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About the Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy

The Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy (SLRC) was formed by community members 
in 1988 in response to the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s (LADWP) 
proposal to build a large, industrial-style water filtration plant on what is now the Meadow 
Park. SLRC’s opposition to the filtration plant led to the development of the Master Plan 
for the Silver Lake Reservoirs (SLMP), which was approved by the LADWP Board of 
Commissioners in December 2000.

Since then, SLRC has worked with the community, city councilmembers, and city agencies 
to implement the SLMP including installation of the walking/jogging path around the 
reservoirs and the Meadow Park. Based on community preferences expressed in decades of 
survey feedback, SLRC has sponsored numerous projects and programs to expand public 
access and to enhance the user experience. More information can be found at  
www.silverlakereservoirs.org. 

SLRC is the only organization that systematically gathers and analyzes data on community 
preferences for amenities and improvements on the reservoirs property. This current 
survey represents the largest, most comprehensive and most reliable collection of data 
available anywhere on Silver Lake residents’ thoughts regarding the use of this important 
public resource.

Mission

The Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy (SLRC) is an all-volunteer, non-profit corporation 
dedicated to preserving and enhancing the historical, aesthetic, ecological, and recreational 
benefits of Silver Lake’s open waters and surrounding open space. SLRC works to reflect 
community preferences regarding the property and advocate accordingly. While the 
reservoirs are part of the city’s water supply system, SLRC provides education about water 
quality, projects, and their impact on the community. SLRC’s vision is to facilitate the 
transition of the decommissioned reservoir property and to explore new opportunities 
regarding open space, education, recreation, watershed, wildlife, native plants, natural 
habitats, and land use.  
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Executive Summary

In the spring of 2016, at a time when the Silver Lake Reservoir was drained to allow 
construction of a bypass line at the bottom of the lake, the Silver Lake Reservoirs 
Conservancy (SLRC) mailed a four-page questionnaire to approximately 3,400 residential 
addresses within the Silver Lake Neighborhood Council boundaries (which contain 15,933 
discrete residential addresses). Twenty-one percent of the addresses, or more than one 
in five, received a survey. More than 800 residents returned their completed surveys, 
representing a 24% return rate. This high rate of return resulted in a margin of error of ±4. 

The data collected revealed that adult resident users of the Silver Lake reservoirs area use 
the area mainly for walking and jogging. And they do it often—several times a 
week or more.

Respondents were asked their favorite thing about the Silver Lake Reservoirs. Many said  
they value green, natural, open space where they can recreate and feel part of the 
community. Serenity and tranquility, along with the presence of wildlife, were valued 
qualities. Respondents used the term “oasis” repeatedly.

Survey respondents also expressed their opinions regarding support for, or opposition to, 
19 qualities, uses, or amenities that describe the reservoirs area. Keeping water in the lake 
was the single most supported quality with support from 96% of the community. Other 
highly supported uses and amenities included adding more walking paths closer to the 
water, making the shoreline more natural, adding lighting on the path outside the 
meadow, and taking down the fences to allow access to the inner grounds.

Several other uses and amenities enjoyed high levels of community support, such as a 
special area for wildlife that is off limits to human access, more benches, a public bathroom 
at or near the meadow, public art, more space for picnics, a community garden, and 
swimming. However, replacing some of the lake area with park land and fishing ranked at 
the bottom of the list and had considerably more opposition than support. Opposition 
appears to be higher for uses and projects that might involve more built 
environment as opposed to enhancing and maintaining a natural environment.

Survey respondents were asked about their support for six specific possible modifications 
or projects on the reservoir property, including a path through the eucalyptus grove, an 
esplanade over the spillway between Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs, expansion of park 
space at the Meadow, a path across the South Dam connecting the Silver Lake Boulevard 
and West Silver Lake Drive pedestrian paths, a path along the North Dam connecting West 
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Silver Lake Drive with the pocket park on Tesla, and Swim Silver Lake, a proposed public 
swimming park at the site of the Ivanhoe Reservoir. These projects enjoyed more support 
than opposition. However, the level of support and opposition varied from 83% support and 
9% opposition for a path through the eucalyptus grove to 56% support and 32% opposition 
for Swim Silver Lake.

The survey also asked about concerns resulting from use of the reservoir area including 
traffic, trash, parking, crowds, disturbing wildlife, commercial activity, attracting outsiders, 
and noise. Traffic ranked highest among the concerns with a total of 86% of 
respondents saying they were somewhat, very, or extremely concerned. Noise ranked as 
the lowest concern, with only 49% of respondents stating they were somewhat, very, or 
extremely concerned.

The relationship between neighborhood support and concern was determined using a 
correlation and scatterplot analysis, a statistical technique designed to show how two 
factors vary together. This analysis revealed that support and concern are indeed related; 
as concern increases, support does decrease, but only slightly. Concern explains only 13% 
of the variation in support. Fully 87% of support for a possible improvement project is not 
contingent on the level of concern. The conclusion is: a small group of respondents 
is extremely concerned and opposed to additional or enhanced use of the 
reservoir area, though most residents are both concerned and supportive.

Four key findings

• Water Matters—Silver Lake residents want to keep water in the lake and 
appreciate the opportunity to view and visit a water feature in a mostly arid urban 
core.

• Nature Matters—residents appreciate an oasis with wildlife and flora that offers 
refuge from the stresses of city life.

• Walking Matters—The reservoirs’ main value comes from providing a place to 
run, stroll, walk dogs and push strollers away from busy city sidewalks and traffic 
and that offers peace, quiet and nature.

• Community Matters—The word community was mentioned 125 times in open-
ended comments. Residents meet friends, family and neighbors on the path, in the 
meadow and in the dog park. The reservoirs act as Silver Lake’s public space and 
backyard.

In sum, low impact enhancements that retain the character of the public space to walk or 
run, socialize and enjoy a natural unbuilt area appeal to most Silver Lake residents, with the 
condition that traffic, parking, crowds, trash, and disturbance of wildlife are well-managed.
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Users and use of the Silver Lake Reservoirs area 

The resident users of the Silver Lake Reservoirs area are, in general, adults over 30, many of 
whom have lived in the Silver Lake area for more than a decade. Most do not have children 
living at home or a view of the lake. Most are in Council District 13.1 They mainly use the 
walking path around the lakes or the meadow. They walk, jog and walk their dogs. And they 
do so often—several times a week, or even daily.

Data from the SLRC Community Survey 
– 2016 show that the largest proportion 
of residents (51%) is between 30 and 
49 years of age. Another fifth (21%) 
are between 50 and 64, and about the 
same number (17%) are 65 years of 
age or older. This age distribution is 
broadly representative of the Silver Lake 
community as reported in the most 
recent US Census, except for there being 
few respondents under age 18. This 
result is due to the survey being sent to 

households and only one survey being returned per household. 

Respondents are split evenly between people who have lived near the reservoirs for more 
than 16 years (40%), and those who moved to the area between one and 10 years ago (20% 
under five years, 20% between five and 
nine), with another 16% having lived here 
between 10 and 15 years. 

Just under a quarter (n=186, 24%) of the 
respondents are parents with children 
living at home, which is below the national 
average of about 34%. Most of these 
parents (63%) are between the ages of 
30 and 49, though a sizable percentage 
(26%) is between the ages of 50 and 64. 
Of respondents in the 30-49 age range, 
less than a third (29%) has children living 
at home. The Silver Lake demographic 
remains one that trends older and is 
below average in terms of households with 
children. 

1 Mitchell O’Farrell was the council member for CD 13 in 2017.
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The overwhelming majority—81%—of residents surveyed do not have lake views, though 
nearly 1-in-5 do. Our sample included 371 residents (46%) who live within a few blocks 
of the reservoirs and 431 residents (54%) whose residences are farther away. That 46% of 
respondents live near the lake, but only 19% have lake views means that being near the 
reservoirs does not make the water visible. Some of the hillside properties with the best 
views of the lakes are located some distance away.

How do residents use the area?

A key finding of this survey is that the reservoirs area is not just well-used, but it is highly 
popular among residents. More than half of the residents surveyed use the public space 
around Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs several times a week (14% every day, 42% 
several times a week). Only 3% (n=23) reported never using the area. This high rate of 
use represents remarkable popularity and indicates a substantial demand for outdoor 
recreational space. This popularity also indicates that the reservoirs area occupies a central 
place in the life of the local community. 

View
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No 
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81%

Figure 4. 
View of the Lakes
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Figure 3. 
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By far the primary use of the reservoirs area is jogging and walking. Eighty-seven percent of 
the respondents reported using the walking path around the reservoirs. The second most-
used area is the meadow, which 63% of the residents report visiting regularly. The dog 
park and the recreation center are the next most popular uses, with the basketball courts 
attracting less than 7% of the residents (n=54).

Residents were asked to name their favorite thing about the Silver Lake Reservoirs area. 
In the most common response, respondents indicated they valued green, natural, open 
space where they could recreate and see their neighbors or feel part of the community. 
Water and nature were recurring themes in these comments: “The beauty and spectacle 
of an uncovered body of water, surrounded by greenery and landscaping,” or, “Being near 
nature, having a beautiful running path so close to home, looking out at the water.” Serenity 
and tranquility—often accompanied by references to wildlife—were valued qualities of the 
area: “Beauty, serenity, great blue herons and other wildlife. Interesting and diverse fellow 
walkers and joggers, cute dogs.” The term “oasis” was used repeatedly. One respondent’s 
comment is representative of many:

7% 

26% 

30% 

63% 

87% 

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

Basketball courts

Recreation Center

Dog park

Meadow

Walking/Jogging path

Figure 6. 
% of Respondents who use Amenities

Silver Lake reservoir is my oasis. It’s where I go 
with my dog to unplug, get some fresh air, relax and 

commune with my neighbors. And that’s really it. The 
reservoir is nature and really feeling a sense of community.  
I see the same people every day. It makes L.A. feel quaint 
and connected to its local residents, and that is rare in a city 
this size. It is a huge reason why I live here. And I hope that 
doesn’t change.”
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Neighborhood opinion on possible uses of the area

In anticipation that the reservoirs property would become increasingly available to the 
community after the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) completed 
its water system re-routing project, we asked residents of the Silver Lake community to 
indicate their support or opposition to 19 possible uses and amenities that either already 
existed or that could conceivably be added as enhancements to the area. These uses ranged 
from activities such as “boating,” “swimming,” or “fishing,” to general enhancements such 
as “more space for picnics,” or “removing some of the existing lake area and replacing it 
with park space,” to specific amenities such as “more benches,” “an exercise/fitness course 
or area with equipment,” “a public bathroom at or near the meadow,” and “lighting on the 
path outside the meadow.”

At the top of the list was “keeping water in the lake.” Because the Silver Lake Reservoir 
was empty when we sent the survey, we wanted to ask specifically for residents’ opinions 
about keeping water in the lake. Support for 
a reservoir filled with water was in a category 
all by itself, enjoying virtually unanimous 
support. Taking the margin of error into 
account, we can say with 95% confidence 
that between 92% and 100% of residents 
supported keeping water in the lake. A closer 
examination of how answers were distributed 
along the five-point scale reveals that 84% 
support and 13% strongly support the idea 
that water should return and remain in the 
Silver Lake Reservoir. Just as interesting is the number who oppose keeping water in 
the lake—only three respondents, less than 1%. However, a close examination of these 
opposition responses on all questionnaire items casts doubt on whether this low level of 
opposition is accurate. One of these respondents marked “strongly oppose” to keeping 
water in the lake, but also wrote in the comments section, “Please re-fill.”

Residents nearly unanimously imagine the reservoirs area as being defined by the presence 
of water. As one respondent put it, “You can’t take the ‘lake’ out of Silver Lake.” Others 
commented: “I feel keeping water in the reservoirs is the #1 thing,” or, “I used to like the 
water –now I like the hope I feel about the water someday coming back.” These sentiments 
mirror the first words of the 2000 Silver Lake Master Plan: “Water acts like a magnet.”

Though it is perhaps unsurprising that water is the distinguishing feature of the public 
space surrounding the reservoirs area, some residents can imagine a somewhat smaller lake 
or a more developed park space that could entail reducing the size of the lake. When asked 

In a category all by itself 
is, “keeping water in 
the lake,” which enjoys 
the support of 96% of 
the community.
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whether they supported “removing some of the existing lake and replacing it with park 
space,” nearly a quarter (24%) supported or strongly supported this possibility (though 52% 
opposed or strongly opposed such a change). One comment captures this minority view: 
“Create a mini-Central Park like in NYC. Fill in the reservoir and keep a small pond. Add 
many trees and walking paths.”

The results from all the 19 questions about possible uses of the reservoirs area are shown 
in Figure 7, ordered from most support to least support. Based on this data, the uses and 
amenities supported by the Silver Lake community can be divided into four categories or 
quartile bands – those uses supported by more than three-quarters of the residents, those 
supported by between one-half and three-quarters, those supported by between one-
quarter and one-half of the population, and those with less than one-quarter support. 

Besides keeping water in the lake, in the upper quartile of support are: a walking path 
around the lake closer to the water, removing the asphalt banks of reservoir and 
making the shore of the lake more natural, lighting on the path outside the meadow and 
taking down the fence around the lake and allowing access to the inner grounds and 
paths. 

Three of these four possible 
uses or modifications 
involve enhancing the 
natural preserve aspects 
of the property. Only one 
– adding lighting to the 
path outside the meadow – 
involves construction with 
new materials. However, 
lighting is seen by lake users as a safety amenity that allows walking around the reservoirs 
after sunset. In short, the greatest support among residents is for enhancements that 
improve the walking/jogging/dog walking experience by providing a more natural and 
scenic public space.

In the second quartile of support are uses and amenities that may require some 
construction. These amenities include, in order of support: a special area for wildlife 
that is off limits to human access, more benches, a public bathroom at or near the 
meadow, public art installations, more space for picnics, a community garden, and 
swimming.

Some amenities and uses enjoy support from less than half of the resident population. 
Only 47% would support more kid-friendly features, 45% would support on-site, off-street 
parking, 41% would support boating, and 36% would support an exercise or fitness course 

As one respondent put it, “Focus 
on basics: walking paths, planting, 
wildlife protection and most 
importantly re-filling and maintaining 
the water!”
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or area with equipment. Enjoying even 
less support are additional interpretive 
signs, removing some of the lake area 
and replacing it with park space and 
fishing. 

But the data tell a story that is more 
nuanced than just what is most 
supported and what is least supported. 
Beginning with the least popular use: 
fishing, we can see that 57% oppose. 
However, in the case of interpretive 
signs, only 10% oppose and a large 
number (55%) had no opinion on the 
matter. Fishing and reducing the size 
of the lake have the most opposition, 
followed by boating, and a fitness course, with swimming following with 34%  opposition. 
No other suggested possible use was opposed by more than one-third, though more than 
a quarter (29%) opposed additional parking. (Interestingly, about the same number—26% 
—had no opinion one way or the other about additional parking). The bathroom near the 
meadow is an amenity with mixed support. Although 64% of respondents supported a 
bathroom, one in five respondents opposed it. 

Taken together, this representation of what residents would support indicates that 
proposed changes that enhance the existing primary use—walking and jogging around 
the reservoirs—would likely enjoy the most support. Naturalizing or preserving the area 
to enhance the nature preserve aspect of the property seems to be the clear preference of 
residents. Any changes that involve construction or changes in use have less support, with 
the notable exception of lighting around the path near the meadow. Support for ambitious 
development is present in the neighborhood, but indications are that a minority held this 
view at the time of this survey.

57% oppose fishing

52% oppose replacing some 
of the lake area with 
park land

41% oppose boating

37% oppose fitness course

34% oppose swimming

29% oppose a parking lot
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Neighborhood support for specific possible 
modifications and projects

In addition to asking about uses and amenities in general, we asked, “What is your level 
of support for the following future concepts around the Silver Lake reservoir area?” 
Respondents could rank their support from “strongly oppose,” to “strongly support” on a 
five-point scale. 

The future projects on the list included six specific enhancements, all but one of which had 
about 80% support. The most supported was a natural walking path inside the perimeter 
fence in the Eucalyptus Grove on West Silver Lake Drive. A Meadow Park extension, 
building a walkway (esplanade) along the top of the spillway between the two reservoirs, 
additional walking paths along the North Dam that connects the pocket park to West Silver 
Lake Drive, and along the top of the South Dam above the Recreation Center connecting 
Silver Lake Drive to West Silver Lake Drive also had extensive support. However, building 
a public swimming park where Ivanhoe Reservoir now sits was supported by fewer people 
and had the highest level of opposition of any of the listed enhancements.
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Neighborhood concerns about uses of the area

Although the level of support for enhancements to the walking path and the natural 
qualities of the reservoirs property was high among residents, the community also 
expressed concerns about several of the anticipated impacts associated with public use. 
When asked, “what are your greatest concerns about the Silver Lake Reservoirs area?” and 
then being presented with a list of eight common concerns, more than half reported being 
at least somewhat concerned about seven of them.

Most concern was expressed about traffic, with 59% saying they were very concerned or 
extremely concerned and another 27% saying they were somewhat concerned, adding up 
to 86%. Next was trash. Eighty-one percent of residents reported being at least somewhat 
concerned about trash. Parking was the third-ranked concern, at 78%, followed by 
crowds at 75%, disturbing wildlife at 74%, and commercial activity at 65%.

Because previous experiences with opening public space in the reservoirs area had 
unearthed concerns about “outsiders” coming to the neighborhood in large numbers 
and either causing congestion or damage or possibly changing the character of the 
neighborhood somehow, we wanted to ask whether this remained a concern and, if so, how 

much of a concern it was. We chose 
to phrase the concern: “Changing 
the local character by attracting 
too many outsiders.” Phrased this 
way, the question elicited a 64% 
somewhat concerned rate, though 
notably over a quarter (26%) of 
the respondents were not at all 
concerned and another 9% reported 
not knowing enough to have an 
opinion.

This item about “too many outsiders” also attracted several comments criticizing the 
question itself or the perceived sentiment underlying it. One respondent wrote. “What does 
‘outsiders’ mean? Who defines that term? We are most concerned about changing local 
character by the displacement of long-term residents and businesses/lack of affordable 
housing.” Another wrote, “This is a public space for everyone. We are concerned and 
disappointed by the attitude that it should be only for locals.” Still another commented: 
“The ‘character’ question is disconcerting. We live in a city. People want to come here.”

Interestingly, slightly fewer than half (49%) reported any level of concern about noise and 
nearly two-fifths were not at all concerned about this issue, which possibly reflects the fact 

Several concerns emerged that 
were not asked in the survey: 
public safety, motorhomes, 
homelessness, pedestrian 
safety, bicycling, and concerns 
about dogs—both pro and con.
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that the uses of the reservoir—whether walking or relaxing in the meadow—are relatively 
quiet activities. This finding is consistent with the findings that community members see 
the reservoirs property as a tranquil oasis. 

Several concerns emerged that were not specific items in the survey. These concerns 
included:  public safety; recreational vehicles (RVs) or motorhomes and, more generally, 
homelessness; pedestrian safety; bicycling; and concerns about dogs, both pro and con.

More than 60 written comments mentioned some aspect of public safety: “crime” or 
“violence” or “gangs, graffiti.” One person wrote, “More people means more crime, need 
additional police presence, better lighting at night...” Others wrote that they were concerned 
about, “attracting crime” or “not having security around and the reservoir being vandalized 
at night.” Respondents wanted to “make it look good, safe and popular but security to keep 
out the riff raff (vagrants).” 

Two issues intersected with concern about crime. The first was a desire for more lighting 
(e.g. “It would be great to have the main jogging path lit at night. I won’t use it in the dark 

36% 

26% 

16% 

11% 

16% 

14% 

12% 

8% 

25% 

23% 

18% 

25% 

30% 

25% 

32% 

27% 

15% 

9% 

19% 

15% 

8% 

7% 

7% 

6% 

13% 

17% 

18% 

21% 

22% 

22% 

25% 

26% 

11% 

24% 

29% 

28% 

23% 

31% 

24% 

33% 

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

Noise

Attracting outsiders

Commercial activity

Disturbing wildlife

Crowds

Parking

Trash

Traffic

Not at all Concerned Somewhat Concerned Don't Know Enough Very Concerned Extremely Concerned

Figure 9. 
What are Your Greatest Concerns about the Reservoirs Area?



12
SILVER LAKE RESERVOIRS CONSERVANCY

b/c of safety concerns.”) The second was concern about RVs or motorhomes parked 
around the lakes. Eighteen respondents specifically mentioned RVs, motorhomes or, 
“Campers/motorhomes (full time).” The concern was expressed as, “We do not feel safe 
walking by the RV eye sores!” Several respondents equated these recreational vehicles 
parked along Silver Lake and West Silver Lake Drive with homelessness (e.g. “Transient, 
meaning RV owners and those that live in them.”) 

The issue of homelessness itself was mentioned in open-ended comments 19 times. For 
example, respondents wrote, “May attract homeless people,” or “Will park development 
attract the homeless?  How can that issue be addressed?” or “I would not want it to become 
a haven for people who live in the streets.”

Pedestrian and bicycle safety was also a concern. One person wrote, “Also please add 
pedestrian crossing safety @ Silver Lk.” Another said, “I’d love to prioritize pedestrian 
access and slow the high speed of traffic on the streets around the reservoir.” Others noted 
that what they liked about the path was that it is a “safe jogging path (closed off to car 
traffic).” Bicycling is also a popular use of the lakes area and respondents wanted “more and 
better bike lanes,” or a “bike path all the way around, “or “bike path separate from traffic,” 
and “bike racks for visiting cyclists.”

The last concern mentioned frequently in the comments had to do with dogs and either 
making the lakes area more dog-friendly, or managing dog-related impacts. More than 
56 people mentioned the dog park. Respondents were concerned with the state of the dog 
park: “The dog park at the south end of the lake was nice at first, but has now become a 
cesspool of dog waste and erosion. There appears to be no maintenance whatsoever.” Or, 
more positively, “I think the dog park could use some love. I don’t have a dog, but every 
time I pass it, it’s a bit of any eyesore and it smells.” Two people separately suggested wood 
chips in the dog park, “similar to Santa Monica’s Herb Katz Dog Park (reduce dust, etc.).”

Fewer than a dozen people responded with complaints about dogs, such as, “Too many 
dogs around walking path - makes it so hard to run or walk. Need different lanes - biking, 
running, dogs,” or “dog feces,” or “Odor and waste around the dog park.” A few noted the 
dog waste bag dispensers, but were concerned about maintenance, “Your installation of dog 
waste stations was good one. However, they have remained empty after the first refill.” 

Neighborhood support vs. neighborhood concern

How can 80% of the community support enhancements if 78% of the community is 
concerned about traffic, trash, crowds and parking? 

Answering this question required statistical correlation analysis. To calculate total numbers 
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for support and concern, SLRC summed the responses from the list of “uses” items and the 
list of “concerns” items, as noted at the bottom of the figure. Support ranged from a low of 
zero to a high of 50 and concern ranged from zero to 40. 

Figure 10 helps tell the story. The vertical (Y) axis of this graph represents support for uses 
and possible improvements, with low support at the bottom and high support at the top. 
The horizontal (X) axis represents concerns, which range from not at all concerned on 
the left to extremely concerned on the right. The dots are residents and where they fall in 
terms of support and concern. For example, the first dot on the middle left side of the figure 
represents a person with a medium-low level of support (between 20 and 30) and a low 
level of concern (below 9).

The dots are grouped in rows like a ragged line of soldiers (with some stragglers picking 
up the rear). It is easy to notice there are more dots on the right side of the figure, but 
otherwise the relationship between support and concern is difficult to see. 

To interpret this array of dots, a red diagonal line runs from left to right in the graph, 
sloping slightly downhill. The combined dots and line clearly show there is a negative 
(downwardly sloped) linear relationship between concerns and support for possible uses. 
As concern increases, support decreases. However, the gentle slope tells us the association 
is weak.

10
20

30
40

50
Su

pp
or

t f
or

 E
nh

an
ce

m
en

ts

9 14 19 24 29 34 39
Level of Concern

Enhancements: Remove fence, naturalize banks, install lights, build Eucaplyptus path,
expand meadow, build south dam path, build north dam, build esplanade, swim Silver Lake
Concerns: noise, trash, crowds, traffic, parking, local, wildlife, commercial actvity

Figure 10. Concerns vs. Support for Enhancements
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How strong is this relationship between support and concern? Statistics tell us. A linear 
regression established that level of concern could statistically significantly predict level 
of support, F(1, 683) = 98.31, p = .0001 and concern accounted for 13% (R2=.13) of the 
explained variability in support. The regression coefficient tells us for every extra point of 
concern someone has, their support for enhancements is expected to decrease by .24.

Though statistically significant and important, this relationship is weak, practically 
speaking. If concern predicts 13% of support, that means that 87% of support is not 
contingent on level of concern. The picture tells the story. Notice how most of the dots are 
in the vertical middle of the graph, stretching from a low level of concern to a high level of 
concern, but clustered around a high level of support. Meanwhile, at the lower right of the 
graph, a relatively small group of about 25 dots is bunched around a high level of concern 
and a low level of support. This tells us that a small group of people is extremely concerned 
and consequently does not support additional or enhanced use of the reservoirs area. 
However, most of the residents are both concerned and supportive. 

Please keep the area wild...A natural preserve area”
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Four Key Findings
Analysis of survey data led us to four key findings: Water Matters, Nature Matters, Walking 
Matters, and Community Matters.

Water Matters

By far the single most positive response on the survey was that 96% of respondents support 
keeping water in the lake, although 25% would support a smaller lake. One respondent 
put it this way, “A large body of water brings a sense of calm and quietness where people 
and nature can connect.” Other comments were: “It’s always nice to know that there is a 
body of water nearby,” “I enjoy driving on Silver Lake Boulevard and seeing the water and 
mountains,” and the “future of Silver Lake should include water, not necessarily as it was 
before, but that is what makes it so distinctive.”

Nature Matters 

Although water is the defining feature of the area, the natural area around the banks is also 
prized. Seventy-eight percent support naturalizing the banks by removing the asphalt banks 
and 80% would like to see the fence removed. In addition to quantitative data regarding 
fence removal, 46 comments mentioned taking down the fence. 

Some of the representative comments were: “Take down the fences around the lake. Fill 
it up to cover the ugly cement. Make it look like a real lake.” “Fences and asphalt should 
be removed!” “Can the fence just go away???” “Scenic open beauty. One of very few truly 
open spaces. Can’t wait for the fences to come down!” “My preference would be to focus on 
softening the landscape as much as possible and encouraging the creation of a winding and 
beautiful walking path to connect residents across both sides of the reservoir in engaging 
the community.” “It would be nice if the reservoir were remade to have more natural 
banks.” “We love the view of the lake. We love walking and running around it but we wish 
the fence wasn’t there.” “I love the path and the dog park and now the meadow. My favorite 
thing about the lake is the fact that I can walk around it and see ducks, herons, seagulls, 
and the occasional coyote. I love that it brings nature close to us. Even though it’s through a 
wickedly industrial fence.”

I think access to the edge of the reservoir is 
important. With all this redevelopment, let’s not 

continue to make the reservoir look like a military site or 
jailed Eden.”
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Wildlife is an important part of nature around the reservoirs. Seventy-one percent support 
a special area set aside to protect wildlife such as birds and coyotes: “An enhanced area that 
encourages/attracts local wildlife is very appealing.” “I think it would be great to develop 
these areas into wooded spaces so that more wildlife can make homes there and increase 
the biodiversity of the area.” “I think it’s important to keep at least a few sanctuaries for 
what little wildlife still resides in LA.”

One resident wrote, “I love looking for the Great Blue Herons and their nests. I appreciate 
being so close to nature and wildlife. I love the trees, plants, and flowers around the 
reservoir as well…I also appreciate that parts of the reservoir are protected so that wildlife 
like the Herons can nest and live undisturbed.”

Another wrote: “Despite being only ten minutes from downtown LA, I can enjoy a walk, 
nestled in the hills with views of the majestic mountains, a breeze coming off the lake 
cooling me and take in mother nature’s wonders – feeling like I’m in a rural oasis. I see 
ducks migrating, blue herons feeding their babies, hawks soaring and coyotes stealthing 
about. It is Zen and relaxing.” Perhaps one short comment captures this sentiment the best: 
“It’s an oasis of beauty and calm, surrounded by concrete chaos.”

Walking matters

Walking and jogging are the primary ways residents enjoy the water and nature. Eighty-
seven percent report walking or jogging around the lake and walking path projects received 
overwhelming support. “Path” “walking” “jogging” were the most common words used in 
the open-ended comments. 

Some of the representative comments were: 

• “I have loved walking around the lake almost daily for many years.”
• “I love the jogging path and bird nesting area”
• “I love the community feel of people walking around the reservoir together and 

being outside.”
• “The jogging path is a wonderful retreat from the busy city streets.”
• “I really love running/walking around the reservoir – it’s a 5-minute walk away for 

me and it’s such a peaceful place for me to exercise especially in the morning - it’s 
nice having an ‘oasis’ in the middle of the city.”

I prioritize the preservation of plants (native), wildlife, 
and the development of responsibly developed, shared 

public space. I prefer a harmonious balance between 
buildings and nature.”
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Traffic impacts walking and enjoying nature. Eighty-six percent of respondents reported 
being concerned about traffic. Crowds were also a concern, with 75% of respondents 
indicating a concern. As one person put it, “It would be really wonderful to have new 
features and closer access/more access to the water, but I worry about crowds.” Though 
worried about growth, most respondents celebrated the current lack of crowds. They said 
they appreciated the lakes area because it was, “Easily accessible. Not too crowded, though 
lively.” Or, “It is very close and never overcrowded.” But along with this appreciation came 
worry that crowds will become a problem.

A few respondents even complained that the crowds have already gotten too big: “The 
reservoir area has already become too much of a ‘destination’ for people, and the quality 
of life in the area has gone down considerably. What once was a nice, clean, quiet area has 
now become crowded, noisy, and a lot dirtier.” And, “The attraction for most homeowners 
was the quiet, undisturbed piece of nature we had in the middle of this more and more over 
crowded metropolis. Gone now!”

Community matters

The word “community” was mentioned 125 times in open-ended comments like these:

• “A beautiful place to take the family and stay connected to our community”
• “Want it to still feel centered around the community and the residents.”
• “Having a well maintained public outdoor space that provides the local community 

a place to exercise, relax, or get together with friends”
• “It’s very useful and really makes the neighborhood a community.”
• “Truly has a community park feel.”
• “I love the community feel of people walking around the reservoir together and 

being outside.”
• “I love the sense of community I feel when there.”
• “It’s the center of the community”
• “And it’s the one time to really see the whole community out.”

One respondent put it well: “I love that our community has an outdoor space to use freely 
and is well-respected. Rarely do I see trash problems or overcrowding, and I believe that is 
due to use primarily by our local community.” 

For many, a ‘sense of community’ means that a place has a localized character, that 
everyone knows everyone else, or that an area has a ‘small town,’ or ‘quaint’ quality. While 
generally perceived of as positive, the idea of a public space that ‘belongs’ to the local 
community can be problematic. 
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On the one hand, there is a perception that local use means local responsibility and 
stewardship – if you live in an area, you’re more likely to take care of it. One respondent 
wrote, “I hope the people who visit care about the space as much as the residents.” Another 
respondent put it, “It should be enhanced and developed for the enjoyment of locals and 
those in surrounding neighborhoods, not turned into a tourist destination for those who 
don’t care about its maintenance.” In the spirit of taking responsibility, one user wrote that 
the neighborhood residents “need to take leadership since the LADWP is not providing it.”

However, this appreciation of local stewardship sometimes extends to wanting to keep 
others out: “If all the planned facilities were for residents only is one thing, but some of 
these plans will overcrowd us out of our own neighborhood with outsiders. Don’t mean to 
be xenophobic, but that is reality.” And others were even more direct: “…more development 
would lead to more outsider interest and ruin what calm is present today. I will move away 
if there is any development that attracts outsiders.” Or, “…we don’t need to do anything 
more to encourage this area to become more of a destination for people who do not value 
this area as a residential area.”

On the other hand, keeping things local has a jingoistic ring for some people, who wrote 
things like, “This is a public space for everyone. We are concerned and disappointed by the 
attitude that it should be only for locals.” Or, “The ‘character’ question is disconcerting. We 
live in a city. People want to come here.” And, “Would love to stimulate more public use by 
wider demographic.” On a positive note, one respondent wrote, “Want to ensure that all 
residents are made to feel welcomed.”

Conclusion & Recommendations —  
Nature+Community = Balance

Silver Lake residents in general support improvements for the reservoirs area that enhance 
the quiet, calming, natural qualities of the property while providing a place for neighbors to 
gather and to recreate outdoors in a safe, clean and maintained environment that welcomes 
all visitors, but respects the needs of the nearby residents and protects wildlife. 

Many respondents showed an understanding that tradeoffs are involved in the further use 
and development of the reservoirs area and they expressed hope that a balanced approach 
was possible. One respondent captured the essence of this view: “The number one goal 
should be to strike a balance between added amenities for residents and the crowd/noise/
trash/violence this will inevitably attract.” Another resident who was clearly familiar with 
planning processes said, “With appropriate impact studies and neighborhood input, we 
should be able to find a compromise that works!” 
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Another theme that emerges from the data is inclusivity vs. exclusivity. In regard to 
specific uses, respondents overwhelmingly favored uses that are inclusive—available to all 
or most users—such as walking or jogging. There was little mention in survey comments 
about organized sports or organized activities, which could be the exclusive domain of 
membership-based sports teams, leagues or clubs. Fishing and boating—both relatively 
niche activities—ranked among the least supported of possible uses. Even swimming had 
support from fewer than half the survey respondents. Apart from setting aside a special 
area for wildlife, which enjoyed a high level of support, no other exclusionary use was 
supported by more than 50% of respondents—not fishing, not boating, not swimming, nor 
even specifically kid-friendly features.

The focus on walking and jogging is consistent with data collected in prior SLRC surveys 
indicating a preference for passive recreation as opposed to active recreational activities 
that require specialized facilities or organizations. Indeed, 87% of respondents reported 
using the walking path around the reservoirs, while fewer than 7% said they used the 
basketball courts at the Silver Lake Recreation Center.

Low impact enhancement that retains the character of the public space as a place for all to 
walk or run, socialize and enjoy a natural, unbuilt area would appeal to most Silver Lake 
residents. This desire points clearly toward enhancements and beautification of the walking 
areas and the meadow, as well as the dog park, with an emphasis on re-naturalizing (e.g. 
removing asphalt banks and fencing) or preserving existing greenery and adding natural 
landscaping. As one person put it: 

The current attitude and buzz around the Silver Lake 
Reservoirs is very manageable and largely pleasant 

when I visit. I wouldn’t want crowds or traffic to change 
that too much, so if any of the future concepts do, I would 
rather not do them. I imagine walkways and more paths 
wouldn’t do that.”
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What’s Next? Recommendations based on 
interpretations of the data

There are eight popular and practical enhancements to the reservoir property well-
supported by the data from the SLRC Community Survey – 2016. These are:

1. 83% support a path closer to the water (and 82% support a path through the 
eucalyptus grove)

2. 80% support an esplanade between the two reservoirs
3. 80% support expanding the meadow
4. 79% support extending walkway over north dam
5. 79% support extending walkway over south dam
6. 78% Support naturalizing or removing asphalt banks
7. 77% adding lighting to the meadow
8. 75% support removing fence

What’s more, most of these enhancements have enjoyed broad community support for 
many years as evidenced in prior SLRC surveys.

Recently, SLRC has focused its advocacy efforts on extending the walkway over the south 
dam and re-opening the path used during the recent construction project that ran through 
the trees alongside Ivanhoe Reservoir and is adjacent to the north of the eucalyptus grove. 
Both of these enhancements will increase safety as they move pedestrians farther away 
from traffic and are closer to the water. The south dam walkway adds an alternative path 
that avoids the traffic congestion on Van Pelt Place, where a narrow sidewalk exists, and 
the corner of Van Pelt and Silver Lake Boulevard, which is a steep, narrow, rutted and 
uneven section of the existing path. This alternative walkway would be more accessible for 
people with mobility issues, compared to the existing path, and creates a pedestrian-only 
connection between Silver Lake Boulevard and West Silver Lake Drive.

At the time of the preparation of this report, the LADWP has publicly committed to building 
the walkway across the south dam and re-opening the path through the trees alongside 
Ivanhoe Reservoir. Both of these enhancements may be completed by the end of 2017. But 
more could be done and is well-supported by the community.

Of the remaining enhancements, two are relatively simple and would require minimal 
design and construction. These are expanding the popular Meadow Park and extending 
the walkway over the north dam. Expanding the meadow could be accomplished with 
little more than landscaping, trimming (or removal) of shrubs, and moving the fence. This 
enhancement should be among the highest priorities.
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Extending the walkway over the north dam is also relatively simple, but requires somewhat 
more planning and design. However, since the LADWP has committed to re-opening the 
path at the north end of the eucalyptus grove (used during the recent construction project), 
perhaps it makes sense now to consider extending that path along the north dam to the 
pocket park on Tesla.

The remaining four enhancements—an esplanade between the two reservoirs, naturalizing 
or removing the asphalt banks, installing more path lighting near the meadow, and taking 
down the perimeter fence entirely—are popular but involve more planning, design, and 
funding. 

Taking down the perimeter fence and adding path lighting near the meadow are 
straightforward enhancements supported by three-quarters or more of the community. 
Path lighting near the meadow is frequently cited as a safety issue for path users, though 
some concerns exist about the effects of lighting on wildlife. Still, a plan for wildlife-
sensitive lighting could be developed and appropriate lighting installed.

While taking down the perimeter fence is also well-supported by the community (and has 
been for many years), dealing with access to the water, preventing accidents, and protecting 
LADWP operations on the reservoir property are inherent in any plan to remove the fence.

An esplanade between Silver Lake and Ivanhoe reservoirs, especially if it were connected 
to a new path extending all the way to Armstrong Avenue, could provide another much-
needed, pedestrian-only connection between the east and west sides of the reservoir 
property. However, at this time, LADWP operations on the reservoir property may preclude 
access on the east side. Nevertheless, the esplanade portion—the path between the two 
reservoirs—could be built now as the first phase of a two-phase project.

Naturalizing the banks of the reservoirs has consistently ranked very high in all SLRC 
surveys. There are many different approaches to accomplishing this, from simply punching 
holes in the asphalt and allowing native plants to grow, to removing the asphalt entirely and 
creating a more natural riparian interface that might even include the addition of walkways 
along the water’s edge and wildlife viewing platforms that extend out into the reservoirs. 
However, there are currently unresolved questions about what is required to maintain the 
integrity of banks of the reservoirs. More research and planning are needed to explore the 
possibilities associated with naturalizing the banks.

Fortunately, as of May, 2017, the LADWP has agreed to fund a planning process for 
the future of the reservoirs. SLRC strongly supports including lighting, the esplanade, 
naturalizing the banks, and removing the perimeter fence in any future plans for the 
reservoir property.
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Principles for future modification of the  
Reservoirs Property
SLRC’s mission is to reflect and advocate for community preferences regarding 
enhancements at the Silver Lake Reservoirs. SLRC supports the following principles to 
guide future planning:

 1.  Gather accurate data on community preferences.
 2.  Include the community in every step of the planning process.
 3.  Keep the community well-informed.
 4.  Balance community preferences with community concerns.

Gathering data that reflects community preferences is essential to any planning process. 
Community meetings are important, but are not the best way to gather accurate data. The 
loudest voices may prevail at a meeting, but a random sample survey with a small margin of 
error is the most valid way to learn the community’s opinions. SLRC will continue to survey 
the community and urges other stakeholders to support these efforts.

Community involvement in the planning process is important and should include 
community representation when developing the Scope of Work for the planning process. 
Community representatives from long-standing local community groups and unaffiliated 
members of the community should be part of any planning group.

SLRC supports combining methods to reach the largest number of people. Meetings are 
a great way to have interactive communication with members of the community. Not 
all meetings need to be presentation style, which by design limit participation. In fact, 
gallery style meetings that outline updates on presentation boards with knowledgeable 
representatives available may reach more people and provide for more meaningful 
interaction the community. Besides community meetings, mailings—both postal and 
email—a website, social media and signs posted in the neighborhood are other effective 
ways of keeping the community informed. 

Balancing community preferences with community concerns is key to the success of future 
modifications at the reservoirs. The SLRC Community Survey – 2016 shows strong support 
for modifications designed to increase access to the property, but community support is 
tempered by concerns for wildlife and preserving a natural environment. To achieve that 
balance, SLRC supports designs that keep the natural character of the reservoir property; 
impact studies, when appropriate, before construction; and phasing projects to mitigate 
construction impacts. Often, “less is more.” Creating more access for walking, jogging, and 
enjoying the unique natural surroundings of an urban reservoir while avoiding excessive 
development and large-scale projects is likely to achieve the balance the Silver Lake 
community seeks.
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Methodology

Sample and Procedure
On April 7, 2016, surveys were sent to 3,401 of 15,933 residential addresses within the 
Silver Lake Neighborhood Council (SLNC) boundary. The addresses were randomly 
selected per the following method. 

For the Silver Lake residential population of 15,933 addresses, it was necessary to collect 
376 surveys to achieve a 95% confidence level and 5% margin of error. Assuming it was 
reasonable to expect a 10% response rate (based on past experience) we chose 3,800 as the 
target for the number of questionnaires to mail. 

To select the random sample, we first identified 3,987 residential addresses that abutted 
the reservoirs property and lay within the SLNC boundaries. This number represents 
approximately 25% of SLNC addresses. To ensure that the final sample of returned 
surveys matched the actual population distribution of residents who live near the lake, we 
oversampled residents with addresses that were in carrier routes that abutted one of the 
lakes by randomly sorting the addresses and then selecting one from every four for a total 
of 997 close-to-lake addresses. Then, from the remaining 14,936 addresses, we selected one 
from every five, which came to 2,390 non-lake adjacent addresses. In sum, questionnaires 
were mailed to 3,387 randomly sampled addresses and an additional 14 SLRC board 
members and others. This number was somewhat below our target, but we expected to have 
underestimated the response rate.

Indeed, questionnaires were returned from 802 residents—a 24% response rate. This high 
rate of return resulted in a margin of error of ± 4. Of these respondents, 371, or 46% were 
from lake-adjacent carrier routes. 

Instrumentation
A sub-committee of the Silver Lake Reservoirs Conservancy developed the questionnaire 
based on 25 years of prior SLRC surveys and community input. Each item was reviewed 
by the committee for content validity. A professional statistician developed the Likert-type 
scaling for the survey items. To guard against unwanted duplication, each questionnaire 
was coded with a unique identifying number, which was cross-referenced to an address.

Data Analysis
Paper results returned by mail were manually entered into a spreadsheet, then transferred 
to a statistics program for analysis. Open-ended qualitative comments were also typed and 
transferred to a qualitative analysis software program, where they were coded, categorized, 
then quantized. 

To produce descriptive statistics, the five-point Likert-type questionnaire items were 
recoded to three-point items (support, neither support nor oppose, and oppose). Means 
and proportions were calculated for each survey item and cross–tabulated with additional 
respondent demographic and usage data, as reported in this report.
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Appendix I: 2016 SLRC Community Survey Questionnaire
	

2016 SLRC Survey 
	

How many years have you lived in the Silver Lake reservoir area?  

£ Less than 1 year £ 1-4 years £ 5-9 years £ 10-15 years £ 16+ years 

 

Do you have a view of the lake? £ Yes £ No 

 

How do you use the Silver Lake reservoir area? 

£ The basketball courts £ The meadow £ The jogging path £ The Recreation Center 

£ The dog park £ Not at all £ Other:  

 

How often do you use or visit the Silver Lake reservoir area? 

£ Every day £ Once a month 

£ Several times a week £ Less than once a month 

£ Once a week £ Never 

£ Twice a month   

   

Do you have children at home? £ Yes £ No 

 

How old are you? £ Under 18 
years old 

£ 18-29 
years old 

£ 30-49 
years old 

£ 50-64 
years old 

£ 65 years  
and over 

 
	

What is your favorite thing about the Silver Lake reservoir area?  
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What is your level of support for the following future concepts around the Silver Lake reservoir area?  
(See map on facing page.) 

 Strongly 
oppose 

Oppose Neither oppose 
or support 

Support Strongly 
support 

Adding a natural walking path along the North Dam 
that connects the pocket park to West Silver Lake 
Drive 

£ £ £ £ £ 

Building a walkway (esplanade) along the top of the 
spillway between the two reservoirs £ £ £ £ £ 

Building “Swim Silver Lake,” a public swimming park 
where Ivanhoe Reservoir now sits £ £ £ £ £ 

Adding a natural walking path inside the perimeter 
fence in the Eucalyptus Grove on West Silver Lake 
Drive 

£ £ £ £ £ 

Moving the fence in the Meadow and extending the 
existing landscape of turf and native plantings to 
create additional meadow space closer to the water 
for public use 

£ £ £ £ £ 

Adding a walking path along the top of the South Dam 
above the Recreation Center connecting Silver Lake 
Drive to West Silver Lake Drive 

£ £ £ £ £ 

	
What are your greatest concerns about the Silver Lake reservoir area? 
	

 Not at all  
concerned 

Somewhat 
concerned 

Don’t know 
enough to have 

an opinion  

Very 
Concerned 

Extremely 
Concerned 

Noise £ £ £ £ £ 

Trash £ £ £ £ £ 

Crowds £ £ £ £ £ 

Traffic £ £ £ £ £ 

Parking £ £ £ £ £ 

Changing the local character by attracting too many 
outsiders £ £ £ £ £ 

Disturbing wildlife £ £ £ £ £ 

Commercial activity £ £ £ £ £ 
	

What other concerns or priorities do you have about about additional park development around the Silver Lake reservoirs? 
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In anticipation of the reservoir property becoming increasingly available to the community, please indicate your support for 
or opposition to the following possible uses:  
 
	 Strongly 

oppose 
Oppose Neither oppose 

or support 
Support Strongly 

support 

More space for picnics £ £ £ £ £ 
Public art installations £ £ £ £ £ 
Swimming £ £ £ £ £ 
Boating (e.g. Echo Park Lake) £ £ £ £ £ 
Fishing £ £ £ £ £ 
A walking path around the lake closer to the water £ £ £ £ £ 
Removing the asphalt banks of the reservoir and making the shore of the 

lake more natural £ £ £ £ £ 

Taking down the fence around the lake and allowing access to the inner 
grounds and paths £ £ £ £ £ 

Keeping water in the lake £ £ £ £ £ 
Additional interpretive signs £ £ £ £ £ 
More benches £ £ £ £ £ 
Lighting on the path outside the meadow £ £ £ £ £ 
On-site, off-street parking  £ £ £ £ £ 
Kid-friendly features £ £ £ £ £ 
Removing some of the existing lake area and replacing it with park space £ £ £ £ £ 
A community garden £ £ £ £ £ 
A special area for wildlife that is off limits to human access £ £ £ £ £ 
An exercise/fitness course or area with equipment £ £ £ £ £ 
A public bathroom at or near the Meadow £ £ £ £ £ 
	

What other uses or amenities would you support for the Silver Lake reservoir area?  
  

  

  

  

 

Would you be willing to volunteer any time to assist the SLRC? If so, thank you! Please let us know how to best reach you  

and if there is any thing in particular you can offer or would be interested in doing. 
 

  

  

  

 






