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 KONOCTI REGIONAL TRAILS MASTER PLAN - PUBLIC SURVEY

September 2009

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

As part of the outreach strategy in creating a Master Trails Plan for Lake County, a series of 15 questions
was developed to identify existing destinations, desired modes of trail use, key issues and concerns, and
desired amenities. Additionally, the survey was designed to determine the level of support for a Konocti
Regional Trail system and garner potential volunteers. 

The website Survey Monkey (www.SurveyMonkey.com) was used to host the online questionnaire for a
30-day time period. Solicitations were made via email, press releases were published in local media, and
flyers were posted at numerous locations around the county. Local high schools were also approached to
engage responses from a younger group.

The survey elicited 652 responses, predominantly within Lake County; this represents 1% of the
population. The demographics included 66% female, while the major age group was 45-65 (51%) followed
by 115 youth under the age of 18 (18%). The bulk of the survey-takers resided in the Lakeport/Kelseyville
area (48%).

The top three types of activities done in Lake County included walking/hiking (87%), dog-walking (47%)
and paddling (29%), with biking and equestrian activities closely following. The bulk of current “trail
usage” consisted of walking local roads and neighborhoods. Clear Lake State Park, Anderson Marsh
Historic Park, Highland Springs Reservoir and Cache Creek were the most visited destinations.

Respondents identified Mt. Konocti as the area most desired for future trail development, followed by the
cities of Lakeport and Kelseyville and the Northshore ridgeline. Half of the people felt they would use a
future trail system at least weekly, rising to 94% at least monthly on a recreational basis, rather than as
alternative mode of transportation.

Safety was number one in concern for the development of trails - be it personal safety, safe road crossings
or safe and direct access between communities - as well as trail maintenance and management. Desirable
amenities included directional signs and maps, restrooms, trailhead parking and trash bins. Respondents
also expressed a strong desire for local pathways and connections.

The desired trail development responses were loosely grouped into 6 study areas:
• Clear Lake (water trails)
• North Shore (Nice, Lucerne, Clearlake Oaks)
• Konocti Region (Kelseyville, Rivieras),
• West shore (Lakeport, Upper Lake);
• South County (Cobb/Middletown/Hidden Valley;
• East Shore (Clearlake, Lower Lake)

A vast majority of respondents (92%) support the creation of trails in Lake County, with nearly 250
respondents (42%) willing to work on trail planning and development. This amount of community support
is pivitol in making the Konocti Regional Trails system a success.



-2-

1.0  PURPOSE

As part of the outreach strategy in creating a Master Trails Plan for Lake County, an online
survey was posted to solicit community input. This survey will be used to guide the county in
creating a network of trails and community pathways on and around Clear Lake, with the goal of
making connections to local communities. 

The developed plan will incorporate:
• Future hiking, biking and equestrian trails
• Safe routes between neighborhoods, work and schools utilizing bike lanes, sidewalks and

walking paths
• Water paddling trails on Clear Lake.
• Existing trails and trailheads on public lands and in our State, county and city parks - eminent

domain is not a consideration.

2.0 QUESTIONNAIRE

A series of 15 questions was developed to identify existing destinations, desired modes of trail
use, key issues and concerns, and desired amenities. Additionally, the survey was designed to
determine the level of support for a Konocti Regional Trail system and garner potential
volunteers. 

Questions included:
1. If you live in Lake County, which town do you live in? (Choice of 13 areas) 
2. If you do not live in Lake County, where do you live? 
3. Which of the following activities do you currently use trails for? (Choice of 11 types)
4. What destinations in Lake County do you currently visit to use trails? (Choice of 14)
5. Which of the following destinations would you like to see new or improved trails? (Choice of

18)
6. How do you rate the following issues in the planning of a trail system? (Choice of 14)
7. If the trail system was developed, how often do you think you would use it? (Choice of 4)
8. If the trail system was developed, how would you or your family primarily use the trail

system? (Choice of 4).
9. How would you rank the importance of the following amenities which might be featured into

the trail system? (Choice of 12)
10. What is your age group?
11. What is your gender?
12. Do you generally support the creation of new trails in Lake County as part of a regional trails

system?
13. Would you be interested in working to develop and plan trails in your community or other

communities in Lake County?
14. Please provide contact information if you would like more information on the Lake County

Konocti Regional Trails Master Plan.
15. Please provide any additional comments.
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Additionally, questions #1, 3, 13 and 14 were designed to gather more specific details, while
questions #4, 6, 9, 12 and 15 allowed for personal comments.

3.0  COMMUNITY OUTREACH:

The website Survey Monkey (www.SurveyMonkey.com) was used to host the online
questionnaire for a 30-day time period. Initial discussions were held regarding the validity of an
online-only method of data collection. With lack of manpower and time constraints being key
issues, the ability of Survey Monkey to automatically tabulate responses became a priority.

To encourage wide-spread community involvement, numerous methods of outreach were used. 

• Solicitations to several email lists, including: the Sierra Club; the Redbud Audubon Society;
Lake County Land Trust; a Konocti Regional Trails interest mailing list; all county employees;
a county Parks & Recreation mailing list

• Links to the survey were posted on various websites: KonoctiTrails.com; Sierra Club; Lake
County Land Trust; Clearlake Chamber of Commerce; Lake County Chamber of Commerce;
Hidden Valley Lake HOA website; County of Lake Website front page; Parks and Recreation
page on the county website; all county library public computers; local college computer labs at
Yuba and Mendocino Colleges; Lake County high school computer labs and websites.

• Press releases were issued in the Record-Bee, LakeCoNews.com, and both the Clearlake and
Lake County Chamber of Commerce newsletters.

• Flyers were posted at the Lake County Fair as well as on bulletin boards and numerous local
businesses throughout the county.

4.0  SURVEY RESULTS

The survey elicited 652 responses, approximately 1% of the county’s population. A copy of the
summarized survey results and actual questions can be found in Appendix A.  For several of the
questions, the trail development responses were loosely grouped into six localized study areas; all
other destinations were outside the primary study areas (OS). See Fig 1.

• Clear Lake (CL - water trails)
• North Shore (NS - Communities: Nice, Lucerne, Clearlake Oaks)
• Konocti Region (KR - Communities: Kelseyville, Rivieras; Destinations: Highland Springs

County Park, Clear Lake State Park),
• West shore (WS - Communities: Lakeport, Upper Lake; Destinations: Rodman Slough);
• South County (SC - Communities: Cobb/Middletown/Hidden Valley; Destinations:

Middletown Trailside Park, Boggs Lake, Boggs Mountain State Forest)
• East Shore (ES - Clearlake, Lower Lake; Destinations: Anderson Marsh State Park)

Destinations considered outside of the study areas (OS) included Mendocino National
Forest/Snow Mountain, Cache Creek, Lake Pillsbury, Knoxville Recreation Area/Reiff Rd, Cow
Mountain, Walker Ridge/Indian Valley Reservoir.



-4-

Figure 1: Current Lake County Destinations and Study Areas
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4.1  Demographics (Location, age and gender) - Questions 1, 2, 10, 11

The largest segment of responses came from the Westshore area (Lakeport, Upper Lake),
followed by Konocti Region (Kelseyville, Rivieras) and Northshore (Clearlake Oaks, Lucerne,
Nice, Glenhaven). While Clearlake and Hidden Valley are the two largest populations in the
county, the responses from these two regions were relatively low.

We received 65 responses from out-of-county residents, possibly those with second homes in
Lake County. These were mostly from Mendocino, followed by Sonoma and Napa counties. A
couple came from out-of-state, as far away as Oregon and Florida.

Women provided the bulk of responses at 66.4%. The major age group for all genders was 45-65
years old (50.7%) followed by youth under the age of 18 (17.9%); this was attributed to the huge
outreach made to the high schools to get the area youth involved. The 36-45 year age bracket
came in third at 13.9%. 

4.2  Current Activities - Question 3

Survey takers were asked to pick their top three activities from a list of 11. The top types of
activities done in Lake County included walking/hiking (87%), dog-walking (47%) and paddling
(29%), with road bicycling (28%), mountain biking (23%) and equestrian activities (23%) closely
following.

When asked to pick their primary use, the top activities included walking/hiking (47%), horseback
riding (13%), dog walking (10%), road bicycling (10%). Several respondents mentioned dirt
biking and BMX.
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4.3  Current Destinations - Question 4

Participants were asked to rank how often (frequently, sometimes, never) they visited fourteen
recreational destinations in Lake County. Of these, eight were actually located within one of the
study areas, while the others were outside. The largest segment (60%) said they frequently used
local paths/roads in their neighborhoods, followed by Highland Springs (21% - KR), Boggs
Mountain State Forest (20% - SC) and Clear Lake State Park (13% - KR).
The top five “sometimes” destinations included Clear Lake State Park (60% - KR), Anderson
Marsh Historic Park (50% -ES),  Highland Springs Reservoir (48% - KR) and Cache Creek (48%
- OS).

The five least visited areas (recipients selected “never”) were Knoxville/Reiff Rd (79% - OS),
Middletown Trailside Park (70% - SC), Boggs Lake (68% - SC), Walker Ridge/Indian Valley
(68% - OS) and Lake Pillsbury (62% - OS). 

It becomes apparent that the closer the availability of a destination, and/or the more activities
offered, the more it is used. Over 90% of the respondents used local paths/neighborhood roads
sometimes-to-frequently, while the most-used county destinations included the two state parks,
the county’s Highland Springs, and BLM’s Cache Creek. While Cache Creek was outside of the
study areas, it is close to the large population base of Clearlake. Conversely, the lower percentage
of survey takers in the South County area possibly contributed to Middletown Trailside Park
being on the “least visited” list.

Participants also had the opportunity to list other destination areas they currently visited - a list of
these is in Appendix B-1. Most mentioned destinations were Mt. Konocti, Scotts Valley/Glen
Eden and Blue Lakes.

4.4  Desired Destinations and Potential Usage - Questions 5, 7, 8

Participants were asked to review eighteen choices and select the three areas they would most like
to see new or improved trails. Twelve of these were located in the study areas. Mount Konocti
(42% - KR) was the top choice, followed by trails in the city of Lakeport (32% - WS), Kelseyville
(29% - KR), the northshore (27% - NS) and Highland Springs (21% - KR). These figures loosely
follow the demographics of the survey population.

The four least picked were four of the five “never” visited, possibly due to distance -
Knoxville/Reiff Rd (OS); Boggs Lake (SC); Walker Ridge/Indian Valley (OS), Lake Pillsbury
(OS).

If a trails system were developed, 16% said they would use the trails daily, rising to 49% who
would use it weekly. The vast majority of participants (95%), said they would use the trails
system monthly or more, with 82% feeling they would use it often for recreational purposes. This
figure rises to 98% for recreational use on a “often or sometimes” basis. As an alternative
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transportation mode, participants felt they would sometimes use it for access to businesses (48%),
getting to work (22%) or school (25%) - only 7-13% felt they would use it often in these
instances. 

4.5  Important Trails Issues - Question 6

The survey asked participants to rate fourteen possible trails issues in terms of importance - very
important, somewhat important and not important. Safety was the number one concern for the
development of trails - be it personal safety (68%), safe road crossings (54%) or safe and direct
access between communities (61%) - as well as trail maintenance/management (59%) and
trailhead parking (54%). This was followed by trail linkages to interesting features (42%) and
connections to larger trails systems (41%). 

In fact, 75% or more of the participants rated 13 of the 14 issues as being somewhat to very
important; access by public transit was least valued. Participants were also allowed to leave
personal comments, which can be found in Appendix B-2. Some of the other issues commented
on, included dogs on trails, and interaction between varying activities.

4.6  Amenities Desired - Question 9

A list of 12 potential trails amenities were ranked from being very important, somewhat important
and not important. Desirable amenities included trash bins (59%), directional signs and maps
(58%), restrooms (55%) and trailhead parking (51%).

Amenities selected as “not important” included bike racks (37%), equestrian staging facilities
(36%) and water fountains (29%).

Participants were also allowed to leave personal comments, which can be found in Appendix B-3.
Once again, the issue of dogs and interaction between varying user groups were commented on.

4.7 Trails System Support and Volunteerism - Questions 12, 13, 14

Participants were asked if they generally supported the concept of a trails system in Lake County,
and if they would be interested in participating. 92% of the respondents generally supported the
concept of a trails system. It is to be noted that of the 8% not supportive, nearly 50% of these
were youth under the age of 18, with the most frequent suggestion being more youth activities
such as BMX, dirt biking and gaming. Additionally, some of the respondents not supportive also
volunteered to work on the trails system; it is theorized that some participants interpreted the
support to mean monetary donations. Participants were also allowed to leave personal comments,
which can be found in Appendix B-4.

Question 13 asked if participants would be interested in working to develop and plan trails in
Lake County, and if so, which communities. 42% (245) of the respondents are willing to
volunteer, while 177 specifically named communities they were interested in - these were divided
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into the regional study areas with most interest being in the West Shore and Konocti Region areas
(29% and 30% respectively), followed by Northshore (23%), South County (20%) and East
Shore (14%).

The questionnaire garnered contact information from 286 persons interested in keeping informed
or involved with the development of the Konocti Regional Trails System. This amount of
community support is pivitol in making the Konocti Regional Trails system a success.

4.8 Other Comments/Suggestions - Question 15

Lake County residents are not afraid to make their voices heard and many comments were given
in the survey, from what kinds of trails were needed to where those trails should be. One trail that
encompasses almost all study areas was a trail that encircles Clear Lake - both on land and water. 
While this is an excellent idea, the land portion may be extremely difficult due to private land
issues.  Other comments that were made include loop trails or themed trails - all comments can be
seen in Appendix B-5.  A compilation of suggested trail connections and locations - sorted by
study area - taken from all survey comments can be found in Appendix C.
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