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CHAPTER 2 
Community Profile 

 
 
2.0 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter provides the context for evaluating the community’s recreational needs.  For example, the 
availability of recreational opportunities on nearby federally-owned lands is an important factor to 
consider when evaluating the provision of land, facilities and programs for recreation.  The presence of 
major streams and rivers in the planning area strongly influences the location of parks, trails and open 
space.   
 
The climate of the area, specifically the cold and snow of winter and the relatively short summers, plays 
an important role in the provision of recreational facilities and programs as well as decisions regarding 
maintenance. Finally, understanding the demographic composition of our community is critical for 
assessing the recreational facility and program needs of our citizens. 
 
 
2.1 REGIONAL RECREATION CONTEXT 

2.1.1 Yellowstone National Park 

Bozeman sits northwest of Yellowstone National Park.  From Bozeman, it is a 90-mile drive to the west 
entrance of the park at the city of West Yellowstone and a 79 mile drive to the north entrance at 
Gardiner. Yellowstone became the country’s first national park in 1872. Today, the park is an 
International Biosphere Reserve, a World Heritage Site, a wildlife refuge, and a favorite vacation spot. 
Three major volcanic explosions that occurred in the last 2 million years formed the landscape of the 
park. The volcanic explosion that formed the Yellowstone Caldera, or basin, occurred 600,000 years ago. 
The volcanism that caused these eruptions still powers the park’s famous geysers, hot springs, 
fumaroles, and mud pots. 
 
Summer activities in the park include sightseeing, hiking, biking, camping, boating, fishing and 
backpacking. Winter activities include cross-country skiing, snowmobiling, sightseeing, and 
snowshoeing.  The road between Gardiner and Cooke City is the only one open year-round to wheeled 
vehicles.1 
 
2.1.2 Gallatin National Forest 

Bozeman is in close proximity to Gallatin National Forest lands, including the Bridger Range to the 
northeast and the Gallatin Range to the south. This National Forest was established in 1899 and is part 
of the Greater Yellowstone Area, the largest intact ecosystem in the continental United States. This 1.8-
million acre Forest spans six mountain ranges and covers large sections of Park, Gallatin, and Sweet 
Grass counties.  The Gallatin National Forest provides habitat for a full complement of native fauna, 
including four federally listed threatened species – the grizzly bear, gray wolf, bald eagle, and the Canada 
lynx. The forest is used for a wide range of recreational activities, including camping, hiking, hunting, 
fishing, snowmobiling, horseback riding, wildlife viewing, cross-country skiing, and downhill skiing.  
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The Gallatin National Forest contains two Congressionally-designated Wilderness areas, the Absaroka-
Beartooth and Lee Metcalf Wildernesses.  The Absaroka-Beartooth Wilderness Area is an enormous and 
rugged expanse of high-elevation country, sprawling across the eastern side of the Gallatin National 
Forest, as well as portions of the Shoshone and Custer National Forests. Further to the west is the Lee 
Metcalf Wilderness Area, divided into four separate units in the Madison Range. The Gallatin and 
Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forests, as well as the Bureau of Land Management, share 
landownership. Wild canyon country along the Madison River, forest and meadow areas filled with 
wildlife, razor-like ridges leading to glacially carved peaks, and alpine lakes and meadows are all found in 
these diverse wilderness segments.2  
 
Bridger Bowl, the local downhill ski area, is located about 15 miles north of Bozeman.  Bridger Bowl 
offers 1,500 acres of terrain, with 69 trails served by 7 lifts.  Bohart Ranch Cross County Ski Center, the 
local nordic ski area, is located about 16 miles north of Bozeman.  They offer 25 kilometers of groomed 
trails ski trails, as well as snowshoe trails, situated on private and Forest Service lands.  Both ski areas are 
located in the Bridger Range of the Gallatin National Forest 
 
Hyalite Canyon and Hyalite Reservoir are located south of Bozeman in the Gallatin National Forest.  
They are named for the mineral that is found in the area. Hyalite Canyon is a tremendous recreational 
resource near Bozeman, with facilities for camping, fishing, and hiking. Mountain biking, ice climbing, 
and skiing are also popular activities. There are several wheelchair-accessible trails in Hyalite Canyon. 
 
 
2.2 HYDROLOGY 

Bozeman and the planning area are crossed with numerous rivers, streams and irrigation canals (see 
Figure 2). These watercourses and associated riparian areas greatly influence the physical location of 
recreational lands with many parks and open spaces containing watercourses, and many trails running 
along watercourses.  Most of the creeks flow from the southeast to northwest to the Gallatin River. 
Major creeks and rivers within the planning area include: 
· East Gallatin River, in the northeastern portion of the City and planning area; 
·  Bozeman (Sourdough) Creek, flowing through the east side of the City and joining with Rocky 

Creek to form the East Gallatin River. Bozeman Creek has been channelized and rerouted into a 
storm pipe as it flows through the center of town; 

·  Nash Spring Creek, Matthew Bird, and Figgins Creeks in the southern portion of the City of 
Bozeman; 

·  Hyalite Creek, southwest of the City; 
·  Rocky Creek, flowing northwest along the Interstate through the northeast sections of the City 

of Bozeman, and joining with Bozeman Creek to form the East Gallatin River;  
·  Bridger Creek, flowing west from Bridger Canyon, into the East Gallatin River 
·  Baxter Creek and Aajker Creek, flowing through the western part of the City; and  
·  East and West Catron Creeks, flowing south to north, through the middle of the City 
 
Groundwater is another abundant resource in the Gallatin Valley. Generally, groundwater is near the 
surface, and flows from south to north to the East Gallatin River. Locally high water tables of less than 
ten feet below the surface are prevalent throughout the valley. Groundwater aquifers are recharged 
through many sources. Recharge is received from infiltration from the many rivers, streams, and 
irrigation ditches. In addition, faults located along the mountain fronts aid in recharge by distributing the 
rain and snow runoff along their corridors. 
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2.3 WEATHER AND CLIMATE 

The weather and climate of the Bozeman area is a significant factor to consider when planning for park 
and recreation facilities and programs.  The weather impacts a wide-range of considerations such as: 

· The scheduling of warm verses cold weather recreation programs 

· Maintenance of park and recreational facilities, which varies seasonally 

· Installation of vegetation, new equipment, parking lot improvements, etc. 

· Provision of seasonal activities such as ice skating/hockey and nordic skiing in the winter and 
outdoor swimming and tennis in the summer 

 
Tables 2-1 and 2-2 include temperature and precipitation data for Montana State University that was 
compiled by the Western Regional Climate Center in 2005.  The data represents a period of record from 
April 8, 1892 to December 31, 2004. 
 

Table 2-1: Average Temperatures in Fahrenheit Scale by Month – 1892 through 2004 

 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual

Maximum Temperature 31.3 35.3 42.3 53.7 63.1 71.5 81.1 80.2 69.1 57.5 42.0 33.7 55.1 

Minimum Temperature 11.8 15.2 21.2 30.5 38.5 45.2 51.0 49.5 41.1 32.8 22.2 14.6 31.1 

Source: Montana Climate Summaries, Western Regional Climate Center. 
 

Table 2-2: Average Precipitation in Inches by Month – 1892 through 2004 

 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual

Total Precipitation 0.88 0.74 1.33 1.81 2.87 2.88 1.36 1.24 1.74 1.48 1.08 0.86 18.26 

Total Snowfall 12.7 10.2 16.1 12.2 4.2 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.8 5.3 10.9 11.5 84.5 

Snow Depth 5 5 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 2 

Source: Montana Climate Summaries, Western Regional Climate Center. 
 
Bozeman is located at an elevation of 4,793 feet above sea level.  The average growing season is 107 
days. 
 
 
2.4 DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE  

2.4.1 Population 

Historic Population Trends.  Although Bozeman’s growth was significant during the 1990s, from a 
percent change perspective, the 1990s had the fifth greatest rate of population change of the 20th 
century at approximately 22 percent. Since 1900, the greatest rate of population change occurred during 
the decade of 1900 to 1910 when the population grew by approximately 49 percent. This decade was 
characterized by the advent of dry land farming techniques and a resulting homestead boom, which 
dramatically increased the City’s population. The decade between 1960 and 1970 had the second greatest 
rate of population change between 1900 and 2000. During this ten-year period, the City’s population 
increased by approximately 40 percent. This population boom is attributed to the first wave of out-
migration from urban areas to the Rocky Mountain West, and the “get back to nature” movement of the 
1960s. The decades between 1930 and 1940, and 1940 and 1950, had the third and fourth greatest rate 
of population change of the century. During these ten-year periods, the City’s population increased by 
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approximately 26 percent and 31 percent respectively. This population increase is often associated with 
the boom in the tourism economy as Yellowstone National Park became a popular destination for 
pleasure seekers. 
 

Table 2-3:  Historic Population Trends for Bozeman and Gallatin County – 1900 through 2000 

City of Bozeman Gallatin County 
Year 

Population Percent Change Population Percent Change 

Bozeman as 
Percent of County

1900 3,419 — 9,553 — 35.8% 

1910 5,107 49.4% 14,079 47.4% 36.3% 
1920 6,183 21.1% 15,864 12.7% 39.0% 
1930 6,855 10.9% 16,124 1.6% 54.9% 
1940 8,665 26.4% 18,269 13.3% 47.4% 
1950 11,325 30.7% 21,902 19.9% 51.7% 
1960 13,361 18.0% 26,045 18.9% 51.3% 
1970 18,670 39.7% 32,505 24.8% 57.4% 
1980 21,645 15.9% 42,865 31.9% 50.5% 
1990 22,660 4.7% 50,463 17.7% 44.9% 
2000 27,590 21.8% 67,831 34.4% 40.7% 

Source:  Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau. 
 
Recent Population Trends.  Table 2-4 contains population estimates for the City of Bozeman and 
Gallatin County for the years 2000 through 2005.  These numbers are from the U.S. Census Bureau’s 
Annual Time Series (ATS) of Population Estimates.  Each year the Population Estimates Program 
produces estimates of households, housing units, distribution of households by age of householder, and 
persons per household, by state. The reference date for these estimates is July 1.   
 

Table 2-4: Population Estimates for Bozeman and Gallatin County – 2000 through 2005 

City of Bozeman Gallatin County 
Year 

Population Percent Change Population Percent Change 

Bozeman as 
Percent of County

July 1, 2000 27,911 — 68,278 — 40.8% 

July 1, 2001 28,713 2.9% 69,812 2.2% 41.1% 
July 1, 2002 29,526 2.8% 71,106 1.9% 41.5% 
July 1, 2003 30,868 4.5% 73,328 3.1% 41.9% 
July 1, 2004 32,414 5.0% 75,637 3.1% 42.9% 
July 1, 2005 33,535 3.5% 78,210 3.4% 42.8% 

Source: Annual Estimates of the Population for Incorporated Places and Counties, Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau. 
 
As noted previously, the planning area for this document extends beyond the City of Bozeman.  In 
order to accurately evaluate and address the recreational needs of the entire planning area, an estimate of 
the population of the entire planning area is needed.  According to the Gallatin County GIS Office’s 
structure layer, there were approximately 2,769 dwelling units in the planning area outside of the City of 
Bozeman.  When the County’s average household size of 2.46 is multiplied by this number, a population 
estimate of 6,812 results, for an estimate of approximately 40,347 people for the entire planning area. 
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Population Projections.  The Montana Census and Economic Information Center (CEIC) provides 
population projections for the State of Montana and all Montana counties.  These projections were 
prepared by NPA Data Services, Inc.  Population projections for the PROST Plan Planning Area were 
developed by Morrison-Maierle, Inc. for preparation of the City’s Wastewater Facility Plan3.  The 
methodology for Morrison-Maierle, Inc.’s projections are available for review at the Department of 
Planning & Community Development. 
 

Table 2-5: Population Projections – 2010, 2015, 2020 and 2025 

 2010 2015 2020 2025 

PROST Plan Planning Area 42,700 54,500 69,500 88,700 

Gallatin County 80,774 86,344 92,060 97,743 

State of Montana 988,874 1,037,405 1,090,686 1,148,162 

Source: NPA Data Services, Inc. 
Population Projections and Study Boundary, Morrison Maierle, Inc., February 16, 2005. 
 
All of this population information suggests that the population of the City of Bozeman, Gallatin County 
and the PROST Plan planning area is growing rapidly.  Proactive planning will be needed to ensure that 
the City’s recreational facilities and programs can keep pace with the population growth of the 
community.  These population numbers will be used in later chapters to evaluate the level of service the 
City is currently providing and to prepare an assessment of needs for recreational facilities and 
programs. 
 
2.4.2 Gender 

Bozeman and Gallatin County represent a gender anomaly where men have outnumbered women since 
the 1950s.  Nationwide, men represented 49.1 percent and women 50.9 percent of the population in the 
2000 Census.  At the state level, men comprised 49.8 percent and women 50.2 percent of the population 
in 2000.  Gender represents a factor to be considered when planning for recreation facilities and 
programs because recreational interests vary based on gender.  For example, studies by Leisure Trends 
Group indicate that the top ten recreational activities for women include walking, aerobics, exercise, 
biking, jogging, basketball, lifting weights, golf, swimming and tennis, whereas the top ten recreational 
activities for men include golf, basketball, walking, jogging, biking, lifting weights, football, hiking, 
fishing and hunting.4  
 

Table 2-6: Gender Percentages for Bozeman and Gallatin County – 1910 through 2000 

City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin

Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County

Male 51.5% 56.7% 48.3% 52.2% 48.9% 52.2% 48.4% 52.1% 51.1% 52.8%

Female 48.5% 43.3% 51.7% 47.8% 51.1% 47.8% 51.6% 47.9% 48.9% 47.2%

City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin City of Gallatin
Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County Bozeman County

Male 51.2% 51.7% 51.0% 51.1% 51.3% 51.4% 51.2% 51.1% 52.6% 52.0%

Female 48.8% 48.3% 49.1% 48.9% 48.8% 48.6% 48.8% 48.9% 47.4% 48.0%

1950

1960 1970 1980 1990 2000

1910 1920 1930 1940

 
Source:  Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau. 
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Based on historical data, we could expect the trends of men outnumbering women in the City of 
Bozeman and Gallatin County to continue into the future.   
 
2.4.3 Age 

Nationwide, median age is increasing, which is attributable to several trends including increased 
longevity and aging of the population born during the Baby Boom after World War II (1946 to 1964).5  
In fact, Montana, Florida, Wyoming, Maine, New Mexico and North Dakota are all predicted to have at 
least 25 percent of their population represented by persons age 65 and over by 2030.6   
 

Table 2-7: Population by Age for Bozeman and Gallatin County - 1930 through 2000 

Under 5 years 509 7.4% 1,371 8.5% 653 7.5% 1,440 7.9% 1,107 9.8% 2,491 11.4% 1,261 9.4% 3,026 11.6%

5 to 9 years 595 8.7% 1,569 9.7% 593 6.8% 1,387 7.6% 760 6.7% 1,768 8.1% 1,075 8.0% 2,560 9.8%

10 to 14 years 694 10.1% 1,765 10.9% 650 7.5% 1,502 8.2% 636 5.6% 1,419 6.5% 1,044 7.8% 2,314 8.9%

15 to 19 years 669 9.8% 1,579 9.8% 801 9.2% 1,758 9.6% 872 7.7% 1,652 7.5% 1,702 12.7% 2,617 10.0%

20 to 24 years 581 8.5% 1,249 7.7% 880 10.2% 1,759 9.6% 1,699 15.0% 2,544 11.6% 1,841 13.8% 2,730 10.5%

25 to 34 years 906 13.2% 2,067 12.8% 1,425 16.4% 2,775 15.2% 1,875 16.6% 3,597 16.4% 1,514 11.3% 3,208 12.3%

35 to 44 years 1,049 15.3% 2,425 15.0% 1,120 12.9% 2,275 12.5% 1,309 11.6% 2,627 12.0% 1,520 11.4% 3,093 11.9%

45 to 54 years 829 12.1% 1,877 11.6% 1,107 12.8% 2,425 13.3% 1,068 9.4% 2,101 9.6% 1,167 8.7% 2,419 9.3%

55 to 64 years 567 8.3% 1,230 7.6% 734 8.5% 1,604 8.8% 991 8.8% 1,952 8.9% 924 6.9% 1,767 6.8%

65 to 74 years 324 4.7% 744 4.6% 477 5.5% 928 5.1% 650 5.7% 1,159 5.3% 815 6.1% 1,487 5.7%

75 years and over 130 1.9% 244 1.5% 225 2.6% 416 2.3% 358 3.2% 592 2.7% 498 3.7% 824 3.2%

Unknown 2 0.0% 4 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Total 6,855 100.0% 16,124 100.0% 8,665 100.0% 18,269 100.0% 11,325 100.0% 21,902 100.0% 13,361 100.0% 26,045 100.0%

Under 5 years 1,306 7.0% 2,415 7.4% 1,120 5.2% 2,994 7.0% 1,288 5.7% 3,476 6.9% 1,366 5.0% 3,935 5.8%

5 to 9 years 1,321 7.1% 2,760 8.5% 919 4.2% 2,718 6.3% 1,294 5.7% 3,621 7.2% 1,120 4.1% 4,029 5.9%

10 to 14 years 1,273 6.8% 2,867 8.8% 951 4.4% 2,649 6.2% 983 4.3% 3,416 6.8% 1,185 4.3% 4,328 6.4%

15 to 19 years 3,223 17.3% 4,565 14.0% 3,319 15.3% 5,143 12.0% 2,565 11.3% 4,369 8.7% 3,184 11.6% 6,002 8.8%

20 to 24 years 4,025 21.6% 5,046 15.5% 5,802 26.8% 7,755 18.1% 4,878 21.5% 6,305 12.5% 6,621 24.1% 9,187 13.5%

25 to 34 years 2,187 11.7% 3,928 12.1% 3,923 18.1% 8,177 19.1% 4,088 18.0% 8,945 17.7% 4,701 17.1% 10,059 14.8%

35 to 44 years 1,375 7.4% 2,977 9.2% 1,519 7.0% 4,281 10.0% 3,008 13.3% 8,470 16.8% 3,168 11.5% 10,568 15.6%

45 to 54 years 1,444 7.7% 3,084 9.5% 1,144 5.3% 3,044 7.1% 1,439 6.4% 4,273 8.5% 2,781 10.1% 9,308 13.7%

55 to 64 years 1,020 5.5% 2,245 6.9% 1,219 5.6% 2,871 6.7% 1,061 4.7% 3,103 6.1% 1,183 4.3% 4,645 6.8%

65 to 74 years 759 4.1% 1,425 4.4% 849 3.9% 1,844 4.3% 1,091 4.8% 2,751 5.5% 885 3.2% 2,982 4.4%

75 years and over 737 3.9% 1,193 3.7% 880 4.1% 1,389 3.2% 965 4.3% 1,734 3.4% 1,315 4.8% 2,788 4.1%

Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Total 18,670 100.0% 32,505 100.0% 21,645 100.0% 42,865 100.0% 22,660 100.0% 50,463 100.0% 27,509 100.0% 67,831 100.0%

1950

Gallatin
County

City of 
Bozeman

19601930 1940

Gallatin
County

City of 
Bozeman

Gallatin
County

Gallatin
County

1970

City of 

1990

City of 

City of 
Bozeman

City of 
Bozeman

Bozeman
Gallatin
County

1980

City of 
Bozeman

Gallatin
County Bozeman

Gallatin
County

2000

City of 
Bozeman

Gallatin
County

 
Source:  Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau. 
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Over the past several decades the median age in Montana has been greater than for the US as a whole.  
Montana’s median age was 33.8 years in Census 1990 and 37.5 years in Census 2000, while median age 
in the US as a whole was 32.9 years in 1990 and 35.3 years in 2000.7  This trend is expected to continue 
with median age for Montana projected to be 41.5 years by 2015 and 46 years by 2030 compared to 37.4 
years in 2015 and 39.0 years in 2030 for the US as a whole.8  Montana women are predicted to continue 
to reach an older age than men, with the median age for women predicted to be 47.7 years by 2030 
compared to 44.2 years for men.9 
 
Locally, the population of Gallatin County is also aging, although the population of Gallatin County is 
still significantly younger than the population as a whole statewide and nationwide.  In 2000, the median 
age in Gallatin County was 30.7 years, which was an all time high.  This is up from a low of 23.6 years in 
1970.  The City of Bozeman is bucking the aging trend.  In 2000, the City had a median age of 25.4 
years, which was 12.1 years less than the statewide median age and 9.9 years less than the nationwide 
median age!  Bozeman’s median age actually declined from 25.8 years in 1990.  Bozeman’s median age 
hit its zenith of 30.3 in 1940.  Like Gallatin County, Bozeman’s all time low for median age was also in 
1970 at 22.7 years.   
 

Graph 2-1: Median Age for Bozeman and Gallatin County – 1930 through 2000 
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Source:  Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau. 
Note: Median age for Bozeman in 1930 – 1960, 1980 and for Gallatin County 1930 – 1950 was calculated by the Department of Planning 
and Community Development in 2005 because this information was not available from the U.S. Census Bureau. 
 
Bozeman’s youthful relatively youthful population is attributable to the presence of Montana State 
University.  Approximately 12,000 students attend MSU, with most living in the PROST Plan planning 
area.  Many students do not have the responsibilities that come with a family, a career and running a 
household, and tend to have more time available for various types of recreational activities. 
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The increasing numbers of seniors in our population will require safe and ready access to a variety of 
activities that range from fitness and sports programs, to hobby and craft opportunities, and computer 
clubs and travel clubs.  Seniors will be looking for activities that combine fitness with fun. 
 
2.4.4 Income 

As illustrated in the table below, Montana’s ranking among the states for per capita income has trended 
downwards since a high of 14 in 1950.   

 
Table 2-8: Montana’s Ranking in Per Capita Income - 1930 through 2004 

1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2004 

30 19 14 28 34 34 43 46 45 

Source: Per Capita Personal Income, Montana Rank, 1929-2004, U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis. 
 
The Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) attributes this trend mainly to 
“declines in resource-based industries, which historically provided family-wage jobs (mining, forestry, 
agriculture, ranching, manufacturing). Those jobs have not been replaced by other industries providing 
family-wage jobs to the same workforce. While there has been growth in the government, services, 
retail, wholesale, construction, communications, and public utilities sectors, many jobs in the highest 
growth sectors are low-paying jobs (e.g., retail, services). Moreover, education and workforce 
training/re-training programs have not kept up with economic changes.”10  
 
Gallatin County’s per capita personal income was $19,074 at the time of the 2000 Census, compared to 
only $16,104 in Bozeman. In 2000, per capita income was $21,587 nationwide and $17,151 statewide.11  
According to the Bureau of Economic Analysis, Gallatin County’s per capita personal income had risen 
to $27,211 in 2003. This ranked 5th in the state and was 107 percent of the state average of $25,406, and 
86 percent of the national average of $31,472.12  2003 figures for Bozeman were not available. 
 
The SCORP notes that “because of Montana’s struggling economy and low income population, 
affordability of outdoor recreation is a key issue, as is the limited ability of businesses and citizens to pay 
higher taxes for it.”13  Given that the per capita income figures for Bozeman are so low, affordability of 
recreation activities is of particular concern. 
 
Income also influences housing choices.  With housing affordability increasingly becoming an issue in 
Bozeman, an increasing number of households are housed in multifamily configurations.  Households in 
multifamily developments may have less yard space available for recreation than those in single-
household structures.  Therefore, the provision of adequate public park space becomes even more 
important. 
 
2.4.5 Ethnicity 

In 1990 Bozeman’s population was 95.9 percent white and 1.4 percent Hispanic or Latino.14  By 2000, 
Bozeman’s population was 93.8 percent white and 1.6 percent Hispanic or Latino.15  These numbers 
illustrate that Bozeman is not very ethnically diverse, but is becoming slightly more diverse over time.  
Increased diversity will bring with it a need for a different mix of recreational facilities.  As the county 
becomes more globalized, sports and recreational activities popular in other nations will gain more 
exposure in this country.  For instance, the large demand for soccer may in part be stimulated by new 
arrivals from countries with a strong soccer tradition.  Recreation programming should emphasize the 
value of diversity, through activities such as fairs and celebrations, language and arts classes. 
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Along with the growing diversity of our community comes the increasing use of other languages, most 
notably Spanish.  The Recreation and Parks Divisions should evaluate which materials should also be 
provided in Spanish.  Emphasis should be placed on materials that are critical to health and safety such 
as safety signage on playground equipment. 
 
2.4.6 Disability 

According to the 2000 Census, of the City’s 5 years and over population, approximately 5,000 people 
had some sort of sensory, physical, mental or self-care disability.  Increasingly, people with disabilities 
are leading active, independent lives, and are requiring recreational facilities and programs that are 
accessible and inclusive.  Universal design and access should be provided whenever and wherever 
feasible, and in many instances is mandated by law.  
 
2.4.7 Non-traditional Families 

Our society increasing includes non-traditional families, such as families headed by single men and 
women, grandparents raising their grandchildren, adoptive families and families headed by same-sex 
couples.  Many of these families may feel isolated and unwelcome within existing recreation programs.  
Recreation providers should be cognizant of these issues, and strive to make all feel welcome and 
supported. 
 
 
2.5 ANNEXATION 

As the population of the City increases so does the physical size of the City in order to accommodate 
the housing, workplaces and services needed to support the population.  Growth in the size of the City 
influences not only the amount of recreation programs and facilities needed to serve the community, but 
also the location of those facilities.  The growth of the City also influences the City’s ability to efficiently 
maintain recreation facilities.  Table 2-9 illustrates annexation activity in the City during the past ten 
years. 
 

Table 2-9: Acres Annexed to the City of Bozeman by Year – 1995 through 2004 

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999* 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 

540.14 11.50 958.96 90.04 104.06 632.09 794.06 222.746 186.582 484.467 

Source:  City of Bozeman, GIS Department, 2005. 
*In 1999, 0.1239 acres were de-annexed from the City of Bozeman. 
 
 
2.6 PROST PLAN SURVEY RESULTS 

As noted in Chapter 1, a community survey was conducted as part of the preparation of the PROST 
Plan.  Other than population data, age information is the most important demographic determinant in 
assessing recreation needs.  As such, age was the only demographic information collected in the survey.  
Analyzing survey responses by age group elicited some interesting and informative results. 
 
Question 1. Analysis of age as it related to Question 1 indicates that older respondents (age 60 years and 
over) were more likely feel that the recreation opportunities available in our community are adequate to 
meet the recreation needs of their household; 71 percent either agreed or strongly agreed that their 
needs were being met while only 10 percent either disagreed or strongly disagreed that their needs were 
being met.   
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Table 2-10: Responses to PROST Survey Question 1 by Age Group 

 Agree Strongly Agree Disagree Strongly Disagree Uncertain No Opinion No Response

20-34 years 61% 6% 24% 2% 6% 0% 0% 

35-59 years 60% 10% 18% 5% 3% 2% 2% 

60 and over 51% 20% 8% 2% 7% 2% 10% 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
 
Question 3.  Cross-tabbing age and the results of Question 3 indicate that the recreational activities of 
most importance to households varied depending upon age.   
 

Table 2-11: Responses to PROST Survey Question 3 by Age Group 

All Age Groups 20-34 years 35-59 years 60 years and over 

1. Hiking/walking 1. Hiking/walking 1. Hiking/walking 1. Hiking/walking 

2. Biking 2. Biking 2. Biking 2. Picnicking 

3. XC skiing 3. Running/jogging 3. XC skiing 3. Relaxing 

4. Swimming 4. Disc golf TIED Swimming 4. Swimming 4. XC skiing 

5. Relaxing TIED Running/jogging 5. XC skiing TIED Soccer 5. Running/jogging 5. Biking 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
 
Hiking/walking was the most important activity for all age groups.  However, more passive activities, 
Picnicking and Relaxing, received the second and third highest ranking from the 60 years and over age 
group.  By comparison, in the other two age groups more active activities (biking, running/jogging, 
cross-country skiing) were ranked second and third.  It is interesting to note, but not unexpected, that 
disc golf and soccer were among the top five most important activities listed in the 20-34 years age 
group.  However, disc golf and soccer were not listed in the five most important activities in any other 
age group or for all age groups combined. 
 
Question 5.  Analysis of answers to Question 5 against age data shows that the top five facilities were 
the same for the 35-59 years and 60 years and over age groups, as well as when all age groups were 
aggregated together.  However, the top five facilities listed by respondents in the 20-34 years age group 
varied slighting, and they were the only age group with Dog parks and without Arts/cultural facilities in 
their top five most important facilities. 
 

Table 2-12: Responses to PROST Survey Question 5 by Age Group 

All Age Groups 20-34 years 35-59 years 60 years and over 

1. Trails 1. Trails 1. Trails 1. Trails 

2. Parks 2. Parks 2. Parks 2. Parks 

3. Open space 3. Swimming pools  3. Open space 3. Open space 

4. Arts/cultural facilities 4. Dog parks 4. Arts/cultural facilities 4. Arts/cultural facilities 

5. Swimming pools 5. Open space 5. Swimming pools 5. Swimming pools 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
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Question 8.  Cross-tabbing age and the results of Question 8 show that the rates of park usage were 
very similar for the 20-34 years and 35-59 years age groups.  However, park usage by people in the 60 
years and over age group was significantly less, with only 37 percent indicating that their household used 
City parks Very Frequently or Frequently (compared to 67 percent and 65 percent for the 20-34 years 
and 35-59 years age groups respectively).  Seven percent of the 60 and over age group responded that 
their household never uses City parks. 
 

Table 2-13: Responses to PROST Survey Question 8 by Age Group 

 All Age Groups 20-34 years 35-59 years 60 years and over 

Very frequently 29% 35% 32% 11% 

Frequently 31% 32% 33% 26% 

Occasionally 29% 25% 26% 45% 

Seldom 9% 8% 9% 11% 

Never 2% 0% 0% 7% 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
 
Question 10.  Analysis of the results of Question 10 against age data indicates that the rates of trail 
usage were very similar for the 20-34 years and 35-59 years age groups.  However, trail usage by people 
in the 60 years and over age group was significantly less, with only 52 percent indicating that their 
household used City trails Very Frequently or Frequently (compared to 68 percent and 70 percent for 
the 20-34 years and 35-59 years age groups respectively).  Seventeen percent of the 60 and over age 
group responded that their household never uses City trails. 
 

Table 2-14: Responses to PROST Survey Question 10 by Age Group 

 All Age Groups 20-34 years 35-59 years 60 years and over 

Very frequently 41% 43% 41% 33% 

Frequently 27% 25% 29% 19% 

Occasionally 19% 20% 19% 21% 

Seldom 8% 11% 7% 10% 

Never 5% 1% 4% 17% 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
 
Question 13.  When the results of Question 13 are cross-tabbed with age data it show that the 20-34 
years age group felt that recreation program and facility funding should be a priority with 59 percent 
answering Very High or High.  By comparison, only 41 percent of 60 years and over households felt 
that recreation program and facility funding should be a Very High or High priority. 
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Table 2-15: Responses to PROST Survey Question 13 by Age Group 

 All Age Groups 20-34 years 35-59 years 60 years and over 

Very high 21% 20% 21% 14% 

High 33% 39% 30% 27% 

Medium 31% 25% 32% 28% 

Low 6% 5% 7% 5% 

Very low 1% 0% 1% 2% 

No opinion 8% 11% 9% 24% 

Note:  Only two respondents in the Under 20 years category completed the survey and are statistically insignificant, and are therefore not included. 
 
                                                 
1 U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Park Service, Yellowstone National Park website, 2005. 
2 U.S. Department of Agriculture, U.S. Forest Service, Gallatin National Forest website, 2005. 
3 These same population projections have been endorsed by the City Commission for use in the City’s other facility and long-range plans, including:     

Water Facilities Plan, Stormwater Facilities Plan, Transportation Plan Update and the Bozeman 2020 Community Plan Update. 
4 Fun Facts on Leisure, Leisure Trends Group website, 1990-2000. 
5 National Population Projections, U.S. Census Bureau, Population Division and Housing and Household Economic Statistics Division, 2001. 
6 Release Highlights: April 21, 2005, Montana Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Information Center. 
7 American FactFinder, 1990 and 2000 Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau. 
8 Interim Projections of the Population by Selected Age Groups for the United States and States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2030, U.S. Census 
 Bureau, April 21, 2005. 
9 Release Highlights. 
10 Montana Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan: 2003–2007 (SCORP), Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks. 
11 American Factfinder. 
12 Regional Economic Accounts, BEARFacts 1993 –2003, Bureau of Economic Analysis, 2005. 
13 SCORP. 
14 American Factfinder. 
15 Ibid. 
 
 
 




