PUBLIC INPUT on ihe draft master p!an and enwrenmental |mpact statement for |

SAUK PRAIRIE’RECREAT!ON \REA

Th:s decumenr IS desrgned to gather pub!;c feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Departmeni of Narurai Resources draff
- Sauk Prairie. Recrealion Area {SPRA}.master plan and enwronmenfa! rmpact s{a{ement whlch can be found er‘ ihe DNR Web :
srre dnr WI go and search fer “Sauk Pralne Recreanon Area ' R o : B

see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, ! think:
L) The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

)Q The following recreation activities should be added: (& {4 Zﬁ'ﬁ’ A L ﬁ e /( 2 / %“"’/WW -

) The following recreation activities should be removed: S7e e “7 ‘ 5*

ghadones ,}7 -
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2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:
3 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right,
ﬁl There should be more opportunities for these activities: /-Cé.pr¢ o /; Frie. 7 éi{u .v( Mvﬂj-' £7e ‘fw'i

7
(O There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: i} A pt s
7 e bt
3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be fmproved?

}”“W l S Iy ‘4"?’4 (Al tr gl lls Helide,
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{see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
Cjz_{hé mix of hobitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.

) More emphasis should be placed on:

U Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management technigues proposed to be used, ! think:
The mix of management techniques propased is appropriate.

3 More emphasis should be placed on:

O3 Less emphasis should be placed on:

{J These management technigues should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?
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{see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information}.

7. Rggarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, { think:
he mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.

{3 tess emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors wiff be most interested in learning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented {e.g., farger
populations of rare grasstand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some odverse outcomes may result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to controf invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?

Are t 0 ent f impacts that are not adequately explained? If s, how should they be described? )
;; ; } f (-«-01(/“}«-3 2"'/ 1%,,121,(‘_ f /‘4‘;\» {y M- @c /&fc%m
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{see the surnmary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

 FEEDBACK ON THE OVERf

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to (2 Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and C) Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats ot Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the baolance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? () Far too much emphasis on conservation

‘6@: About the right balance between conservation and recreation

(3 Somewhat too much emphasis en conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft m Ian?

145 “‘JA‘::—" 6?%/ //57/(? C/L'—Lf J/{?Zf /d;lﬁga///us /ﬂgﬁ/ /J,Aw/
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#,
13, There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to desmbe the proposed/ /7
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?
-
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitars. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

5

14. Dg you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?

C No
3 Don't know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Hiking or walking
-Recreational biking
{1 Horseback riding
3 Hunting
) Deer
() Pheasant
O Turkey
O Small game
O Other

. Trapping
Bird and other wildlife watching

4 Photography
Cﬁ" General sightseeing

{1 Automobile driving
Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
O, Snowmobiling

o@m{)ual-sport motorcycle riding

3 Rocketry

(O “Fattire” bike riding

3 Running or conditioning
(3 Geocaching

(3 Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY}

(] Nointerest ] {am concerned about safety

() Tlintend to wait until more recreation () Idon't liveinthe area
opportunities are available O Don't know

(3 1don't participate in the activities that are O Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

Y /@Z /‘?})f?.«c (//c_% /??djl’ /*’7?"?“’:(1 é’if g o ""‘”‘ZH aze
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18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip code of primary residence: '!)3 0 &! Name (Optional®}:

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety {including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments recelved.
Thank you!
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. What are the next steps?
Following the conclusion of the public review period for the draft master plan and environmental impact statement (EIS),
the Department will evaluate all the comments received and summarize them in a document that will be posted on the
DNR's web site. In addition, all responses, [etters, emails, and other communications received will be posted in their
entirety on the web site.

As with most draft master plans, the Department expects to receive a range of comments and suggested changes. Some
people may note errors and mistakes, while others may seek clarifying explanations or revisions to confusing sections.
Others may reguest changes to the substance of the draft plan — for example, different locations for facilities, expanded or
reduced opportunities for particular recreation activities, or different habitat outcomes or management strategies.
Department staff will carefully review these suggestions and requests and will revise the document as needed.

An accompanying document to the revised draft master plan and EIS will summarize the changes that were made based on
the public comments. If requested changes are not included in the revised version of the draft master plan and EIS, the
accompanying document will provide an explanation for why the proposed modifications were not incarporated.

If the public comments received on the draft document lead the Department to significantly change the proposed master
plan or assessment of impacts, the Department may conclude that this revised document should again be presented to the
public for a second review. However, if the modifications to the draft master plan and EIS are not substantial, then the
revised document (along with the summary of comments received and the explanation of modifications to the document)
will be forwarded to the Natural Resources Board for their consideration. The public can provide additional comments
directly to the Board as they review the draft plan.

How to participate in the final phase of the development of the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area master plan:

o Review the draft Master Plan and Environmental Impact Statement.

An on-line version is available at the DNR’s web site {dnr.wi.gov), search for keyword: Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
Printed copies are available at the Sauk City, Prairie du Sac, and Baraboo libraries.

¢ Attend the public hearing.

A hearing for the Department to receive comments from the public on the draft master plan will be held
September 10, 2015 from 5:00 to 8:00 p.m. at the River Arts Center (105 Ninth Street, Prairie du Sac).
Materials describing the proposed master plan will be available for review starting at 4:00 p.m. In additicn,
DNR staff will give a short overview of the proposed master plan at 5:00 p.m.

¢ Submit comments by September 25, 2015,

ON-LINE SURVEY {same as this survey}):
dne.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area”

MAILING ADDRESS:

John Pohiman — LF/6
Wisconsin DNR

P.O. Box 7921

Madison, WE 53707-7921

EMAIL:
DNRsaukprairie@wisconsin.gov

Thank you for vour interest in Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
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PUBLiC INPUT anﬁ‘i‘ﬁédfafl master b!an an'& envuonmentahmpaet statement for
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

: Thfs documenr .'s desr gned to gather pubiic feedback and wm.'nents oit the Wisconsiiy Deparirment of Nattiral Resowces draﬂ o
. Sauk Prame Recrealion Area (SPRA). master ptan ang. enwronmenfa.' rmpac! sa'a!emenr which can be found a! ihe DNR web R
j _? s:fe nr Wil g v and search for "Sauk Prairie. Rec{eallon Area : :

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:

(3 The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
O The following recreation activities should be added:

(X The fallowing recreation activities should be removed: .D Mra-»Q Mw /Lﬂég;?

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think;
(3 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right,

() There should be more opportunities for these activities: .

&N There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: MM%&M
3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recrectional

experiences be improved? .

{see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and monaged, 1 think:
o (3 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored ond managed s approgriote. W
¥ More emphasis should be placed on: %WWMMW

(3 Less emphasis should be placed on: ‘ .

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, ! think:
&L The mix of monagement techniques proposed is appropriate.

() More emphosis should be placed on:
() tess emphasis should be placed on:
(U1 “These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration end management of hobitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat manogement techniques? .
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13.
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" {see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
Q{The mix of proposed culturel and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
{7 More emphasis should be placed on:

) less emphasis should be ploced on:

What other comments do you hove regording the proposed culturot und historic interpretive apportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master pian for more information}.

Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grasstand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes moy result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation focilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local rouds from visitors),

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?

s that are .! ot adequ tely exp.’?r%d%g@ ho”’%%bﬁwmg/AW/%

. Different options to achieve the hobitot ond recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the afternatives evaluated but not included in the final deaft? Are there alternotives not sefected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

in developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to T} Far too mugh emphasis on recreation

balance recreation experiences finciuding education ond R Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairle Recreation Areo. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? (1 Far toc much emphasis on conservation

{3 About the right balance between conservation and recreation

3 Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation -

Whﬁaw thoughts on th drof%

There ore many aspects to this proposed master plun. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreahunan’ use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that areconfusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plon ore confuging, missing, or needfurt er explanatign? What questions de you have?

Wdtrs,, = A /‘.u..\“ /‘!LI_ e 2 7Y Ls

”, W ;




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be In a transition phase for many years to come. Qther
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have 2 safe experience.

5
{7 No
TV Don't know

14, ;)%}ya anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Ye

15, If "Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate ? (CHECK ALt THAT APPLY)

(.} Hiking or walking Y Photography

(CJ Recreational biking X General sightseeing

i} Horseback riding B Automobile driving

[ Hunting _1 Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
{2 Deer 3 Snowmohiling
(.} Pheasant 3 Dual-sport motorcycle riding
3 Turkey ) Rocketry
£ Small game 1 "Fat tire” bike riding
(3 Other ] Running or conditioning

3 Trapping { Geoccaching

PR Bird and other wildlife watching (. Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? [CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

) Nointerest " 1 'am concerned about safety
O lintend to wait until more recreation ' ldan’tlivein the area

I opportunities are available [t Don’t know

1 don't participate in the activities that are i Dther

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

18. What additional thoughts or comments would vou like to share?

Zip code of prin\ary{esidence: ‘5’3 EE ’{ Name (Optional®): M/%Q/( Mlﬁfﬁ Tf/l/

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety {including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so thaf everyone can read all of the comments received,
Thank you!
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PUBLIC INPUT ori hé drafi master plan and onvironmentalnisct statementions
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Prairie Recrealion Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
sife; dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”!

RECREATION! (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1.!' Regarding the proposed.mix of recreation activities, | think:
{2V The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

X3! The following recreation activities should be added: My e lalk H,ig Froils!

W' The following recreation activities should be removed: - % ; ic fe £ prt e AL Ay

Rockertrye Haombin é@ n/ Neg. 15—y

2.!' Regarding the pri posed amount rtunities for dif rent recreation activities, I think:
C3 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is ahout right.

Y There should be more opportunities for these activities:
3! There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: ﬂ.’n W abeut ‘:‘:2//2 = precrea s Ont Y /@ hab i ituf

L dj e mrcit . A-‘SO/‘S"G mf,( 1 < bc’?‘[rﬁﬁ
3.1 What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational

experiences be improved?
Dog hostong shoctld be a Uew ecd caky dun'na nntlfm)P// harting seesoqsa
g Vil 7
/Mfi oot g ranG e S should eueg & (onsiclercd ..
Snow mebite +§} [ on pc)ﬂ/ e Fek cwé// nat= taritenson,

HA_SI_TAT MANAGEMENT - {see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4.1 Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, I think:
M The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
U More emphasis should be placed on:

Lt Less emphasis should be placed on:

5.1 Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:

LX! The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
(I More emphasis should be placed on:

(3} Less emphasis should be placed on:

U These management techniques should not be used:

6.! What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

T in fu// §uﬂﬂoﬂ7i df Vw/‘/(’ /’M'Of?"af rrmnaj(?ﬁﬁf’/ﬁ
preposals_ bl A,mp Nt tebie! _restarptisze 1)l nclide
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CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7! Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, { think:
Eﬁﬁ The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
(Y More emphasis should be placed on:

(3t Less emphasis should be placed on:

8.1 What other comments do vou have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunitiesy What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

POTE.I'\J'E.'ZIA.L. OUTCOMES (see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information}.

a.!' Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grasstand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roacls from visitors}.

What are your thoughts on the description of potentiul effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adeq tefy explained? If so, how should they be described?

,aﬁﬁu ?.,%LF DLl s7S"
/))@3 sy %ﬁf?"(ﬂ

O_TC Ay e ﬁ//}/D(S/ Y i/*//ﬁ“ Brict & %’%é’//‘ /‘z}//c?/
Cf‘/”/ Lot - impaer-re (7‘&”(27( B 1S afleid e

ALTERNATIVES (see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10.! Different aptions to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

11.1In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to }Xﬁ! Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences fincluding education and
interpretation of the property} and the conservation of
native habitats ot Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and {H Sornewhat too much emphasis on conservation
conservation in the proposed master plan? T} Far too much emphasis on conservation

- More Z’d/wg.{@a é’c’,fﬂ’(_,_(’n /‘@of“(’n%z'o,«r v,

{3 Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation

! About the right balance between conservation and recreation

12.1 What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

Lo - Lrgpacts 4t s Oulll st be Copswteceds Ve s £ Jpo 6'7’(7 £
o Belued 4 critepig.Sor /zl.:g’“/}v} Lact- Shoulct be .S*e?'?”i,}'ﬁﬁ
1?'\2}::2):&3 many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed

ational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

—> T Suapo et an Cgaa/ Gmocat- o b be u«'(’r/ fa/"
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Aithough SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for rmany years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors, The Department will initially focus its
timited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14.1 Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
SN Yes
JF No
(! Don’t know

15.7If "Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are. you likely to participate? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

&1 Hiking or walking C e Photography
(! Recreational biking " [Rf General sightseeing
{4 Horseback riding X! Automobile driving
2! Hunting Ot Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
O Deer _ ' (3! Snowmobiiing
Ol Pheasant (! Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(31 Turkey (! Rocketry
) Smail game (31 “Fat tire” bike riding
(! Other (3! Running or conditioning
! Trapping (1! Geocaching
~&4( Bird and other wildlife watching (! Other

16.1 If “No” which of the following mrght be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

O No interest ' ' (]! 1 am concerned about safety

(J! {intend to wait until more recreation Il I don*t live in the area
opportunities are available ' {3 Don't know

(1l 1 don’t participate in the activities that are (! Other

proposed here

17.! What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

Birdng -+ 1) ’(ﬂiﬂ_ el el saa ¢ bikivg ol e
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18.1 What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

. There Shoald be . Cokesive ﬂ/,m for _eatire Bdaor fewd
arec. Whidll ineludes /‘()'//A/?/f/‘(/")‘(f/?ﬁ wWitb_al /aﬁffl’ﬂ HER S
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Zip code of primary residence: - >/ () Name (Optional¥): __ );{7/7“//‘//‘//////’ N /f% M(ﬁﬂ/z

* The Department will scan all responses, In their entirety (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!



What are the next steps? _

Following the conclusion of the public review period for the draft master plan and environmental impact statement {EIS),
the Department will evaluate all the comments received and summarize them in a document that will be posted on the
DNR’s web site. In addition, ali responses, letters, emails, and other communications received will be posted in their
entirety on the web site,

As with most draft master plans, the Department expects to receive a range of comments and suggested changes. Some
people may note errors and mistakes, while others may seek clarifying explanations or revisions to confusing sections.
Others may request changes to the substance of the draft plan — for example, different lacations for facilities, expanded or
reduced opportunities for particular recreation activities, or different habitat outcomes or management strategies.
Department staff will carefully review these suggestions and requests and will revise the document as needed.

An accompanying document to the revised draft master plan and EIS will summarize the changes that were made hased on
the public comments, If requested changes are not included in the revised version of the draft master plan and EIS, the
accompanying document will provide an explanation for why the proposed modifications were not incorporated.

if the public comments received on the draft document lead the Department to significantly change the proposed master
plan or assessment of impacts, the Department may conclude that this revised document should again be presented to the
public for a second review. However, if the modifications to the draft master ptan and EIS are not substantial, then the
revised document (along with the summary of comments received and the explanation of modifications to the document)
will be forwarded to the Natural Resources Board for their consideration. The public can provide additional comments
directly to the Board as they review the draft plan.

How to participate in the final phase of the development of the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area master plan:

| Review the draft Master Plan and Environmental Impuact Statement.

An on-line version is available at the DNR's web site (dnr.wi.gov), search for keyword: Souk Prairie Recreation Area.
Printed copies are available at the Sauk City, Prairie du Sac, and Baraboo libraries.

o! Attend the public hearing.

A hearing for the Department to receive comments from the public on the draft master plan will be held
September 10, 2015 from 5:00 to 8:00 p.m. at the River Arts Center (105 Ninth Street, Prairie du Sac).
Materials describing the praposed master plan will be available for review starting at 4:00 p.m. In addition,
DNR staff will give a short overview of the proposed master pian at 5:00 p.m.

o| Submit comments by September 25, 2015.

ON-LINE SURVEY {same as this survey}:
dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area”

MAILING ADDRESS:

John Pohlman —LF/6
Wisconsin DNR

P.O. Box 7921

Madison, Wi 53707-7921

EmaAN:
DNRsaukprairie@wisconsin.gov

Thank you for your interest in Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for:

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Frairie Recrealion Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
site: dnr.wl.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.” :

RECREATION _ (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regardirig the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
@24:3 mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
() The following recreation activities should be added:
1 The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regar, iﬁthe proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, { think:
D/T:e amourt of recreation opportutities proposed is about right.
() There should be more opportunities for these activities:
[} There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3.  What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

g:?;u; Ao C?’}'Mfl/ff[‘ﬁ(; #szi‘ l‘-"f\ C,‘ 7 (\ ‘()j S 70 té) ((C}L;) Px{&(ﬁ/ ‘/f gl
To (Feeres
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. (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. f;g}rdfng the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate,

(3 More emphasis should be placed on:
() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. R;gdi g the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:
led” The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.

(3 More emphasis should be placed on:
(3 Less emphasis should be placed on:
() These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management technigues?
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” . (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regardipg the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, I think:
C(J/T{mfx of proposed cuitural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate,

{) More emphasis should be placed on:
() Less emphasis should be placed on:

8 What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

s::;'-P TENTIAL OUTCOMES - (see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.qg., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facifities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors). ;

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

ALTERNATEVES {see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft mastéf'plan for more information}.

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the p}aﬁ'érty were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to () Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and (3 Semewhat too much emphasis on recreation
] etation of the propert conservati u/m . .
interpretati f property) and the conservation of About the right balance between conservation and recreation

native habitats ot Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? [} Far too much emphasis on conservation

() Somewhat too much emphasls on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Afthough the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other

than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initiaily focus its
fimited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14, Do
T Yes
{1 No
L) DPon’t know

u anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?

15. If “Yes” jn which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate ? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Hiking or walking
5 Recreational biking
Horseback riding
CJ Hunting
() Deer
{1 Pheasant
() Turkey
{2} Small game
() Other

]
0
-

T3 Trapping
(3 Bird and other wildlife watching

00800000

Photography

General sightseeing
Automobile driving

Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
Snowmobiling

Dual-sport motorcycle riding
Rocketry

“Fat tire” bike riding
Running or conditioning
Geocaching

Cther

16. If “No” which of the folfowing might be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

) Nointerest O
J tintend to wait until more recreation ]

opportunities are available ]
() 1don't participate in the activities that are )

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and

Q'Q r‘O( %(AO 7/{“)‘“ < P

Yot T, O o 2 P2

| am concerned about safety
{ don't live in the area

Don't know

Other

pariners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

/{J)‘*’c &9 2 7&(&2&&9

18 What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip code of primary residence: > 2% 0 D

Name (Optional*):

c LT R g

NANAN) '”‘}

* The Department will scan alf responses, in their entirety {including names}, and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments recaived.

Sk Prafrie Recreation Area; PUIELD FINSUET

Thank you!
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What are the next steps?

Following the conclusion of the public review period for the draft master plan and environmental impact statement (EIS),
the Department will evaluate all the comments received and summarize them in a document that will be posted on the
DNR’s web site. In addition, all responses, letters, emails, and other communications received will be posted in their
entirety on the web site.

As with most draft master plans, the Department expects to receive a range of comments and suggested changes. Some
people may note errors and mistakes, while others may seek clarifying explanations or revisions to confusing sections.
Others may request changes to the substance of the draft plan — for example, different locations for facilities, expanded or
reduced opportunities for particular recreation activities, or different habitat outcomes or management strategies.
Department staff will carefully review these suggestions and requests and will revise the document as needed.

An accompanying document to the revised draft master plan and EIS will summarize the changes that were made based on
the public comments. If requested changes are not included in the revised version of the draft master plan and EIS, the
accompanying document will provide an explanation for why the proposed modifications were not incorporated.

If the public comments received on the draft docurmnent lead the Department to significantly change the proposed master
plan or assessment of impacts, the Department may conclude that this revised document should again be presented to the
public for a second review. However, if the modifications to the draft master plan and EIS are not substantial, then the
revised document (along with the summary of comments received and the explanation of modifications to the document)
will be forwarded to the Natural Resources Board for their consideration. The public can provide additional comments
directly to the Board as they review the draft plan.

How to participate in the final phase of the development of the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area master plan:

o Review the draft Master Plan and Environmental Impact Statement,

An on-line version is available at the DNR’s web site (dnr.wi.gov), search for keyword: Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
Printed copies are available at the Sauk City, Prairie du Sac, and Baraboo libraries.

o Attend the public hearing.

A hearing for the Department to receive comments from the public on the draft master plan will be held
September 10, 2015 from 5:00 to 8:00 p.m. at the River Arts Center (105 Ninth Street, Prairie du Sac).
Materials describing the proposed master plan will be available for review starting at 4:00 p.m. In addition,
DNR staff will give a short overview of the proposed master plan at 5:00 p.m.

e Submit comments by Septembe'r 25, 2015.

ON-LINE SURVEY (same as this survey):
dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area”

MAILING ADDRESS:

John Pohlman — LF/6

Wisconsin DNR

P.O. Box 7921

Madison, WI 53707-7921
EmMaAIL:

DNRsaukprairie@wisconsin.gov

Thank you for your interest in Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for:

VEpD
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA MC/LI]'/F‘;.. 2 20
JJIVD,Q

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
sife: dnr.wi.qov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN. ‘

RECREATION ' (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:
B9 The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

The following recreation activities should be added: /} 7— \/ 7/;?‘ ;/ V& /l C/ / /?/47

() The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, I think:
() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right. _
5 There should be more opportunities for these activities: <5500 7/ b A7 N 1, ding o
fj There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: Current roods.

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

-:?—--ﬂa)cfa:/(/ ./)c; /? AT iﬁo /’)Gz}& a Sa ;'\"caj a ,(Jpj"(y;/"c',df I’/‘P /c:, g e
7T 7 7

rnthe area-

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
[;1 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.

() More emphasis should be placed on:
(1) Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, I think:
B8 The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

(J These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: PUBLIC INPUT WisconsIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURGCES



see the summatry or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

'7.  Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, I think:
ﬂ. The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
{1 More emphasis should be placed on:

(3 Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more infarmation).

9, Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur If the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., farger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors),

What are your thoughts on the description of potentlal effects that may result if the master plan Is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

(see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

FEEDBACK ON THE OVERALL DRAFT MASTER PLAN.

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to () Far too much emphasis on recreation
halance recreation experiences (including education and () Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area, How do

you view the balonce between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? (G Far too much emphasis on conservation

‘,§§_ About the right balance between conservation and recreation

(3 Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overail thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?
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 VISITING SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA,

Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 yeqrs?

& Yes
] Ne
3 Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

{3 Hlking or walking ) Photography

() Recreational biking L) General sightseeing

{0 Horseback riding A Automobile driving

(J Hunting A 0 Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
{3 Deer ) Snowmobiling
() Pheasant O Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(3 Turkey () Rocketry
(] Small game £ “Fat tire” bike riding
(0 Other () Running or conditioning

{} Trapping [} Geacaching

(3 Bird and other wildlife watching O Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

{3 Nointerest 5 am concerned about safety

O iintend to wait until more recreation ) Idon’tlive in the area
opportinities are available ) Dan'tknow

(J tdon't participate in the activities that are ) Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

- FINAL THOUGHTS AND IDEAS,

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?
s amember of the L)ispensio Kiver Kumners AT, Cluf de i
LS XD Carly Oelober Saturdioy or Sunday org07iked Jrg)l £lde-O

Fhe rodd _on the ‘propeity Fe ste auslh o

ites o4 the iesiYour,

he of Cemelarids, Zhe Japd -l etp. (e porld enlolr @9 Someon .

Lirom Yeowr /Jr"/,jr/“. o r/de Alehg (i) @5 on g _side }Q\tf s moahine.
T b v Gut De., T L LAs f5 5ecdless Ful Ferhaps coutd e dene

Saderal Jimes a year in Ehe Puloal e s

Zip code of primary residence: D) 72 Name (Optional*): W&w W ) Anclada,

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.

Thank you!
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What are the next steps?

Following the conclusion of the public review period for the draft master plan and epvironmental impact statement {EIS),
the Department will evaluate all the comments received and summarize them in a document that will be posted on the
DNR’s web site. In addition, all responses, letters, emails, and other communications received will be posted in their
entirety on the web site.

As with most draft master ptans, the Department expects to receive a range of comments and suggested changes. Some
people may note errors and mistakes, while others may seek clarifying explanations or revisions to confusing sections.
Others may request changes to the substance of the draft plan — for example, different locations for facilities, expanded or
reduced opportunities for particular recreation activities, or different habitat outcomes or management strategies.
Department staff will carefully review these suggestions and requests and will revise the document as needed,

An accompanying document to the revised draft master plan and Ei$ will summarize the changes that were made hased on
the public comments. If requested changes are not included in the revised version of the draft master plan and EIS, the
accompanying document will provide an explanation for why the proposed modifications were not incorporated.

If the public comments received on the draft document lead the Department to significantly change the proposed master
plan or assessment of impacts, the Department may conclude that this revised document should again be presented to the
public for a second review. However, if the modifications to the draft master plan and EIS are not substantial, then the
revised document {along with the summary of comments received and the explanation of modifications to the document)
will be forwarded to the Natural Resources Board for their consideration. The public can provide additional comments
directly to the Board as they review the draft plan.

How to participate in the final phase of the development of the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area master plan:

» Review the draft Master Plan and Environmental Impact Statement.

An on-line version is available at the DNR’s web site {dnr.wi.gov), search for keyword: Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
Printed copies are available at the Sauk City, Prairie du Sac, and Baraboo libraries.

o Attend the public hearing.

A hearing for the Department to receive comments from the public on the draft master plan will be held
September 10, 2015 from 5:00 to 8:00 p.m. at the River Arts Center (105 Ninth Street, Prairie du Sac).
Materials describing the proposed master plan will be available for review starting at 4:00 p.m. In addition,
DNR staff will give a short overview of the proposed master plan at 5:00 p.m.

e Submit comments by September 25, 2015.

ON-LINE SURVEY {same as this survey):
dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area”

MAILING ADDRESS:

John Pohiman —LF/6
Wisconsin DNR

P.0.Box 7921

Madison, Wi 53707-7921

EMALL:
DNRsaukprairie@wlisconsin.gov

Thank you for your interest in Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.
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Vi)
PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: SEP 10 29 i
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA ACILITIES AND Lanpg

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
site: dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”!

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN. !

RECREATION!  (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1.!" Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:

(! The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

(! The following recreation activities should be added:

ﬂ! The following recreation activities should be removed: R oY o \ Ca 5 ‘){ O AYom a (\_i&gﬁ
N

2.!' Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, i think:

() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
(A There should be more opportunities for these activities: £),\. o
! There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: E oy s {) U & Wﬂ TR CQ),/)

Ld\nm“\ \f\U WG{;J@;% i
3.1 What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational &f{

experiences be improved?

-k C§,\ L‘\mmma\ ™ Cg-\ N “%mec\oav ft)ei«r\'gsl) “Qf\c»‘\% b\‘\?m\Q
>4 (e V ol
o ln\() tvw\@{&(‘*’

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4.]' Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
D! The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
()1 More emphasis should be placed on:

()1 Less emphasis should be placed on:

5.!' Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, I think:

£A! The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
(! More emphasis should be placed on:

(! Less emphasis should be placed on:

! These management techniques should not be used:

6.] What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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(see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7.1 Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, I think:
[31 The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
(31 More emphasis should be placed on:
(31 Less emphasis should be placed on.

8.1 What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive apportunities? What do

you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property? ON@()
RN CSroATA T (\(’u Ceas\e CRA AL “l\,\*\‘—c ir“_%w*e»“hcw & o NS \,MQL”Q\Q

Vo) v nmce,

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9.1 Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not wml}l explained? If so, how should they be described?
”_“_i: CR o om0 4700 Qo CI A “lnrﬂ‘éﬁr RN \\,\“\“h é{ O\Kgf OQ

‘“\/\o T, “T_m*-@?l < )%_\(s&(@xhi (D‘l \pV\Q\ ‘\T‘:&\ 2y ‘oc:'» Mo Y\%Q o

(see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10.! Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evoluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

11.! In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to (D1 Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and 5! Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you wview the baolance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? (D! Far too much emphasis on conservation

(3l About the right balance between conservation and recreation

! somewhat t00 much emphasis on conservation

12.! What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

;("\]C«, \ng‘%cp o ATy *‘W\(‘s\;\(\jr\‘)( ‘—\"\/\O’Cg ‘\\“’1& (ﬂ?ﬁxm, l’\c , (OLCQ/

~

Ce S Gsse. LDV N 1 N

13.1 There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: PUBLIG INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTRENT OF NATURA. RESOURCES
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14./ Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
4l Yes
{3 No
3! Don't know

15.11f “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

%4l Hiking or walking ! Photography

1! Recreational biking U Generat sightseeing

0! Horseback riding Q! Automobife driving

(3! Hunting 2 cross country skiing or snowshoelng
(! Deer £ Snowmobiling
{7l Pheasant ()1 Dual-sport motoreycle riding
O3 Turkey (! Rocketry
(31 Small game LIV “Fat tire” bike riding
! Other (J! Running ar conditioning

(! Trapping (O Geacaching

4! Bird and other wildlife watching {1 Other

16.If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY}

! No interest (JF 1am concerned about safety

O Tintend to wait until more recreation ! i don’t live in the area
opportunities are avallable {31 Don't know

{31 ) don't participate in the activities that are (! Other

proposed here

17.! What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

[ by roy Crose Conrmtr o SEV wvo @ Sucaothoeivg
8) - S =

18.! What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip code of primary residence: 5 Bq | > Name (Optionat*): K@.,Y\é’m M \osimou

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!

Sauk Praivie Recreation Area: PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTHENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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What are the next steps?

Following the conclusion of the public review period for the draft master plan and environmental impact statement {EIS},
the Department will evaluate all the comments received and summarize them in a document that will be posted on the
DNR's web site. In addition, ail responses, letters, emails, and other communications received will be posted in their
entirety on the web site.

As with most draft master plans, the Department expects to receive a range of comments and suggested changes. Some
people may note errors and mistakes, while others may seek clarifying explanations or revisions to confusing sections.
Others may request changes to the substance of the draft plan - for example, different locations for facilities, expanded or
reduced opportunities for particular recreation activities, or different habitat outcomes or management strategies.
Department staff will carefully review these suggestions and requests and will revise the document as needed.,

An accompanying document to the revised draft master plan and EIS will summarize the changes that were made based on
the public comments. If requested changes are not included in the revised version of the draft master plan and £IS, the
accompanying document will provide an explanation for why the proposed modifications were not incorporated.

if the public comments received on the draft document lead the Department to significantly change the proposed master
plan or assessment of impacts, the Department may conclude that this revised document should again be presented to the
public for a second review. However, if the modifications to the draft master plan and €S are not substantiai, then the
revised document (along with the summary of comments received and the explanation of modifications to the document}
will be forwarded to the Natural Resources Board for their consideration. The public can provide additional comments
directly to the Board as they review the draft plan.

How to participate in the final phase of the development of the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area master plan:

ol Review the draft Master Plan and Environmental Impact Statement.

An on-line version is available at the DNR's web site {dnr.wi.gov), search for keyword: Sauk Prairie Recreation Areq.
Printed copies are available at the Sauk City, Prairie du Sac, and Baraboo libraries.

! Attend the public hearing.

A hearing for the Department to receive comments from the public on the draft master plan will be held
September 10, 2015 from 5:00 to 8:00 p.m. at the River Arts Center (105 Ninth Street, Prairie du Sac).
Materials describing the proposed master plan will be available for review starting at 4:00 p.m. In addition,
DNR staff will give a short overview of the proposed master plan at 5:00 p.m.

o! Submit comments by September 25, 2015.

ON-LINE SURVEY {same as this survey):
dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area”

MAILING ADDRESS:

lohn Pohlman - LF/6
Wisconsin DNR

P.Q, Box 7921

Madison, Wl 53707-7921

EMAIL:
DNRsaukprairie@wisconsin.gov

Thank you for your interest in Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.

Sauk Prairie Recreation Avea: PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DIEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master pfan and enwrenmenta! Jmpact statement fa;r

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREAT!ON AREA

ThJS documenl is desrgned io gafher publrc feedback and comments on fhe Wsconsm Depanment of Natura! Resources draﬁ L
~Sauk’ Frairie Recreatfon Area {SPRA) master plan and enwronmenta! rmpact s!atement whfch can, be found af ihe DNR web k
s:te dnr.wi. ge and search fcr “Sauk P;ame Recreal;on Area : SRR . .

RECREATION " (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:

{_3 The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

(3 The following recreation activities should be added:

9§] The following recreation activities should be removed: f 14 ¢ | S ot 12 dteyr o ;g[e o Vercke + vy g’sgécuﬂ;‘y

abso SMotyrobites VB

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:

() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.

() There should be more opportunities for these activities:

[ﬂ There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: (L » ,‘,/ o€ above Jisted a) S0 Yo taafes s/mﬂ E&J, /3
3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational

experiences be improved?

Vevy foco impect cocyeation en prepevty- ernly natuved use

HAB;TAT-MANAGgMgNT 7. (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:

{3 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
{3 More emphasis should be placed on:
(3 Less emphasis should be placed on:

Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, I think:
() The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriote.
(3 More emphasis should be placed om:

(1 Less emphasis should be placed on:
[;Z These management technigues should not be used: (p2 229 € vie s e ol ol ¥ St fox

ALYV =y e JliC W12t g
What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management technigues?

/

}{,, Coy? Uvecs 5 ’)7(3:.‘!7&(’ el ¢ 55 Gy (leo - ¥ 5'(‘7 < ‘IlC‘ OVE}?V}’?GD .ﬁﬁ’/)"’c/




CU!.TURAL'AND.'H?STQRIC RESOURCES © {see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
Q} The mix of proposed cuftural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

POTENTIALOUTCOMES ke {see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grasstand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse cutcomes may result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on lecal roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? if so, how should they be described?

ALTERNAT[VfS . i {see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

Far too much emphasis on recreation

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to
balance recreation experiences fincluding education and
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balonce between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan?

Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
About the right balance between conservation and recreation

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

oo0aoo.

far too much emphasis on conservation

12, What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potheles, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience,

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?

}Z] Yes

) No
(O Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

4 Hiking or walking A Photography

{Z Recreational biking 537 General sightseeing

8/ Horseback riding {J Autemobile driving

() Hunting () Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
{3 Deer {J Snowmobiling
{] Pheasant (J Dual-sport motoreycle riding
{J Turkey () Rocketry
{3 Small game (3 “Fat tire” bike riding
() Other (3 Running or conditioning

(3 Trapping (3 Geocaching

(2} Bird and other wildlife watching (.} Other

16. If "No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(] Nointerest {3 | am concerned about safety

(] lintend to wait until more recreation O3 | don't live in the area
opportunities are available {] Don’t know ,

{) 1don't participate in the activities that are & Other Vhotorized fua Ls XHots.o 1
proposed here / Sphell J e Ba7 OO Ho oV s

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

,U' té)/](-! oY Lt,ﬂﬁfi//’d 1’10"‘5 u()&ué }’(cda’}; "!)’c?//51 Ocﬂu(‘a‘]ﬂ/y& S/(/m{ ?}’ﬂa"’é’f@ 7(/"»’)4

/L/O :/,()/C’}Wc,ar(’a>

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?
Leey pative weam sivee it has been yyrsuSed 2o .

]4(‘&& 55 poced s - Pecd tee /f i'?’id(@{%‘ JQ/"'% vy Qe s cond 'GJ@(AZJ{J{”*"

T i)
3‘,'5)(2‘::( ‘Ea; /040 L3 bﬁmff/, /O(,O HeoidSe Cec_-wldw;?(/r

Zip code of primary residence: LS55 3 Name (Optional*);

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety {including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read afl of the comments received.
Thank you!

Sauk Prairie Becreation Arear PUBLIC INPUTY WHECOMBIN DIEPARTIAENT OF MATURAL RESQURCES
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: 'P'U'BLIC INPU'T on the drafl master pean and environmental impact statement for:
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

Th!s document Is a’esignaa lo gather pubiic feedback and commaents on the Wsconsm Deparfmen! of Naiural Rasources’ draﬂ‘
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmentaf impact statemenr which can ba found at the DNR web
s:‘fe “dor. wr.g and seafch for “Saut: Prairia Recreatlon Area”

" FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC

1. Regording tha proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
0) The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
O3 The following recreation activities should be added:
& The follovdng recreation cctivivs should be removed:  £en

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activitles, I think:
(0 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.

B There should be more ppportunities for these activities: Mwmamnml‘d.ﬂ é. %&gfu_f

() There should be fewer opportunitics for these activities:

3. Whatother comments do you have reqardlng the proposed recreation activitles? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

Hlerw MQ@'@,W WWWW acdirtloba . .

‘ {see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for mora information).

4. Regoarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
O The mix of habitats proposed teo be restored and managed is uppropriote.

& More emphasis should be ploced on: Aﬁ:@;ﬁ@?&f and MWWMM

I Less emphasis should be placed on:

5 Regarding the mix of management technigues proposed to be used, | think:
(O The mix of management techriques proposed is 4 proprivee. ,
(8 More emphasis should be placed on: W dm.o/ -MMW
U1 Less emphasis should be piaced on: d
O These management techaiyues showld not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and mancgement of habitats? What are your
thoughts regurding the proposed habiitur management techniques?

bl Pluaiviea Sinmnnrbine Aone L0000 20 LG Fhivasnenteniag Mimmamriomiim e biamiimst Qemmrimarm
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-

' RFCRESOUR(ES o {see the summary or pages 80-B3 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural ond kiscoriz interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
(XI' The mix of proposed cultural ond historic interpretive opportunities is qppropriate.
O More emphasis showld be ploced on:
O Less emphusis should be placed on; -

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested In fearning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more Information).

9. Enviranmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan Is implemented fe.g., larger
populations of rare grassicnd and savonna birds, more recreationol opportunitics for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased econamic activity in the region). In eddition, some adverse outcomes may result (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recregtion focilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increaserd traffie on local roads from visitors).

What ara your thoughts on the description of potential effects that moy result If the muster plan is implemented?
Are there potential Impacts thot are not adequately explained? If su, how should they be described?
- ; ) ,

{see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information},

10, Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evoluated, What are your thoughts
on the olternatives evoluatad but not included In the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
Included in the proposed munugement plan? If so0, which anes and why?

FEEDBACK ON THE OVERZ

Far oo much emghasis on recreztion

somewhat 100 much emphasis on recreatlon
Abput tha right balance between conservation and recreation

11, In developing the draft moster pian, the DNR sought to
balonce recreation experiznces (lnciuding education and
interpretation of the propertyi and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the bolonce between recreotion and
conservation in the progosed master plan?

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

JO0OD®ROC

Far too much emphasis on conservation

12, What are your overall thoughts oe the draft master plan?

There are many ospects to this piogosed master plan. Although the Depertment ottampted to describe the proposed
recreational use and hobita! monagement clearly, there moy be portions that are confusing or unclear, What parts of
the moster plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

Herrge.

13

Sl Pomioln Baaraadion Aoasm D500 00 HLDHEIT tbimemairans Firmamrracoer o Rhiariima Qe imoes
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property wilt be In a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the forimer roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Departraent will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Seuk Praitie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
F Yes
O wo
) Don’t know

15, If "Yes” In which of the folloving recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

3 Hiking or waiking 2 Photography

& Recreational biking B General sightseeing

O Horseback riding O Automobliie driving

O Hunting [ Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
3 Deer ) Snowmobiling
{J Pheasant (3 Dual-sport motercycle riding
O Turkey (3 Rocketry
O Smalt game () “Fat tire” bike riding
3 Other O Running or conditioning

) Trapping (O Geocaching

¢ Bird and other wildlife watching O Other

' 16. {f “No” which of the following fﬁ;‘ght be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

(2 Nointeresi (0 1 am concerned about safety
! ) 1intend to walt until more recreation (O ldon'tlivein the area
opportunities are availzble O3 Dan't know
! © tdon’t participate in the activities that are (O oOther

proposad hese

17. What recreatlon opportunities shuuid ie DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?
Ko ampael”, Mo ovilorined nehichhar such ao o moleilie o8 all
Aovian arediiaboa-.

18. What additional thoughis or comments would you like to shore?

Zip code of primary residence: 53 igcf _ MName (Optional®); W"d—‘ W

* The Department will scar all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post an its web site
following the end of the public commant period so that everyone ¢an read all of the comments received.
Thank youl

B A A Py s mrr i hlrmitmst Denol tmime
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PUBLEC iNPf_J,T oﬁ the draft master glan and environmental impact statement for;
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

' “This docirment fs designed to gather public fasdback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draﬁ
Savk Praiis Recreation Arca (SPRA) master plan and snvironmental impact statement, which can ba found at the DNR weh

f sn‘e dor.wi. go and seamh for "Sauk Prama Reoreabon Area

—FEEBBACK ON SPECiFIC

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, { think:
L} The mix of recreation activities propesed is appropriate.

(3 The following recreotion activities should be added:
m The following recrection acti {w 2¢ shauld be removed: W&M&M&y
wx \ i MNM V
2. Regarding the propesed amoynt of epportunities for different recreation activitles, I think:
O3 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed Is about right. |

W There should be more cpportunities for these octivities:

E=THERSOTIdE fewerappecusitios for-Hiese-getlitios;

ARV V|

3, What other comments do you hove regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

N Qmoﬁm‘\mﬁb’\ SR\ (\r\-\%b&w &y al\ “‘(.&xmxw(\
n ke R 0 2/

___'H AB!TAT MANAGEMENT .. ‘ (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4, Regardmg the mix of habitors proposed to be restored and managed, | think;

CJ The mix of hokitots propoesed to be restored ond managed Is approprigte. . -~
Y4, More emphasis should be glaced on: A&Mﬁﬁm&d&%‘é&_@ v.»iw

(2 Less emphasis should be placed an:

5. Regarding the mix of monaoement techniques proposed to be used, | think:
3 The mix of monagement technigues proposed Js apprt;nr;';'f:‘i;;"l\)r
ad 30210 0 MY faede Atk
4 Mare emphasis should be placed on: JON L BN OSL\ \ m O (o DA
(2 Less emphasis should be piaced on: N \
() These management techniques shold not be used:

6. What other comments do you hove regarding the propased restoration and management of habitats? What are vour
thoughts regarding the propased habitot manogement techniques?

ot a3 hamd ¢ amlyr M mw{}ofb(&sa)

Gy Paalule Bancralion foo o S ta: 1N M0fE T Liimenining Pyrmammiamin ms i oimne Semsiiniea
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ISTC RIC RE*OUQ(‘E“] (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information),

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, { think:
Eﬁ\The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
O More emphasis should be pioced on:
(3 Less emphasis should be ploced on:

8. Whatother comments do you have regording the proposed cultural and historic Interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning obout the property?

.. iseethe summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Enviranmental, ecologicol, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan Is Implemented fe.g., lorger
populations of rare grassiand ond savanna birds, more recreationel opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
Increased economic activity in the reglon). In addition, some edverse outcomes may result [(e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recrection facilities, smoke from the use of preseribed fire o contred Invosive species, and
inereased traffic on local roads from visitors),

What are your thaughts on the description of patential effects that moy result If the master plon is implemented?
Are theripotpntfal impacts mfi(fre not adaguately explained? if so, hﬂx hould they be describgd? —‘%-,.
T«":;J%v Ao OO Y e Y AMS Tg m;aml ey o N RIS

| ALTERNATIVES

) {see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitot and re¢reation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the olternatives evolucted but not included in the final draft? Are there ofternatives not selected that should be

included in the proposed manogement plan? If so, which onesgnd wix? m "
MWHM: QY AR MMOMNN
AVA F A

FEEDBACKON THE OVE

11, In develaping the draft master plon, the DNR sought to (.} Fartoo much emphesis on recraation
balance recreation experiences (including education and ﬁ Somewhat too much emphasis an racreation
interpretation of the property) ond the conservation of .

, . , (3 About the right balan W !
notive habitats at Souk Prolrie Recreotion Area, How do bout the right belance betwesn conservation and recreation
yvou view the bolonce between recreation ond
canservation fn the proposed moster plan? D Fartoo much emphasls on conservation

(O Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12, What are your oversll thoughts on the droft master plon?

13, There are many aspects to this proposed master plan, Although the Department ottempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habito! management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What perts of
the moster plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What guestions do you have?

NSO PN

B erfr Wenicin Dancantina fean G010 W0 {LLDEHET Mhhe A IR n b e m Lt Ak REArlimoas B mAm tmien
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erty will be in a transition phase for many vears to come. Other
than trafls on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenitias for visitors, The Department wilt Initlally focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clear up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing baundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have 3 safe experience,

14, Do you antlelpate visiting the Sauk Proirie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes
O Neo
Y Don't know

15. If “Yes” In which of the following recreation activities are you likely to porticipate? (CHECK ALL THAT APELY)

Hiking or walking ) Photography
Recreational biking {0 Generalsightseeing
L Horseback riding O Automobile driving
G Hunting (71 Cross country skiing or snowshoeling
O Deer {J Snowmobiling
(3 Pheasant O Dual-sport motorcycle riding
O Turkey 3 Rocketry
) small game O “Fat tire” hike riding
O Other D Running or conditioning
() Trapplng C} Geocaching
Bird and other wildiife wstching (3 Other

16, If "No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? (CRECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

(T} Nointerast (O | am concerned ahout safety

£ 1intend to wait until more recreation D | den't five in the area
opportunities are availshle (1 Don'tknow

£ Idon't participate in the sctivities that are L) Other

proposed here

17, What recreation 'oppammi:ies saﬁi the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years? “ \ﬁgx
L W&ﬁ: ¥, NG S WLONMnE A0 m\n@}ﬁ
1

R STALY) L_ ( N\;\}m\gh!&m Y~ ()&J\ g -

e _.‘.
§ FinaL THOUSHTS ANDT

el B e,

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you fike to share?

soaton 5315 S ke
Zipcodeofprimaryresldenca:J-_-)-g | Name (Optional*). {J )JT\\ e :

* The Dapartment will scan all responses, In their entirety (Including names), and post on its web site
followlng the and of the public commant period so that everyone can read all of the comments reteived.
Thank you!

T Quninin Daarnabfiee daoe ol 10 0 i Vilimpmiimre) FPmmaTiama s A A emriimal EVenmi trem
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gn and environmentst impact statement for;

PUBLIC INPUT on lhe dra™ 1

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

This dociment is dssignad fo gotier publie fredbask and comments on fhe Wisconsin Department of Netura! Resources” draft
Sauk Praiia Recreation Arza [SPRA) master plan and environmental impac stetement, which can be found sf the ONR web
she: dorwi.qoy sad search for *Sauk Pravie Recrealon Area :

[sé# the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

Regarding the progosed mix of receeoiion octivities, | think:
) Yhe mix of recreat'an attivitias proposed is opprapriote.
() The foiloving recraation activitles should be odded: Y B

ﬁ?’he following recreation petiyitiesshould be remayeds, Y% ‘b‘*
PAND W Doy J&)ﬁr M"\’ii fart
2. Regarding the progosed gmaunt of opportunities for different recreotion activities, | think:
QO The amount of recrecucn oppartunities proposed is about right,

&‘1 There should be more opportinities for thase activities;:
(3 Thers shoypdhafewerangadunities-fortheseontiiiten

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposad recreation activities? How couid the proposed recreationol
experlences be mproved?

) Sl e weokidon ondl 00l g\\\me

ol e Ve

T MANAGEMENT {s¢6 the summary of pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more Information).

4. Reqording the miy.of hobitets proposed to be restored and managed, ! think:

) The mix of halitats proposed to be restored onq monaged Is appropriqte, . : :k;sh»
(B\ More emphesis should be placed or: C&\N}‘ Q\

() tess emphasis should be piaced on:

5. Regarding the mix of munagement techniques proposed to be Used, | think:

(0 The mix of managament technlques proposed Is approprigte . N

Y More emphesis shouid be piaced o: MW&MMM@L—
U tess emphosis sheuld be placed an:
(7 These manegereat technigues should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regording the proposad restoration and manogement af habitats? What ere your
thoughts reqording tha progosed hebitat management technlques?

ek y onkee odmon pro pu}m&m)

Vb meme i Fimrm s rie me biswiimss Oeamne ars

Breds Dambwin Maaar b an Gemn DU T T IGDINT

. . ) e C U, SUMEWNSL W (NUCA BMRNASI OR 76CreATI0ON
Interpretation of the property) and the consgrvation of

notive habitats ot Souk Proirie Recreation Areg. How do
vou view the boonce betwseen recreation and
conservation in the praposed master plan? O rartoo much amphasis on conservation

3 Abourt the right balance hetween consenvation and recreation
O somewhat teo muzh emphasls on conservation

12, Whot are your oﬁe‘gﬁ :hiﬁ'{)‘hrs on the droft master plan?
. - )
y ;

V‘:{x ¢ ST

13. There are mony aspedts (o this proposed master plon, Although tha Department attempted to describe the proposad
recreations! use and | obiset management clearly, there may be portions thot ere confusing or unclear. What ports of
the master olaa are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you hove?




09/23/2015 04:07pm Oakdalely 5245884 #2917 Page 02/09

PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for:
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

- This document-is designed fo gataer public fesaback and comments on thé Wisconsin Depariment of Natural Resources’ draf
Sauk Prairie Recreation Arez (SFRA) master plen and environmental impact sraremen! which can bs found at the ONR web

sn‘e dnr.wi. go and searc h for “Sauk Prame Recreation Afea

ap

FTMASTER PLAN iy

1. Regardrng the proposed mix ¢f recreation activities, | thmk
{7} The mix of recreation activities proposed is oppropriate.

() The following recreation activities should be added: ;
ﬁ] The following recreetion octivities should be removed: (08 & QML / ArV's // SO HOBIES

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportynities for different recreation activities, | think:
() The amount of recreation coporiunities proposed Is about right.
m There should be mare opportunities for these activities: __A/AYT, YR e THRAKS <'/ WALKS

{7) There should be fewer opaariunities for these activities:

3. Whot other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activitles? How coutd the proposed recreational
experlences be impravea?

© 7 (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for mora information),

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
Y The mix of habitats propesed to be restored and monaged is approprivte,
(Y Mare emphasis should bz placed on:
O Less emphasis should be placed om

5. Regording the mix of menagemngnt technigues proposed to be usad, | think:
(3 The mix of management techniques proposed Is appropriute.
O More emphosis should be placed on:
(O Less emphosis should e ploced o
(O These monagement technigues should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management af habitats? What gre your
theughts regording the progo. sed hobitat management technigues?

L]

Se T e Lhitm e miimin EVAAF mmyamsim e W e a1 D easirACn
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Although SPRA openad to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no ameniies for visitors. The Department wiil initially focus its -
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and condtieting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticlpate visiting the Sauk Prairle Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
{30 Yes

0 Ne
O Don’t know

15, If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to porticipate? [CHECK ALL THATAPPLY)

(1) Hiking or walking (] photography

CJ) Recreational biking (O General sightseeing

(J Horseback riding ) Automabite driving

O Hunting O Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
O Deer C1 $nowmebiling
T} Pheasant (O Dual-sport motorcycle riding
O Turkey (3 Rocketry
(O Smali game ) “Fat tire” bike riding
O Other {J Running or conditioning

O Trapping O Geocaching

) Bird and other wiidlife watching O Other

6. If "No” which of the following might be reasons for nat visiting? (CHECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

{} Nointerest L) {am conterned about safety

) lintend to wait untit mora recreation ) 1don't live in the area
oppartunities are available (D Don'tknow

O3 I don't participate in the activities that are O Other

proposed here

17, What recreation opportunities should the DNR ond portners focus an proyiding in the next 3 yeors

L igoud Ride v A GUiped JovR~(STAR( -T2 ) 7o Sow
el TUHE /)//;»*UML Anaerar /ﬁcﬁ‘rzﬂ < Faull]

FINAL THDUGHTS AND I

18 What additional thoughts or corments would you hke to share?

T EEEL THISE Wi HAVE PISICALLY WIRKED THeRE T3 Cica
Q07 THE. Foust! yeevs & Lupasive Landice sty Bhge Ty ST Y,
P

74/” AT QW"L’; My tf W 5% T
dp codeofpnmaryresidenceﬁ ? ~ 7_ Name (Optional) /\”Lmrwg% ‘ ‘E;:/MM

* The Dapartment vill scan all responses, in their entirety {including names), and post on Its web slte
following the end of the public cornment period so that everyona can resd ail of the comments received.

Thank you!
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and envaronmentai tmpact statement for

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

5 -Thts document ls destgned to gather pub!tc feedback and comments on the W sconsm Depaﬂmenf of Naturat Resources draﬂ
2~ Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and enwronmem‘at' tmpact statement whtch can be found at fhe DNR web
i .'.s:fe nr Wt go and search for “Sauk Praine Recreatten Area o i S SR .

see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:
ﬂj The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate,
({3 The following recreation activities should be added:

(] The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, I think:
j‘i’j The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right,
{7} There should be more opportunities for these activities:

(3 There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experi /es be improved?

see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information}.

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, I think:
th The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
(3 More emphasis should be placed on:

(3 tess emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, I think:

{¥1 The mix of management technigues proposed is appropriate,
() More emphasis shoufd be placed on:

(3 Less emphasis should be placed on:
(& These management techniques should not be used: 152 £.1m, mj/t*"t‘ff TORY /) PELSUY L é

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

Cloaly ConTRY. HYNTING [ TEAPZING ACTIVITIES
@ pEer. Kice. — Regisreprio)  PRocsss
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(see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information}).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think: N O Cp M ME w{w
(3 The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities fs appropriate.
{3 More emphasis should be placed on:
{7} Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cuftural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors wilf be most interested in learning about the property?
_ LB ke AV

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grasstand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). in addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive speeies, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

{see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information}.

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be

included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones why? N
PNGLE CAMPING 7 Inikinis" MPEN For  £QuNE AZTIVIHIES

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to 3
balance recreation experiences (including education and 0]
interpretation of the properly) and the conservation of 5

(]

Far too much emphasis on recreation
Somewhat too much emphasis an recreation

About the right balance between conservation and recreation

native habitats at Souk Prairie Recreation Areq. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? (7} Far too much emphasis on conservation

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed maoster plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear, What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

A0b_CoNPLECTING ACTVITIES 1€~ EQUINE — Mogue B -
SNOR GBILES AHVS — s pes  SAETRALLS  L/Tl EAHDTHER
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than traifs on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
fimited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14\%} you anticipate visiting the Souk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes
2 No
{1 Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
{3 Hiking or walking v Photography

(] Recreational biking ) General sightseeing
%] Horseback riding ) Automobile driving
£3 Hunting U3 Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
1 Deer () Showmobiling
(] Pheasant (Z Dual-sport motorcycle riding
) Turkey 2 Rocketry
(] Small game 3 “Fat tire” bike riding
(3 Other {J Running or conditioning
(1 Trapping {J Geocaching
£ Bird and other wildlife watching ) Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

("] Nointerest {3 1am concerned about safety

{3 lintend to wait until more recreation (] Idon't live in the area
opportunities are avaifable (J Don't know

£3 I don’t participate in the activities that are ) Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

 FINALTHOUGHTS AND IDEAS.

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

THANK  You  DNR [ Wiscotlsn/ Fue %f OVIDIN
THIs WoNDEREUL  ILAN/ FACITIES foe oOug

é/)SE : iras K Wil SPENT ¢ ODPoRTUNITY Fol.
RNHTE 7R T AtI0N

<
Zip code of primary residence: _~> 50 ‘ O Name (Optional®);

* The Department wili scan all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read alf of the comments received.
Thank you!
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft mester plan and environmental innpact statement for:

;j;?'{:‘ 2 % e
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA XE CES VED

I a
This docurment i designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Departient of Nalmf  chatt ]!

rees
Sauk Praiie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental inpact statement, which can be fot ﬂww
site: dnr.wi.gov and search for“Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.” LAy )&

FEEDBACK ON/SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN.

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
(") The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

) The following recreation activities should be added: OLE | i%u)a y a W} lDL)nil \ S[b,"( Motove \/J i h¢)

(O The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, I think:

() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
4 There should be more opportunities for these activities: Poal Spevt ¢ wl Okt 4 ;u\ Wy My A oLy o\e '3
(3 There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

Thwe are apverp) o4 her podes (ke oven whertpenple Con alrcady ¢ n\oy V\CIM*_\Y‘ oW of
t\.e ?W\?OS@b A vihie >, Moy ;f\" thoye “)arkg o\Ger @\PI!'OH,VH;&"\_}' '%‘(PV‘ " \A(Afvf-‘,@y\;pa
oK ot Mo urtyle alNIviries,

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, I think:
0 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
(1 More emphasis should be placed on:

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:
& The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
(1 More emphasis should be placed on:

1 Less emphasis should be placed on:

() These management technigues should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

XK e\*oqoi’ﬂh\ R2ANNT A S adhoved Yo L fre\ prop v wanagiwm owd
w\ e peneiued
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~CuLTul ANI HISTORIC RESOURCES

{see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information}.

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, I think:
M The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
{3 More emphasis should be placed on:
{7 Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

PGTENTIALOUT MES - {see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented {e.q., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may resuft (e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are thfi:f potential impacts that are not adequately explained? if so, how should they be described?

Muck ok po A\ \W\.Dm\* cophe X, e €Wy Pyedi e . Bal avie e
e\t B¢ ¢ ssep a\, Te<e hp po}ev\’r o\ adueyse enpiromeniy \ e Lects
{\r\?W\_\'\l\‘e__ \P\"\)PO‘SU\\ Lov OQ{ e q\xv\mw/ woYoveydling.

ALTER AT!VES _' (see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the oiternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be

included in the proposed munagem{rt plan? If so which ones and why

. ? LY 4y
oL Wiy oo Yivg (S Being g By ovy wivde the “Qandacd reereationa)
OWW\U“\*‘M’S o\vau\a\a\e 0\99\»\)\\9«@ Con\y WV E

11. In developing the draft master plon, the DNR sought to ) Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences (including education and 1 Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property] and the conservation of . . .
) i L. X (3 About the right batance between conservation and recreation
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do ] 8 ) _ i
you view the balance between recreation and ¥ Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

conservation in the proposed maoster plan? {3 far too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

i 2y wo X occount ey P Cack thal Wary g L ilhe e?\"‘(’a\f‘tu\f\ s

\\Q\wé Wl ﬂ m*(’ Q\Nu&q Lw\x\a\a\&\f* N 2 DY \)mb 0\"\\)\:\ 'X\r Loy \\M\k‘;\“['? Cb.

o Ao U\S 5 LUW"

v (\k\\ 13. There are m n;ﬂ aspects g)%us proposed rﬁbster p}"n A!t%)ug;?r ghde* Bepar’tment attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?
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Although SPRA opened to the public i April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come, Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience,

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?

Yes
{J No

1 Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate ? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

G

i
La—

Hiking or walking
Recreational biking
Horseback riding
Hunting

) Deer

{3 Pheasant

£ Turkey

2 Small game

) Other

Trapping

{3 Bird and other wildlife watching

(.} Photography

.1 General sightseeing

(.} Automohile driving

&)

1 Snowmohiling

{ bual-sport motorcycte riding
3 Rocketry

{7 “Fat tire” bike riding

{J Running or conditioning

() Geocaching

() Other

Cross country skiing or snowshoeing

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(o
-
[
[u—

oy
[—

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 vears?

Onor Jmm‘\hr L»Y‘ Dual Si)m\)" MU\'OV(,\H\\V\\A ‘).’\OV‘J \OE &\QUY\&&D ed Soon StV\Le t"\\, 5\

No interest

| intend to wait until more recreation

opportunities are available

proposed here

| I don't participate in the activities that are

{3 1am concerned about safety

[} ldon't live in the area

3 Don't know
2 Other

‘a um)\?v %Q%‘\Je& Wu:ow;\\q,

w\\ﬂr A

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zpoode of primary resicence:_ 6 10X |

Saulk Prairie

* The Department wil scan all responses, in their entirely (including names), and post onits web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.

Recreation Araa;
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1CNPUT

Thank you!

Name (Optional®): 'TQH‘{ (s evken,
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: SE|

F =3 2015

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA  FACILITIES AND |4

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Depariment of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can he found af the DNR web
site: dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area."

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER'PLAN.,

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
_&‘r’ The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

‘ﬁ The following recreation activities should be added: EC A THEAY S/ = FHs 5

(O The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:
() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
¥Z1. There should be more opportunities for these activities: ()=~ ﬁc.\% moele~fe £ K P / ]ﬁﬂ resy
() There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: !

3.  What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

L ClssI ™ 2NE 18] pHALOGETTE MT B AUSE_LIT 3061&
NET HAvE Ay ChorOACARE  Avesas .

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
(O The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
(J More emphasis should be placed on:
() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:
() The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:
(O Less emphasis should be placed on:
(O These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

7T TidT G N%Nézn/bc_f Tﬁﬁccé ST (& TEA
2 h A - ’ i A«-‘_— - . " -
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{see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the culturaf and historic imterpretive opportunities proposed, I think:
) The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
{7 More emphasis should be placed on:
(3 Less emphasis should be placed om:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. FEnvironmental, ecological, ond economic benefits may accur if the proposed master plan is implemented {e.g., larger
populations of rare grassiand and savanna birds, mare recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased ecanomic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result (e.q., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to controf invasive species, and
increuased traffic on local roads from visitors),

What are your thoughts on the description of potentiol effects that may result if the master plan is Implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?
Phntionde  jamddetr o THE GUVIRoNMENT FPam P Fotd

PASTTEE ot 5%

{see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the hobitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

o MG eI~ Mowleuycinsée Has, Rt Vesew SuceeBsSide 1nd NS, 't

SrORES , ST L NS oSS od s, Forn) ABSERIT 1S MISS . G oyt oo
FEEDBACK om THE OVERALL DRAFT MASTER PLAN L

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to O Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and () Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitots ot Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you wiew the balance between recreation and %4 Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation
conservation in the proposed master plan? 3 Far too much emphasis on conservation

(3 About the right balance between conservation and recreation

12, What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?
AL o) g Mo DB G/C R 1 Uil % TS p&:ﬁ@’f‘”f /MT&S&MTﬁ«\J Taf

13. There are mony aspects to this proposed master plan. Afthough the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plun are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

M ) TE PQZCV;}I)@: Arasf ?&:mzéua‘nﬁww o2 T HE Videna®S
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RAIRIE RECREATION AREA.

Althaugh SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
5~ Yes
() No
() Don't know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

§Hiking or walking (3 Photography
Recreational biking (J General sightseeing
() Horseback riding {3 Automobile driving
(J Hunting

() Cross country skiing or snowshoeing

(3 Deer {3 Snowmobiling
() Pheasant ;Ef Dual-sport motorcycle riding
) Turkey {3 Rocketry
() Small game 3 “Fat tire” bike riding
(3 Other () Running or conditioning
(3 Trapping () Geocaching
{3 Bird and other wildlife watching {) Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

{7 Nointerest O 1amconcerned about safety

{J lintend to walt until more recreation I tdon't live inthe area
opportunities are available (3 Don't know
() 1don't participate in the activities that are () Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?
PAE Crianic€s 76 usEexible Dobe PR MoWleg/edl /5 Nﬁ@%&’é,
Dl SErts Moleuec s Qe Nt ZIE 5 £S MoPE SUSME,

IDEAS.

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip code of pAmary residence: 5 %O 3(:) Name (Optional*); ub LA (A.) ind kf’é‘/\oﬂw‘éﬁ‘e‘”

*The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post on ils web site
following the end of the public commaent period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!
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PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: F Q;;{f
-'4(\ : & %) )
SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA KA O

;',31 /)

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ dra?f(
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web 4(/)(‘

site: dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THEIDRAFT MASTERPLAN,

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
() The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
QJ—The following recreation activities should be added: OO WMo LY TR T8 Conneex T The
() The following recreation activities should be removed: _ ~ =
{P?P:w,ot SNowmsl L
2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, !th
garding the proposed amount of opportunities for diff T SYSTER,

() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
There should be more opportunities for these activities: . <2 s MO NG
() There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

Collvet THE  <unowhobiLe  Thvc. SYSem, S0 1T 1S
C o e=nd) SO Tovcy e SERA

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:

(D Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, I think:
,ZJ/Tf he mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.

()] More emphasis should be placed on:

(] Less emphasis should be placed on:

() These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?




CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES {see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
(ZJ/ The mix of proposed cuftural and historic interpretive opportunities Is appropriote.
(3 More emphasis should be placed on:
(J Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cuftural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

POTENTIAL OUTCOMES {see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecologlcal, and economic benefits may occur If the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grassiand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
Increased economic activity in the region}. In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilitles, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

ALTERNATIVES (see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information),

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evoluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not inciuded in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

11. In developing the draft master pian, the DNR sought to () far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and O Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? (3 Far too much emphasis on conservation

About the right balance between conservation and recreation

[J Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

o V.

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come, Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Hres
3 No
S Don’t know

15, If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
)Zfﬁi](ing or walking lg/?lwttragra;:'h\,f

{" Recreational biking . General sightseeing
{ Horseback riding (—  Automobile driving
[ Hunting {_ Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
{3 Deer ,(Z/gr:owmobiling
{3 Pheasant {_ Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(3 Turkey (. Rocketry
J Smalf game (. “Fat tire” bike riding
O Other (. Running or conditioning
{_ Trapping (C Geocaching
(T Bird and other wildlife watching [ Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(J Nointerest (C tam concerned about safety

{J lintend to wait until more recreation (C 1don't Hive in the area
opportunities are available (= Don't know

{_ Idon’t participate in the activities that are [ Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on praviding in the next 3 years?

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip cods of primary residence: b 3 OLS \3 Name (Optional*).

* The Department will scan all responses, in thelr entirely (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: g™ r;f“ )

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA .,/ /Ul
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This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ dra#
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
site: dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN.

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:
() The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
(O The following recreation activities should be added:
The following recreation activities should be removed: __ | O C,k.!l:\‘a S AT V! o

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:

() The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about ri
M There should be more opportunities for these activities: §1€ \d —‘ ria\s ﬂ OQ ¥Y‘0\ \ AN,
() There should be fewer opportunities for these activities: -

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

“The dee Wawmr\a Qrea. needs -\'o be \cume ' {3 rl\aDS
e 0 ye Y\%CLZH\L Greo. ¢ ould, ) L}\.JKJ

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, I think:
() The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
"B More emphasis should be placed on: Q. ourece YO Y‘OL‘"D

)

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:
(] The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
&/ More emphasis should be placed on: AN 'r’\\\—\ O\
() Less emphasis should be placed on:

() These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?




7.

g

10.

. (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information}.

Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:

“J The mix of proposed cuitural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate,
() More emphasis should be placed on:
{3 Less emphasis should be placed on:

What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

{see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grassiand and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

{see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation gools for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that shoufd be
mcluded: the proposed management plan? If so, Which o :ﬁs and

Nogaeans. Gyed. OQQA IQlO(qv“\a)\r '\Q i Whe -¥ne\d\ \wo\‘ﬁm
\Oork. mf[\k IR Yo mman roh\m ihrk‘}“m GCrotunds Nt | (arouuno\s
R Y A

FEEDBACK ON THE OVERALL DRAFT MASTER PLAN

11,

12

13,

In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to (0 Far too much emphasis on recreation

balance recreation experiences {including education and () Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the canservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? ) Far too much emphasis on conservation

About the right balance between conservation and recreation

{7 Somewhat too much emphasls on conservation

What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explonation? What questions do you have?




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to ¢lean up rubble and debris, filling the warst of the potholes, pacing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14, Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes

(J No
O Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Hiking or walking porid Photography
(] Recreational biking {J General sightseeing
Horseback riding I3 Automobile driving
{3 Hunting {3 Cross country skiing or snowshoelng
() Deer (71 Snowmobiling
() Pheasant (3 Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(O Turkey {3 Rockeiry
(CJ Smail game {.) “Fat tire” bike riding
(] Other {3 Running or conditioning
) Trapping {3 Geocaching
(L} Bird and other wildlife watching £3.-Other DOC‘\ '_\'V“CL'\ ™A g
16. If “No” which of the folfowing might be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
) Nointerest {} 1am concerned about safety
(2 lintend to wait until more recreation (J Idon'tlive in the area
opportunities are available () Don't know
(J 1 dor’t participate In the actlvities that are (O Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

Fleid triedrvea
=)

_;F:NAL THOUGHTS AND IDEAS. |

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you hke to share?

Flelddvria\s s hund Yests b r\a peop e e Lise gws*m
‘)urrmrd\\m slodes lho N Mstofk% in add o o Yo

Yhase (‘mmr\o Yotho evends ‘Q‘FD“/*\ o Aisdoonce WON
L3, %{)Qwi mﬁ%wjl Slipuhakes Jocal ff.,.Q.Br"\miJ\j

Zip code of primary residence: 53933 Name (Optional®):

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety {including names}, and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: _ .-‘”',?«;_.,"_Avu B

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA ¢y, |
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This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ S(Q/ )Q
Sauk Prame Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR webh
site: dnr.wi.qov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”

 FEEDBAGKON SPECIFICIPARTS DF THE DRARTIVIASTERBLAN:

o]

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:

1 The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
1 The following recreation activities should be added:

X The following recreation actrwt:es should be removed 5/4/)&(/ o é’/ / WL { d uq / 5/ }'))’U/“
f ! No o "'/édﬁhu()/{’ﬁfjg [ " mdTorcyc 3

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportumtf for d rent recreation activities, I think:

‘-ﬁ The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
| There should be more opportunities for these activities:

" There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

vecreadion manly Hor *quiet aotivitres’ Minge biucle

Hseys fi#%it‘“/yﬁ/wm *KOV‘ C/é//i/z/%/; /A /)ﬁl///é A///Cy/ﬁﬁ?,f
Use, 15 cp / acidy ////f//é’(

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
72 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.

More emphasis should be placed on:

' Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:

The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
| More emphasis should be placed on:

"I Less emphasis should be placed on:

| These management techniques should not be used.

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

\/06 \{@ ol ’Hrffwtdﬁr/\ﬁ (N4 5L e /]/.4/04/ 5/ Z{% Mzc/
/ MS‘MW)JA /'mk ﬂ/)ﬂéw’i"fj) /,,m“d///ém/(/’ 61[//(55/6'(/(0?(

1=




CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESQURCES {see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information}.

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
>7i The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.

T More emphasis should be placed on:

" Less emphuosis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do

think visitors will be most ir erested in learning about the pmpert} 8 A
?%f) SU Y. ‘%f—r) r/) b Sy oo TN g 1o /wé MC/U//')E /(/ﬁé/&ﬁ

fy?
/J]xmu‘f / {é’ + Cu \L{M& n[ /VM[? ré dﬁ’f — 0/4/9 Dfeartes
_ OF 48w caldszm gt /&ﬁfﬁi(ﬂ/ cjw/djy -
POTENTIAL OUTCOMES (see the summary or pages 113-127 of thé draft master plan for more information).

8. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan Is implemented {e.g., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?

Are ther pote tial fmpacts that are pot adeguately exp%; ed? If so, hpw should they be \;’cnbed?
Coste Yy jostore. tmaintein Wabitals aro. Po Lrerso,

/f‘%ﬂzo/ 5 - %f /M J//ﬁ //7%?57%@/1%) /h fxb/zz/*f & ap é/;fd%fd/?’ﬁ

- Fedrgaded anafirenity o fr) Juind s habilpses

ALTER_NATIVES (see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master pian for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreotion gools for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not inciuded in the finol draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be

included:in the proposed mana nt pl n? If (o} wh,_fch ones and why? )
A/)c!/ A neduds I/ oir ol caelier o

T Mf/ &t /('/3 /“/?/)/17 Mc)% % /ﬁ//"é///% W/f?é:f//f? 1)//43}/@76?
¢y 9* /fcz €75

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to . Far teo much emphasis an recreation
balance recreation experiences (including education and 7 Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? £ Far too much emphasis on conservation

About the right balance between conservation and recreation

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoug ts on the draft master plan?

Jghy’ & z?/ azs - et Qm/d/(,%/ ‘)/ m’// Lo o JW//; i
(éh&? \[4) ﬂé’fC?f}?/// 74‘?’/3@ L4 /4 Y774 ///759}”71////// L//Mf‘f U ///f/

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Depurtment attempted to describe the proposed )
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there muay be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of/ vty //(é’/ ¢
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? Whar questions do you have? (4?4/, i

%(/ LERE 4//4«‘/ COHY //7%//////4’54/%/ Yy x”/f»'//(/ﬁ//“f)
i /// o M’f?/ff wm@/” /4 6//(6 - %’w J/J/Jﬂ /(Wm

Fae 1Osidnd /m Agfm 1 [, pe @W Sthind- v & f 7
' ' | l/(?i”f”)ﬁ c ac//ﬂ/’(




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in 2 transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Areo over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes

. No
ﬂ Don't know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to porticipate ? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY}

C& Hiking or waiking A Photography
..... " Recreational biking Z—General sightseeing
:3 Horseback riding ! Automobile driving

—! Hunting i Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
T Deer Snowmebiling
.} Pheasant .1 Dual-sport motorcycle riding
T Turkey i Rocketry
: Small game ! "Fattire” bike riding
.+ Other O(Runnlng or conditioning
- Trapplng " Geocaching
Bird and other wildlife watching . Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

1 Nointerest 1 lam concerned about safety

_lintend to walt until more recreation % tdon'tlive in the area
opportunities are available ¢ Pon'tknow

"~ 1don't participate in the activities that are = Other

proposed here

17. V:? recreation op portunities shoul the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

/Qo /jﬁ /é//z 0%%26/1{{ S, .;h/g/y(,,,\,,

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

%/ $/5 & @/’é’w/ leﬂ/ff/m% 7% FEcd fo 5%/5 G Ve 7(%/‘

Q,{Wg ‘?rﬁ/?é’%(é///{ T /, L2/ Wé%/ Y s /T /{//%
(i//z'o/ )z/f(’é’me /;/ ol ﬂ%ﬁ% %w@%//&é’ /9‘70 V/é’ ~€)<W<f /f/or—

0 seolvsrits who.con auide chf au unden /a:/(///ej _

ahdl sef /54//%/69 sy 6;(//7,//@ //m%/?& A5 90
Zip code of primary residence: '5/5/ 7 Name (Optional®):

* The Depariment will scan all responses, in their entirety {including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for: ! i;‘i,;,
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This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft” vl v

Sauk Prairie Recrealion Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web <,
site: dnr.wi.gov and search for "Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.” %

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN.

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:
(_ The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.
([ The following recreation activities should be added:
K The following recreation activities should be removed: [KOCK M

(4
HAPP 110 of. Shofong Hhige.

2. Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, I think:

(. The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
¥ There should be more opportunities for these activities: QL NT SPORTS

("1 There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational

expetiences be improved?

oy Kecranhon Comocﬂmte, WITH Techmbion A qmusmd L0 Tfﬁ,
PropeoN  Abawy a1 2012

SNOW MoglLes’ oy op rimileo of Proff?”‘(j

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4.  Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
g}ve mix of habitats proposed to be restor d and managed is appropriate.
More emphasis should he placed on: S ) €/ PBH Rie.

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:
[ The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
‘Tg_ More emphasis should be placed on: LANDSCAPE, GCALE, ?CSIDN*‘!OU U.H HD Q’U.UK d M,

(= Less emphasis should be placed on:

(" These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques? USE, @oA ,-5 [

@ ©oo] 1o vse. RoW cpopg Gemoomwﬂ o Keﬂb ool [DASIVAS ~A1&065924Ka Gl
Work. wiryk HoChorr d DHRWTMAGE! To PN pesbraios Yo

all of Bnd '
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* (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
(= The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive apportunities is appropriate.

X More emphasis should be placed on: NATURAL, €] E,tf

i Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do

ONE P AL, P B OLE.

' {see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.g., larger
populations of rare grassfand and savanna birds, more recreational epportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result fe.q., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation focilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explatried ?If so how should they be described?

POCICE TS, MATIOWSL GUABD ¢
hm,mc‘rdo Jiowses, Jrave 2

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation gouls for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final droft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why?

(0% wecretion, 35% habr

BACK ON THE OVERALL DRAFT MASTER PLAN

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to T3 Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences {including education and KSomewhat too much emphasis on recreation
interpretation of the property} and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation und
conservation in the proposed master plan? 1 Far too much emphasis an conservation

i About the right balance between conservation and recreation

It Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan? Y

méaqm Dpeg psn “winl- Dobg' -~ Catclt Al NOT AcCepBIL.
NECLEAR, DEFWITION of SPECINL L8

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear, What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What guestions do you have?

DEFINE) "SPECIAL Use. ' — NoT exglpmwecl Speiht Use._
Cavld Hre oven enTiRE, Pr @f_am

ABEA NoT oK.

Sauk Fraire Recreation Area; PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIR DESARTHMENT OF NATURAL RESOURGES




Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14, Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes
J No
() Don't know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate ? (CHECK ALLTHAT APPLY)

\% Hiking or walking hotography

L Recreational biking eneral sightseeing

) Horseback riding utomobie driving

T} Hunting 2T~ Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
(3 Deer 3 snowmobiling
) Pheasant (3 Dual-sport motorcycle riding
I Turkey ) Rocketry
(2 Small game 3 “Fat tire” bike riding
() Other 3 Running or conditioning

) Trapping T} Geocaching

Sk Bird and other wildlife watching J Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? [CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

{J No interest ("} fam concerned about safaty

(7 lintend to walt untit more recreation (3 ldon’t live in the area
opportunities are available 2 Don't know

{7} {don't participate in the activities that are {J Other

proposed here

17, Whdt recreation ogportunities should the DNR and partners f ro;iding in the next 3 years? -z

ol uov Ak which  Kesfopatou ,omom‘ﬁés

Shov ‘vhﬁUQ %)'ﬁo.s, rext R rfﬁg —

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

Zip code of primary residence: 5 S q’ 3 Name {Optional*}; (7;;’\

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety {incuding names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: BPUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEFARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and environmental impact statement for:

SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA

This document is designed to gather public feedback and comments on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ draft
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and environmental impact statement, which can be found at the DNR web
site; dnr.wi.gov and search for “Sauk Prairie Recreation Area.”

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER BLAN,

RECREATION (see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).

I

Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:

[ The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate. , P
M' The following recreation activities should be added:_ﬁg ()l D(/ﬂ'fitj (4] 6!3 / 4\)’7‘17-(.)44 /LQWEDQ({”] Gl:

(J The following recreation activities should be removed: A%t?»l? Tﬂ;}ﬂ 5 ML")‘WLL%{C«L’E /Fﬂtg‘?

Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, I think:

[ The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
?\ There should be more opportunities for these activities: & €€ A\(j k iag A“Q“p f?:ml:; /&d{fn& / ":}

() There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

Tuee per kel o€ LaRs whme al) pchobee o br Egped,

Bl ez wilk g Cyclua Poabrvao,  Thys Ll caw alfeis
. B i

Al i)wc‘-lwﬁ‘t-s /4 Cd c“.}lu%‘a ﬁﬁ"“)%’ =.

HABITAT MANAGEMENT (see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4.

sauk Prairie Recreation Area; PU

Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:
Lﬁ The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:

() Less emphasis should be placed on:

Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think:

'@ The mix of management techniques proposed is appropriate.
() More emphasis should be placed on:

(O Less emphasis should be placed on:

(J These management technigues should not be used:

What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

/t,’-ivl)c‘é/, AS ?Mﬁe{f

BLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCE.



CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
W’ The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
) More emphasis should be placed on:

[ Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do

you t! think visitors will be mostm ested in learni gabout th ;z;:.rop.s'ri.j\/p
i"umlij if /jiw' D.raé’ & 14'}*1)(

POTENTIAL OUTCOMES (see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented (e.q., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result (e.q., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potentiai effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?

Are.there potential [npa that are not adequati amed? ég sho they b escnb d?
(Zﬁ-‘» o‘ o | ci /j e\ fikf@? gq ’?/é
{

ALTERNATIVES (see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be

inclyded in the proposed management plan? If so, which ones and why I
‘ R S A Negl Cor  Navdoag ™ ,twfcm,q Aoy &€ Lot

A pler  To Esiy Wk pchiil’e Al oY

FEEDBACK ON/THE'OVERALL DRAFTMASTER PLAN.

11. In developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to (3 Far too much emphasis on recreation
balance recreation experiences (including education and —
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan? [ Far too much emphasis on conservation

—

-} Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
() About the right balance between conservation and recreation

D’:X Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have? :
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Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors, The Department will initiatly focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience,

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
Yes
{J No
(3 Don't know

15. If "Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

{3 Hiking or walking v 4 Photography

X Recreational biking L) General sightseeing

(J Horseback riding ) Automobile driving

() Hunting {3 Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
) Deer (3 Snowmobiling
) Pheasant IS{ Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(3 Turkey () Rocketry
(2} Smallga () “Fat tire” bike riding
. Other IBF“»‘?” - 01// ﬁl&fmﬁ {J Running or conditioning

(3 Trapping fZ_D(,t'}Ab [ﬂi/? S A”r‘ﬁfa (1) Geocaching

L) Bird and other wildlife watchin ) Other

16. If "No” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

() No interest (3} Fam concerned about safety

O] 1intend to wait until more recreation (7} idon't live in the area
opportunities are available () Don't know

) 1don't participate in the activities that are () Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?
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18. What additional thoughts or comm nts would you hke to share?
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Zip code of primary residence: 5 ‘1&3 &\,I[ Name (Optional*);

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (incfuding names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!
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Survey Results

| of 4

hitp://22 selectsurvey.net/DNR/PrintResponse.aspx?Survey D=I18K06...

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area Master Plan Feedback

User Information

Name: Anonymous Email: N/A

Location: N/A Company: N/A

Position: N/A IP Address: 174.102.192.52

Started: 09/22/2015 2:50 PM Completed: 09/22/2015 3:54 PM
0 days, 1 hours, 64 minutes,

Time Spent: 3844 seconds, 3844000 Custom 1: N/A
milliseconds

Custom 2: N/A Custom 3: N/A

1. recreation mix

There should be more recreation activities

Which activities should be added?
horse-drawn vehicles the same availability as horseback riding, no separate times or trails

Which activities should be removed?

2. recreation amount

There should be more opportunities for some activities

For which activities should there be more opportunities?
horse-drawn vehicles, same as for horseback riding

For which activities should there be fewer opportunities?

3. general recreation

From years of experience with both riding and driving horses, it makes no sense to limit driving
opportunities. Both activities co-exist well, and have done so at all other state sites where topography
allows. Just this summer, I have driven the horse trails at Governor Dodge State Park and Bong State
Recreation Area, as well as county parks. These are all lightly improved trails. Many drivers are
former riders who physically are more comfortable driving.

4., habitat mix

The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is about right

Which habitats should have more emphasis?

9/22/2015 5:56 PM
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2of4

Which habitats should have fess emphasis?

8. management techniques

The mix management techniques proposed is about right

Which habitat techniques should have more emphasis?

Which habitat techniques should have less emphasis?

6. general habitat

[No Answer Entered]

7. cultural

fNo Answer Entered]

Which cultural and historic interpretive opportunities should have less emphasis?

Which cultural and historic interpretive opportunities should have more emphasis?

8. general cultural
Historically, horses were involved in the development of the site as farmland in the 19th and early
20th centuries, and paiticularly as the power for farm equipment and the transporting of residents to

church, shopping, visiting, most often with driven vehicles. The other time periods (Native American,
Power Plant development) would also be of interest.

9, impacts

[No Answer Entered]

10. alternatives

[No Answer Entered]

11. balance

about the right balance between conservation and recreation

http://22 selectsurvey.net/ DNR/PrintResponse.aspx?SurveyID=I18K06...

9/22/2015 5:56 PM
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12. overall

[No Answer Entered]

13. confusing

[No Answer Entered]

14, visit
Yes
15. will visit

Other, please specify:driving my horse-drawn vehicle, if not resticted to 2 weekends

What other animals would you hunt?

16. not visit

Qther, please specify:[No Answer Entered]

17. next recreation

Equal availability to existing trails for both ridden and driven horses. Developing a parking area to
accommodate more than 10 horse trailers.

18. final comments

There are currently 4 recreational driving clubs in WI, each of which is capable of having enough
interested members whose horse trailers would fill a 10 trailer capacity parking lot. Limiting
horse-drawn vehicles to 2 weekends a year would deny many drivers of the opportunity to try driving
at Sauk Prairie. A good portion of drivers can no longer ride, but can definitely drive, even
competitively. Most are used to sharing trails with riders, and vice a versa. Driving is the favorite
recreation of many, including myself. In fact, I look forward to attending the Nationat Drive, near
Lexington, KY, at the Kentucky Horse Park, in just over a week, along with a sizable contingent from
WI. We rely on driving wherever we can here in WI to get ourselves and our horses in shape for the
week of driving there, and for competing at various shows and events here in WI. We are invited to
provide atmosphere, driving in period costume at Old World WI, and have participated in the Sporting
Day of Traditional Driving at the Wade House, thus trying to keep the public aware of how folks got
around before the automobile.

19. zip code

Jof4 9/22/2015 5:56 PM
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53150

20- name

53150

4 of 4 9/22/2015 5:56 PM



Survey Resulis
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Sauk Prairie Recreation Area Master Plan Feedback

User Information

Name: ARONYIMOUS Email: NJA

Location: N/A company: NfA

Position: N/A IP Address: 96.28.38.248

Started: 09/24/2015 6:51 AM Ccompletad: 0972472015 10:57 AM
0 days, 4 hours, 246 minutes,

Time Spent: 14790 seconds, 14790000 custom 1: N/A
milliseconds

Custom 2: N/A Custom 3: N/A

1. recreation mix

There should be fewer recreation activitles

Which activities should be added?
More hiking, picknicking, primitive camping, bicyching. Bike Irai lo conned Barahoo ta the Hwy 12 bike path to Madison.

Which activilies should be removed?

Matoreycies, rocketry. ATVs, shooting range, helicoplers, dog iraining, Drones— anything loud or disruplive lo willdiife &
nesting birds. There aze numerous spedies of special concem who five on the Sauk Prairie land!

2. recreation amount

There should be fewer opportunities for some activities
Fort which activities should there be more opportunities?

hiking, bicycting
For which acliviies should there be fewer opportunitios?

Molorcytles, rockelry, shooting range, snowmaobies, dog training— anything foud or disnuptive to wilidiife. Restict
equestran activifies to areas whera horse impacts wili nol jeapordize native habitals— Horse manure introduces seeds of

invasive spece

3. general recreation

people enjoy the area for its vast open spaces and qulet, which is something not often axperienced!
Leverage those qualities and keep the activities to be consistent with the Badger Reuse Plan:
Conservatton, Education, Restoration, and Agriculture. Keep snowmoblies to the perimeter only. Fewer
developed tralls and more primitive tralls to optimize visitors experiencing the wildlife habitat.

4, habitat mix

some habltats should have more emphasls

Which habitals should have more emphasis?
Nalive comeaunity managy: nlneeds to represent abost 60-70% of the spaco

\Which habilals should have less emphasis?
Recreation] Curmently receealion has a disproporlienalely high emphasis relalive to conservation.

B. management techniques

Less emphsls should be placed on some management technigues

\Which habita! lechniques should have mote emphasis?
Buming, grazing, goals, and olher methods 1o reduce the impact of invasive spedes

Which habilat techniques should have less emphasis?
DO not remove the feservoirs w salamanders. Maintain the current fencing if you are concerned about safely. Easy.

6. generat habltat

Wisconsln ks an incubator for conservation & restoration education-- peopla come to the Baraboo and
Madison areas to learn these skills including ways that agriculture Integrates with conservation &
restoratton practices, Wisconsin stilt has some of the foremnost expetts In the worldt Badger is a
learning 1ab and can continue to serve this purpose If the good restoration Initlatives can be
emphasized and if we Invest In that.

http:I/22.sclcctsurvcy.net/DNR/PrintResponse.aspx?SurveyID=m2K0...

0/24/2015 2:00 PN
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7. cuiturat

More emphasis should be placed on other cultural and historic Interpretive opportunities

Which cultural and hisloric inferpretive opportunities should have less emphasis?

Whaich cutlural and histeric interpretive opportunities should have more emphasis?
Your interpretive opportunities should indude more about the Native Peoplo who were hera before Eurpoeans

8. general cultural

1t is critical to coordinate with fellow owners Including the Ho Chunk Nation, as well as community
organizations ltke the Badger History Greup and the Sauk Pralrle Conservation Alllance , In developing
the interpretive materialst There Is All kinds of knowledge and expertise to ensure Badger continues
to be rich & valuable educational resource.

9, Impacts

Nolse Impacts need to be examined Including decibels over a rmeasured distance that shooting ranges,
rockets, motorcycles, ete, can negatively impact wildlife, and the visltor experience to the Sauk
Prairte. There Is research about how nolse impacts reduce nesting bird populations.

Alr quallty impacts need to be measured and numbers presented: of two cycle motors, and other
proposed uses that consume fossil-fiels. The "analysis™ om p 114 is not analyticat, It is cursory and
dismissive.

Horse traffic and mountaln biking destroys tralls making them unsuitable for walkers; Horse manuse
also Introduces Invasive species which should be documented.

The final plan should Inclede a well-defined budget that dlearly demonstrates priority activities,
staffing needs, infrastructure and a timetable for implementation, Arguably, as WDNR has identifled,
extenslve restoration work needs to be implemented in a short Ume span to begln to address the
encroachment of aggressive Invasive shrubs into grassfand habitat. This should be given high priority,
even before recreation Infrastructure Is put In place. The budget and timeline should reflect this
priority.

Drevelop a clear and thoughtful new section of the Plan that addresses areas of collaboration with the
other landowners at Badger, thereby treating all 7,400 acres as a property of the whole, This
narrative and plan should Include property-wide planning of Infrastructure (roads, tralls, visitor center,
Interpretation sites, etc.), ecological restoration, sclentific and historical research, and education,
among other shared themes and interesis.

10. alternatives

#C4. The Sauk Prairie should be principally a Habltat Management Area with a {esser emphasts on
recreation.

C7. Malntaln the reservolrs with the salamanders with fence in place & limited access for educational
PUFPOSES,

D1, No dog trialing please! They are disruptive to birds and wildilfe.

D2. Please pursue an expanded visitors center with educational opportunities

E1. 1 think there should be State Natural Areas to recognize & protect species and habitats of

£5. Keep the salamanders as they are- they are not hurting anybody!

11. palance

far too much emphasis on recreation

12. overall

Sauk Pralrie Is a vast qulet place which Is what makes it speclal for visltors, and wonderfut for witdlife.
- I dor't think that quallty will be retalned unfess we emphasize conservation & restoratlon as the
primary focus and recreation as a subordinate use.

43. confusing

The finat plan should include a well-defined budget that clearly demonstrates priority activitles,
staffing needs, Infrastructuse and a thnetable for implementation. Arguably, as WDNR has Identified,
extensive restoration work needs to be implemented In a short time span to begin to address the
encroachment of aggressive Invasive shrubs into grassiand habltat. This should be given high priority,
even before recreation Infrastructure Is put In place. The budget and timeline should reftect this
priority

Likewlse 1 am not clean on how you Intend te coordinate with other nelghboring owners. Develop a
clear and thoughtful new sectlon of the Plan that addresses areas of collaboration with the other
jandowners at Badger, thereby treating all 7,400 acres as a propery of the whole. This narative and
plan should Include property-wide planning of Infrastructure {roads, tralls, visltor center,
interpretation sites, ete.), ecologlcal restoration, sclentific and historical research, and education,

7 nf 3 Q/24/201 5 7-n0 PV
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among other shared themes and interests

Many of the envirenmentatl and other tmpacts are not or glven due attention with quantified,
measured fmpacts

14, visit
Yes
15, witl visit

Other, please specify:visiting historical homesteads ,apple trees, other historical sites
bird and other wildiife watching

photography

general siteseelng

cross-country skiing or snowshoeing

What other animals would you hunt?

16. not visit

Other, please specify:[No Answer Entered]

17. next recreation

Connect the Blke trall from Baraboo to Hwy 12
A few plenic tables
Wayflnding slgnaget so that people can walk on the old roads even If there Is no trall

18. final comments

I used to live In Baraboo and worked on restoration & conservation, T know the Badger property well-
It was part of my research when I was a student at UW In the Institute for Environmental Studles. 1
have volunteered many times, many hours, on the restoration projects at Badger and 1 have a strong
sense of the high need for invasive specles management to protect the habitat value of the Sauk
Prairie. I also know the value of a conservation project of this SIZE -People have worked to protect
the land because of its size, It Is rare to have the opportunity to provide undisrupted space for
conservatlon. Please don't disrupt it with Incompatible recreation activities.

19. zip code

40204

20, name

wJpnanda filly

hitp://22 selectsurvey.net/DNR/PrintResponse.aspx?SurveylD=m2K0...
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1.

3.

Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, I think:
(3 The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate,

() The following recreation activities should be added:
() The following recreation activities should be removed:

Regarding the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:

(3 The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
O There should be more opportunities for these activities: | Off-highwav motorcvcele riding and trials |
() There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
There are at least a dozen other parks in this area where people can already enjoy nearly all of the
recreational activities proposed for this property. None of those parks offer the opportunity for the |
very underserved recreational interests of off-highway and trials motorcycling. If facilities can’t
be dedicated for exclusive off-highway motorcycle riding, then as a minimum we must be given
the opportunity to repurpose other trails so that we at least get some opportunity to ride.

{see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think:

{3 The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
{0 More emphasis should be placed on:
{2 Less emphasis should be placed on:

Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, | think!

(L} The mix of management technigues proposed is appropriate.
€3 More emphosis should be placed on:

{73 Less emphasis should be placed on:
(.} These monagement techniques should not be used:

What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management technigues?

Sauk Prairie Recrealion Area; PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES



{see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, | think:
{3 The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.
(O More emphaosis should be placed on:

(] Less emphasis should be placed on:

8. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

(see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed master plan is implemented {e.g., larger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facifities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire to control invasive species, and
increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potential effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

I see no significant adverse environmental effects from the proposal for off-highway motorcycling. [

{see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the property were evaluated. What are your thoughts
an the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed management plan? if so, which ones and why?

Off-highway motorcycling is being left out again while we continue to add the “standard” recreational
opportunities to this property that are already available in many other propetties in the area. Instead of
allowing motorized recreation to be “shouted down” by a few loud voices, it is much fairer to look at

R overall statewide needs and balance the opportunities offered to better align with those needs.

11, in developing the draft master plan, the DNR sought to
balance recreation experiences (including education and
interpretation of the property} and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan?

Far too much emphasis on recreation
Somewhat too much emphasis on recreation
About the right balance between canservation and recreation

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

00000

Far too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What paorts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

The plan is defective in that it does not account for the fact that many of the opportunities being

lincluded are already provided nearby to this property. A dedicated opportunity for motorized

{recreation, which is NOT available on the nearby propetrties, was discarded for the wrong reasons.

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES



VlsmNG SAUK PRAIRIE RECREATION AREA.

Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transition phase for many years to come., Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors. The Department will initfally focus its
limited staff and funds on continuing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14, Do you anticipate visiting the Souk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?
{1 Yes
(1 No
() Don’t know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you fikely to participate? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

() Hiking or walking (2 Photography

(3 Recreational biking (! General sightseeing

(3 Horseback riding () Automobile driving

(J Hunting {.) Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
() Deer {J Snowmobiling
(3 Pheasant {7 Dual-sport motorcycle riding
(3 Turkey ) Rocketry
(3 Small game () “Fattire” bike riding
(3 Other {3 Running or conditioning

{3 Trapping () Geocaching

{_J Bird and other wildlife watching (3 Other

16. If "No"” which of the following might be reasons for not visiting? {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY}

() Nointerest () 1am concerned about safety

() tintend to wait until more recreation O 1don'tlive in the area
opportunities are available O Don't know

(J don't participate in the activities that are O Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focus on providing in the next 3 years?

FINAL THOUGHTS AND iDEAS.

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

It is important to develop oppottunities for dual sport motorcycling as soon as possible since this
interest is underserved regionally.

Zip code of primary residence; Name (Optional*); 8(7( Jthner

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (including names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment perlod so that everyone can read all of the comments received.
Thank you!

Sauk Prairie Recreation Avea: PUBLIC INPUT WiSCONSIN DEPARTRENT OF NATURAL RESCURCES



PUBLIC INPUT on the draft master plan and enwronmentai lmpacl statement for

SAUK PRA!RIE RECREATION AREA

Thrs document is desrgned !o ga!her pub!rc feedback and commen!s on rhe Wscons;n Departmen! of Natura! Resources draﬂ
Sauk Prairie Recreation Area (SPRA) master plan and enwmnmenla! rmpacf sta!emenf whrch car be faund al lhe DNR web
site: dnr.wi.qov and search for *Sauk Prairie Recreation Area™ . o L

FEEDBACK ON SPECIFIC PARTS OF THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN.
- [see the summary or pages 17-29 of the draft master plan for more information).
1. Regarding the proposed mix of recreation activities, | think:

O The mix of recreation activities proposed is appropriate.

{1 The following recreation activities should be added:
O The following recreation activities should be removed:

2. Regording the proposed amount of opportunities for different recreation activities, | think:
L) The amount of recreation opportunities proposed is about right.
3 There should be more opportunities for these activities:
(3 There should be fewer opportunities for these activities:

3. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed recreation activities? How could the proposed recreational
experiences be improved?

{see the summary or pages 30-45 of the draft master plan for more information).

4. Regarding the mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed, | think;
£ The mix of habitats proposed to be restored and managed is appropriate.
Z} More emphosis should be placed on:
() Less emphasis should be placed on:

5. Regarding the mix of management techniques proposed to be used, ! think:
L) The mix of menagement techniques preposed is appropriate.
£} More emphasis should be placed on:
(3 Less emphasis should be placed on:
(3 These management techniques should not be used:

6. What other comments do you have regarding the proposed restoration and management of habitats? What are your
thoughts regarding the proposed habitat management techniques?

Sauk Prairie Recreation Area: PURLIC INPUT WiscoMSIN DepARTMENT OF MATURAL RESOURCES



CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES -+ (see the summary or pages 80-83 of the draft master plan for information).

7. Regarding the cultural and historic interpretive opportunities proposed, I think;
T The mix of proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities is appropriate.

S More emphosis should be placed on: AMaviewldice
~E, Less emphasis should be ploced on: 'FC&Y‘/)?.:LLJVI Silaby -L,,L Y ana 1 -maw!’

8 What other comments do you have regarding the proposed cultural and historic interpretive opportunities? What do
you think visitors will be most interested in learning about the property?

' P.‘OTENTIKJ: OUTCOMES . (see the summary or pages 113-127 of the draft master plan for more information).

9. Environmental, ecological, and economic benefits may occur if the proposed moster plan is implemented (e.g., farger
populations of rare grassland and savanna birds, more recreational opportunities for nearby residents and visitors, and
increased economic activity in the region). In addition, some adverse outcomes may result {e.g., the cost to restore
habitats and construct recreation facilities, smoke from the use of prescribed fire lo control invasive species, and

increased traffic on local roads from visitors).

What are your thoughts on the description of potentiol effects that may result if the master plan is implemented?
Are there potential impacts that are not adequately explained? If so, how should they be described?

: "ALTERNATEVES-’-T 5. {see the summary or pages 129-138 of the draft master plan for more information).

10. Different options to achieve the habitat and recreation goals for the praperty were evaluated. What are your thoughts
on the alternatives evaluated but not included in the final draft? Are there alternatives not selected that should be
included in the proposed manggement plan? if so, which ones and why?

f Loz,:;l-f d)sn) Fmrammm P14\ *Hnm nlppr
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11. In developing the droft master plan, the DNR sought to Far too much emphasis on recreation

balance recreation experiences (including educotion and
interpretation of the property) and the conservation of
native habitats at Sauk Prairie Recreation Area. How do
you view the balance between recreation and
conservation in the proposed master plan?

Somewhat tao much emphasis on recreation
About the right balance between conservation and recreation

Somewhat too much emphasis on conservation

Ooaoou

Far too much emphasis on conservation

12. What are your overall thoughts on the draft master plan?

Sele ajn,rné: (Jp v\ol l‘zw '#’aatmzud n m (W[ m-J— 4’2:“;3,“(/“
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13. There are many aspects to this proposed master plan. Although the Department attempted to describe the proposed
recreational use and habitat management clearly, there may be portions that are confusing or unclear. What parts of
the master plan are confusing, missing, or need further explanation? What questions do you have?

Sauk Praie Recraation Araa; PUBLIC INPUT WHSCOMSIM DERPARTMENT OF MATUuRM RESOURCES



VlsmNG SAUK Pamms Rec EATION AREA,

Although SPRA opened to the public in April 2015, the property will be in a transitron phase for many years to come. Other
than trails on some of the former roads, currently there are no amenities for visitors, The Department will initially focus its
limited staff and funds on continiiing to clean up rubble and debris, filling the worst of the potholes, placing boundary signs,
and conducting other tasks to ensure that visitors have a safe experience.

14. Do you anticipate visiting the Sauk Prairie Recreation Area over the next 2 or 3 years?

W Yes
) No
3 Don't know

15. If “Yes” in which of the following recreation activities are you likely to participate? (CHECK AU THAT APPLY)

{0 Hiking or walking {3 Photography

3 Recreational biking ﬁ\GeneralsEghtseeing

) Horseback riding P4 Automobile driving

3 Hunting (J Cross country skiing or snowshoeing
) Deer J  Snowmobiling
(3 Pheasant 3 Dual-sport motoreycle riding
O Turkey i) Rocketry
O Small game {3 "Fat tire” bike riding
{3 Other (3 Running or conditioning

3 Trapping ) Geocaching

C1 Bird and other wildlife watching {7 Other

16. If “No” which of the following might be reosons for not visiting? (CHECK ALL TRAT AePLY)

{7} Nointerest (Z [am concerned about safety

] tintend to walt untll more recreation ) | don't live in the area
opportunities are available {7} Don't know

(L) Idon't participate in the activities that are (Z] Other

proposed here

17. What recreation opportunities should the DNR and partners focusu&i providing in the next 3 years?

-FINAL THOUGHTS AND IDEAS.

18. What additional thoughts or comments would you like to share?

-7(7'{" Yhors mwu{'»gmm r"&ﬁ!clmlﬁ u)Ap ’mvﬁ 'H’!ur L)M&é/’uld wtlma!_
"lb %mﬂ OY)IIMMLQ) ﬁﬂw(*

Zip code of primary residence: %ﬁﬁ ¥ Name (Optional*); K?—L{M&W\ 5. f&ouum
K%'(a[m JQ ﬁ“ﬁif‘;péﬂw Sac.

* The Department will scan all responses, in their entirety (inctuding names), and post on its web site
following the end of the public comment period so that everyone can read all of the comments received,
Thank you!

Saul Prairie Recreation Area: PUBLIC INPUT WISCONSIN DEPARTIMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES



