrictions and limited space also UPkeep in campground at Shadehill NEED to be
addressed

Residents could have 30 day head start on camping reservations over non-resident (even for
Custer State Park)

Restrict deer draws to one option instead of two so you have a better opportunity to draw your
proffered tag.

Retired people, free fishing

Reverse gas prices to $2 gallon level.

Revise hunting seasons and fees to be more inclusive of out of State people

Rewards points for outdoor activities and get entered into drawings for equipment or park pass or
preference point or something. Enough gets wasted im sure on programs that aren't working.
Nightmare to track though I'm sure

Running water and showers at Equestrian sites

Safe walking paths to fishing areas
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Scheduling camp sites prior to ninety days would be nice. Schedule year around with paid
penalties if cancellations are not made prior to arrival date.

SD GF&P website is unfriendly to me.

SD has limited real estate for outdoor recreation. Stop promoting the state to no residents.
Population will ruin the environment and the outdoor experience here.

SD residents should only have to buy one park entrance license vs one for each vehicle

security

security

security

Security measures have been improved

See earlier remark

see previous question. Accessible canoe and kayak ramps, a hard surface path to the beach in
some areas for wheelchairs/walkers etc.

Seems like if there is boat landing in a State Park there is an additional fee (Park Sticker) required
to use. I feel that I have already paid enough for boat, trailer licenses, fishing and habitat stamps
fees.

Seniors license fee lesson to a manageable fee or free. Most of them are on limited income and
the GF&P is taking away what they payed for most of their life to begin with. Habit stamp what
a rip off I provide more habitat than they do at a large cost that I enjoy doing.

Separate ATV and UTV enthusiasts from common hunting areas during deer and elk season
Separate out hunting seasons more like Colorado. There are too many people. The game is there
but too many people all at once.

Set hunting seasons to start and end corresponding with local Tribal seasons.

Shorter hunting seasons. Afraid of getting shot.

Simplify and reduce rules and regulations, reduce cost of license or increase land access.

Slow down the visitors to our area so we can enjoy the quiet, peaceful areas without 10,000
screaming kids, racing boats etc

Social security stability

Some parks with longer hiking trails would be nice. We don’t have much more than a mile or
two in most east river parks.

Some understanding of deaf culture and ASL

Sorry, no

South Dakota badly needs a total water management program. Excessive run off from drained ag.
land causes excessive pollution/algae blooms in our lakes and streams resulting in closed
swimming beaches and generally a negative impact on the desire to recreate on them.
Furthermore many of our lakes are flooded during periods of high precipitation to the point of
flooding roads and dwellings. This is caused by the lack of any planning relevant to drainage in
the watersheds .

South Dakota cotizen free access to parks and fishing

South Dakota has 350 miles of hard-surface bike trails--Minnesota has 3500 miles.

South Dakota has done a great job of providing opportunities to assist people with disabilities.
South dakota lifelong residents who are at or beyond retirement age should be able to purchase a
senior pass to parks, camping etc. Much as the federal gov't has lifetime senior passes. We
worked all of our life to support south dakota and our outdoor programs. It's the least the gfp can
do for our service to the state.
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South Dakota lottery draw for hunting licenses Is absolutely ridiculous; for both residents and
non-residents. Texas, New Mexico, Florida all have over the counter licenses.

South Dakota needs to have better access to rivers for kayakers. Ramps are often muddy.
Parking lots by access points can be very rough and rutted

South Dakota needs to stop over charging out of state people

South Dakota where fishing lakes are popular

Space out campsites better. More trees

Sportsmans Clubs and locals could provide assistance for boating and shore fishing. Fishing piers
are and and have been important. Suggest more piers.

spray for mosquitos in the summer

spraying for mosquitoes? :)

Spread out visitors more in CSP so there isn’t such congestion. Lead the state in normalizing
better pay and 4 day work weeks so people have more time to recreate.

State government, Noem and her state forester could stop being advocates for cutting down the
entire Black Hills National Forest, a wonderful recreation opportunity that is being ruined by
politicians and those who pay them.

State Park annual pass price is way too high. Custer State Park is overcrowded. Geese at lakes in
Custer State Park are a nuisance.

State park camping reservation system is a joke. Sights are reserved for extensive periods and
then not occupied. No opportunity to be spontaneous and take your tent out for a weekend and
find a spot at a State Park.

State parks and GPS need more horse riding trails

State parks are too expensive. I pay the same with my pop-up camper running only a fan and light
as a giant rv running 2 air conditioners, a frig, tvs, etc. Double-up fees are ridiculous. Got charged
double for a pop-up and pickup camper because we were trying to be nice and let someone else
get a spot and have the opportunity to camp. If we're going to pay double anyways then we're just
going to get the other spot and someone else will miss out.

State parks could have more rental equipment. Paddleboards, kayaks, etc.

State Parks should advertise their activities for the camping weekends better. Post flyers in the
bath houses.

State parks should try to have more fishing docks. Town people drive out to fish and the campers
have no room

Stop allowing farmers blocking roads and access to state / federal lands for hunting, fishing and
hiking. Do not allow landowners blocking access to rivers and streams from high water line to
high water line. The Missouri River, Sioux River and Cheyenne River are good examples where
this is done.

Stop asking woke questions... there r no barriers only lazy people who like to complain

Stop building houses in national Forrest and stop making more rules for hunting

Stop encouraging people to come to South Dakota for recreation or to live! They are uneducated
in use of public lands and 'demand' service and facilities that don't necessarily remain compatible
with the types of recreation that are so important for relaxation, enjoyment, cherishing nature.
Stop letting everyone book 6months in advance

Stop Looking for barriers. Go outside. Either you wanna be outside or you don’t.

Stop making the outdoors about parks, that is not what it is about. We have enough campgrounds.
We have enough places that require permits. We have enough areas that keep restricting vehicle
access. It almost seems as though you want want to turn the 'outdoors' into a damn city park. there
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should be areas that if you do not have a good 4x4 you shouldnt be able to get there. Everything,
every where should not be accessible for everyone. Stop worrying about rutted trails and closing
roads... that is part of the experience. Really frustrating when you see areas open to bicycles, atvs,
motorcycles, horses, during the spring and summer and when fall arrives hunters are excluded
from driving their vehicles in the same areas. There are quite a few people that do not want
campers and tents all over the area that we hunt. Frustrating having a place to duck hunt, you set
up the decoys and some idiot and his family arrive across the lake and start fishing.....about 75
yards away from your decoys. Some areas should be wild and not have water, sewage dumps,
restricted pay access to pay for upkeep. There should be some areas where you have to use 4x4 to
get there or walk.

Stop over licensing the deer herd

Stop private campgrounds from hoggng the state run boat ramps and access areas

Stop promoting to out of state participants

Stop providing so many buck tags to out of state hunters for $500 a pop. A South Dakota hunter
can't draw a buck tag, but all of these Pennsylvania guys can now get a tag and come shoot South
Dakota deer. I fortunately took a buck to the processors last year; not because I drew an any
whitetail tag, but because some of out of state hunter just sawed off the antlers on his deer and
didn't care about the meat. It seems to me like SD GFP is more concerned now about the cash
than providing great hunting experiences for the citizens of South Dakota.

Stop renting out so many of those damned ATV/UTVs.

Stop socialism.

Stop the DNR from pulling over watercraft to check for AIS unless next to water or waterways.
Stop the money grab of increasing license fees and using 'loopholes' to invoke additional costs
through requirements for certificates and stamps. Keep the government intrusions and
bureaucracy to a minimum. Get back to the basics and stop chasing 'butterflies'.

Stop with all the fees. It’s too expensive. Don’t charge for state parks or to tent camp. Same with
hunting, the fees and licenses are ridiculously and stop people like me from doing it. Too much
bureaucracy and fees to enjoy our outdoors

Suppliers should provide more multi-person cooperation and interaction to carry out incentive
activities

Supporting activities for parents and children

Take better care of local lakes and ponds, invest in more activities such as canoos, and kayaks
Take reservations for all camp sites in the state. Set regulations for how recreational activities are
allowed.

TAKE THE POLITICS OUT OF GAME & FISH MANAGMENT!!! LET BIOLOGY,
SCIENCE AND WATER HISTORY OF THE STATE OF SD PREVAIL!!!! ITS NOT SO
MUCH WHAT WE CAN DO TO IMPROVE BUT HOW CAN WE STOP THE
DESTRUCTION AND PRIVITIZATION OF OUR NATURAL RESOURCES!!!!

Take trail permit stickers away or start actually enforcing the trails. I buy one every year and
never see anyone getting tickets for driving around closed roads or having no trail permits

Tell campground hosts to stop acting like they think they are the police.

Thanks

That is not a huge concern or problem for me.

The activities are rich and interesting

The areas that I use have ample access for all.
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The ATVs so diminish the sense of tranquility and they re tearing up the trails. Please restrict
their use and ENFORCE it.

The barriers are things in my control.

The 'barriers' I see in the people around me are having their children overscheduled in organized
sports. That prevents families from exploring the Outdoors, which is their own fault. I would
like to see more groups geared for women. I have met many women who simply didn't have the
instruction growing up like men did from a mentor for many activities that our state has to offer.
The BOW program has only one weekend and limited participants. More programs like that
should be offered year round. Secondly, safe and ethical recreation takes instruction, repetition,
and ethics. A longer mentorship program would help with that.

The biggest problem that I see in the Black Hills area is the UTV / ATV traffic. There is a large
issue with people taking there UTV’s / ATV’s off of the designated roads which make it very
difficult for people to hunt. The has made it to where a lot of people can’t fill there tags during
season. I personally had an elk tag this year that ended up being wasted due to this activity
specifically. Multiple times I would be stalking elk and would have someone driving around on
the fire roads that are not to be used. This action would spook the elk and cause them to run. I
don’t know how this could be regulated but I think it would be a great discussion.

The Black Hills has grown increasingly crowded the past few years. I am concerned about the
capacity for our trails, parks & recreation areas to handle all these people. Honestly, the state
needs to stop pushing the Black Hills area so much in its tourism advertising. The answer is not
more parking lots either - that will only add more people to the crowded trails & lakes. We
simply need to get back to a manageable level; our space is finite.

The camping cabins, like the ones at Shadehill, make overnight camping for someone who likes
to boat, but doesn't have a camper possible for people with young children.

The cost of camping and park fees is making things more difficult causing us to travel and visit
less.

The cost of hunting license has continued to go up and is way more expensive and way more
cumbersome than my prior state of AR to hunt and fish in. Also they have changed the hunting
license process to receive a license to 'make it easier to get the license you want with deer
hunting, ect' and I have now received fewer licenses since that process changed. Also there are
fee to every state park to enter and enjoy activities and its just easier to go to a city park and not
have to pay a daily fee and go through the hassle of dealing with that and then dealing with the
crowding in certain areas.

The cost of licenses (hunting, fishing, vehicle licenses, etc) is prohibitively high. I will continue
to pay them out of necessity but it is frustrating. It seems like GF&P and several other licensing
entities are simply trying to turn a profit from taxpayers. I am also frustrated with the online
camping reservation system. Honestly, I hate it. It was MUCH better when we could just show
up and hope to find a spot...and usually that was no problem. Now it feels like camping at most
of the state facilities has to be planned months in advance. It really takes the fun out of it.

The cultural differences

The deer license draw process is frustrating. Having to choose only 2 seasons in the 1st draw is
not great. If it was just me applying it would not be bad, but with me and 2 kids, it becomes
difficult to manage which tag to apply for depending on each of our preference points for
different tags. Changing that sure has not helped us draw tags any sooner. Overcomplicated
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The economic benefits to the local communities far out way the ability to reduce the crowds and
ATV/UTV use in the Black Hills. It is way too crowded most day in the Hills. The lack of
enforcement or monitoring by the State or Feds has a been a long-time issue.

The economy of the American West is shifting from resource based to recreation based. Read
Dr. Tom Power an economist at U. Montana. We need to protect open space and recreation of all
types for future generations and for the economy of our state. This is especially true in the Black
Hills where we are loosing open space at a rapid rate to development. Conservation of private
lands is important for health of public lands ->
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/270153650 Post-

Cowboy Economics Pay and Prosperity in the New American West

The heavy AVT/OTV/UTYV use is having a negative impact on our family enjoyment of the
campgrounds, especially in the Black Hills. They are noisy, dusty and smelly. The users often
come in large loud groups. The noise of the vehicles take away from the serenity we came
outdoor seeking. The riders use the bathroom facilities of area campgrounds even when they are
not register guests, often tying the bathroom facilities up for 45 minutes or more and using up all
the supplies. The enjoyment of our last few camping trips were greatly diminished by all these
riders/vehicles roaring through.

The increased availability of fishing piers at State parks and recreation areas.

The infrastructure of the docks and roads to the docks is deteriorating to the point that we cannot
risk using certain docks on the Missouri River. The fees for camping, licenses, entrance stickers
have all increased in the same year. I'm hoping the hole in the concrete ramp at Okobojo can be
filled!!!! My suggestion is to maintain what infrastructure we have, especially with all the cost
increases in fees.

The invasive species program is a joke u put people out to monitor 2x a year. 100% or don’t do it
who inspects the ducks? Docks are to short at most places. Non resident fishing license fees are
insane. Sdgfp needs to work something out with nebraska below Gavin’s point that situation isn’t
documented well and it’s a joke. Then nebraska wants their cut. Nebraska wardens are jerks not
helpful to new people. Like they have a quota. So with the extra fees etc I can drive a little further
better limits and not at places that are a little more commercialized.

The lakes that I go to regularly in eastern south Dakota are very overcrowded with non resident
people which is great that they come here to fish but I takes away from the experience when there
isn't even room to park. The people I have asked about what would bring them to the area all day
the same thing. We see adds on TV all the time about how great the fishing is so we came to try it
out not knowing there wouldn't be a place to camp or park or clean fish. Can't invite people you
don't have room for. A few more game wardens would be a great addition and would be
welcomed by everyone I know.

The lakeside campsites at Sheps Canyon on Angostura Resevoir should be fee areas with limits
on how long you can stay- 3-4 days so more people can enjoy the area and not have people who
come and stay for weeks at a time.

The low water levels have created extensive beaches that are perfect for kiteboarding, etc

The main thing that [ enjoy in the outdoors is hunting and fishing with family and friends. The
problem is getting licenses to hunt in the hills so I choose to go out of state where tags are more
available.

The new reservation web site is a big mess and very hard to navigate. The process has really been
messed up. Not sure what you folks tried to do.
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The number of people looking to use the parks campgrounds, and facilities far exceeded the
number of parks, campgrounds, and facilities that are available.

The only barrier I perceive in SD is lack of public land. I strongly encourage GFP to continue
pursuing programs such as the Walk In Areas.

The only issue we run into sometimes is the access to parking. Some of the trails in and around
the hills have very limited areas to park especially if you’re driving to an area with bikes loaded.
The parks, trails and lakes have been incredibly crowded and sometimes private landowners
block access to public lands. I think more people would participate in outdoor recreation if we
had more accessible space in our local communities. Like regional parks and open space areas.
The people involved with Custer State Park have always been very friendly and courteous. 1
haven't figured out why rangers in the national parks treat visitors as if the rangers own the parks.
We haven't had a problem with them, it's the attitude they portray--militaristic.

The price and the highly limited deer licenses make it unattractive to take young adults hunting.
The cost of fishing licenses have kept is from purchasing them to only use a few times per year.
The private reading environment is great

The reservation system we have found that a lot of people reserve at 90 days prior and then don't
go and the campsites are open.

The Reservation System. Too cumbersome for non-techies and there are not enough camping
places available. Everything is always full. Even if you do it the first day.

The reservation time should change back to midnight on the day your ALLOWED TO RESERVE
a camp site. NOT WAIT till 7am. Otherwise why do online reservations?

The restrictions/regulations on reserved campsites. Sold our camper because we could never get a
campsite

The rules are in place in state campgrounds but are not enforced. State employees see rules being
broken and look the other way.

The sdgfp app on my phone is hard to use. It should be fixed so its more user friendly.

The shooting range monies could be much better spent on other areas.

The Southeast corner of South Dakota needs more and better fishing opportunities, there are
hundreds of sportsmen in this area and we have to drive long distances to get to decent fishing
The State has to do something to improve pheasant numbers. There are still way too many
predators. Birds of prey are a big problem. The lack of cover and feed is terrible. Growing up,
there was much more cover. Now, farmers mow every ditch and plow the fields before winter.
Even some GFP ground is plowed before winter. There is nothing but dirt - no scattered grain
and no cover. Drainage tile is eliminating sloughs all over eastern SD. Much GFP land contains
extremely poor grass/cover. This land should be replanted with better pheasant friendly grasses.
Until the State addresses the lack of cover, we will never get strong pheasant numbers back.
Better access to private ground for hunting is needed. If a landowner receives any government
subsidies or assistance, they should be required to provide reasonable public hunting/fishing
access. The biggest thing holding me back from participating in SD outdoor activities is the lack
of pheasant numbers and the overcrowding of lakes.

The state needs more campgrounds with modern facilities.

The state recreation areas can really use kayak launches at lakes and the Missouri river. We have
been kayak fishing for 10 years and see more kayakers every year.

The use of ATV/UTV’s has become out of hand. Locals and visitors using ATV’s, especially in
Western SD, has taken away from the beauty and tranquility of the area. Lack of enforcement is
causing trails to be torn up, ATV drivers are not being monitored and are going around barriers to
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create their own trails, and parks are not being monitored for use of illegal drugs and
overconsumption of alcohol. It simply does not feel safe to visit SD parks and other areas any
more. It’s just so unfortunate. If our governor continues to “invite” people to move to our state,
then there should be a plan in place to improve infrastructure and provide enough law
enforcement to ensure a good quality of life.

There are different levels of participation and expertise. Make sure the youth and 1st timers are
supported.

There are no barriers for folks who really want to get out there. You can go places that do not
cost money.

There are no barriers other than over promotion and overcrowding of hiking areas and a total lack
of management of ATV’s UTV’s. GF&P needs to get a handle on this issue rather than pass it
off to the USFS.

There are no barriers.

There are no other comments

There are plenty of opportunities in South Dakota

There aren't any barriers for what I want to do.

There have gotten to be way too many off road vehicles in the Black Hills and there are not
enough law enforcement to enforce the regulations. This is a huge problem and needs to be
addressed. The logging industry is also cutting way too many big trees and leaving either too
much bare forest or areas of crowded thin trees and making the forest not so nice to look at and
disturbing way too much wildlife.

There is a better field for outdoor sports

There is mostly just a lack of places to recreate and/or find solitude near Sioux Falls and much of
southeastern SD.

There is no better suggestion

There is such a high demand for camping. It would be nice to have more availability for camping.
There needs to be more trail access to varying types of trails that are accessible close to where
people live. The States focus has been too much on sports like snowmobiling and State Parks that
are not accessible to the majority due to cost/travel.

they have done a lot already

They need more camping places. Camp grounds are always packed and you have to make
reservations 3 months in advance. Plus you have to pay for days that you're not even going to be
there, because otherwise you won't even get a camping place for the day that you want.

This is not an issue for me personally but many of my friends do not feel comfortable hiking
alone.

This shutting waterways is BS! No one owns the water! It comes and it goes!

those with disabilities would probably appreciate more small cabins and fishing spots with ramps.
Also a small cabin with indoor plumbing.

Time permitting

To play tennis

Too many tourists. The last two years has been terrible. No peace even when [ walk back around
a lake to shore fish. Tourists come and stand right behind me. Gov. Noem made this into some
political movement to come here. There are no benefits for the residents. It seems everything is
for tourists. There is no enforcement of bad behavior by tourists either, I am happy for the
businesses but the attitude and behavior change of tourists is unacceptable. I haven't want to go
to even the local grocery store. Quality of life is important. NOT just money. Poaching is
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up..bad driving....bad behaviors. I want my home and town back. I used to fish every other day
at several different lakes. I rented boats and quit that because of almost being run over and
washed out. GFP should be about resident opportunities year round.

Tough with hunting. not much anyone can do to help a mobility impaired individual walk across
a field, etc.

Train folks how to operate boats, back boat trailers, etc.

Trap stray cats as the help to destroy the pheasant population.

Tree beach maintenance

Trim more low overhanging trees or branches they make costly damage to RV vehicles by
rubbing hitting or scratching

Trumpers in SD are very hostile. Felt unwelcome wearing a mask for their protection as well as
mine. One campground owner north of Pierre said the panademic was a hoax. He was also
friends with your governor.

Try to limit price increases on hunting/fishing licenses.

Unless you plan way way way in advance of camping, you can't get a site reservation.

Upgrade trails to make them smoother for those who are mobility challenged. At benchs so one
can rest on longer trails,

Useless rules, lack of enforcement of those rules never see a CO Ranger in the Black Hills, roads
poorly marked, different rules in different districts like Ebikes. UTV run wild in the Black Hills a
few do a lot of damage, walking trails is a waste of time if the UTVs are going by you what’s the
point of walking.

Vote for party that promotes America first such as secure borders, USA oil and gas production,
less regulations and maintain our constitutional rights.

Walk slower and identify birds or flowers

Walk-in hunting ground should be higher quality, maybe plant some crops to hold wildlife
Walking friendly

walking/wheelchair access is difficult from limited handicapped parking.

We are loving things to death, need to limit use Crowding is brutal

We don't really have any barriers that would keep us from going outside and doing activities
other than time. Sometimes when state parks are full, people are nasty and rude. Makes it not so
fun.

We don't really have any barriers to participation. Admission fees are certainly a concern, but
they aren't going to keep us from doing what we want. One thing that would help us in particular
is to have more camping sites that larger rigs can get into easily. Since we're full-time, we live in
a large unit - a 46' fifth wheel that we pull with a Freightliner. Narrow roads with too many trees
and sharp turns prevent us from enjoying some state parks and recreation areas, and we're
unlikely to go if we can't camp overnight. We avoid private RV parks, so we will just go
elsewhere if we don't fit. We're as big as a semi truck/trailer combination, if that helps you picture
our size.

We have a great time doing our favorite things outdoors and you provide great opportunities and
a wide variety of things to do all year round.

WE HAVE ENJOYED SD STATE PARKS AND RECREATION IN SD FOR 20 +
YEARS.....THIS YEAR THEY INCREASED THE FAMILY FISHING AND INDIVIDUAL
FISHING LICENSES SO MUCH THAT WE ARENT PURCHASING THEM.....THIS HURTS
FAMILIES.... WE HAVE TAUGHT OUR KIDS TO DO THINGS AND ENJOY NATURE
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AND NOW WE HAVE TO TELL THEM THAT WE CANT AFFORD FOR THEM TO
FISH.....ITS TERRIBLE.......

We like to bring our two dogs with us. Few places have dog areas for off leash play or swimming
areas that are dog friendly. . We find it difficult to camp with the dogs in the summer as we cant
rent cabins, we dont have a camper, so tenting can be hard to keep us and our dogs cool. We
enjoy archery, but few places offer ranges or trails.

We like water so more water.

We live out in a rural area so some of the activities are not close by.

We need a park or public area to recreate on East side of Rapid City/Rapid Valley

We need access to land locked public water, such as at Hidden Hill Lodge. The lodge claims the
lake as their private lake, it is NOT. It's public land but they have locked the public OUT. There
are more examples of the same in South Dakota.

We need more areas. I actually like some barriers, we need easy to access areas for people but it's
not really challenging or truly 'away from it all' when there are no barriers to overcome. There is
no accomplishment, no sense of adventure when it is too easy.

We need more information about up coming programs. Public ads, e-mails,

We need 