Carbondale to Crested Butte
Draft Plan Public Input Summary:
Following the first round of public input on the draft alignments, Staff drafted recommended planning
actions and a draft trail alignment (pages 190 – 267 of the Draft Plan). The draft actions are grouped into
four sections: Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement; Recreational Amenities; Maintenance,
Management Enforcement and Outreach; and Trail Alignment. The draft alignment is broken down into
13 segments with a recommended alignment and seven (7) segments that require additional planning
and engagement prior to selecting a recommended route. The plan also includes implementation
phasing and a summary of costs.
A third round of public meetings was held in May with presentations in Redstone (39 attendees),
Carbondale (46 attendees), and Aspen (13 attendees). Additionally, 77 community members attended
the Public Listening Session held on June 26. The public comment period was open from June 1 – July 27.
A total of 252 completed survey responses were collected (an additional 219 individuals filled out the
demographic information on the survey but did not respond to the survey questions). Staff also received
letters or emails from 32 individuals, seven (7) of whom also responded to the online survey. Nine (9)
comment letters were received from partnering agencies, HOA and citizen groups.
Draft Plan:
https://www.pitkinostprojects.com/carbondale-to-crested-butte-trail-plan.html
Action items begin on page 190.
Link to StoryMap:
http://pitkincounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=ba230179031844598caaad298
f3524d3

Response Summary
-

-

487 Individual Log-ins (470 individual log-ins to the survey, 16 repeat individuals)
o 219 Filled out demographic information but not the survey questions
o 252 Respondents completed at least one survey question (one hard-copy submitted)
32 Letters or emails were received; eight (8) came from individuals who also submitted a survey
37 Individuals spoke at the June 26th Public Hearing, 12 also submitted a survey, 2 also
submitted letters (but did not respond to the survey)
4 Individuals spoke at the meeting, submitted a letter and responded to the survey

Survey Summary:
County of Residence
County of residence:

Survey
Count

Delta County, CO
Eagle County, CO
Garfield County, CO
Gunnison County, CO
Mesa County, CO
Other (please specify)
Pitkin County, CO
Total

Crystal Valley Property
Owner or Resident

3
15
96
9
3
12
114
252

1
2
39
4
0
5
76
127

*One hard copy survey received

Crystal Valley Resident Response % (Pitkin and Garfield County)
Crystal Valley Resident Response % (Pitkin County)

50%
30%

Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement
Survey Question: Please provide your input on the Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement Action
Items.
77% question response rate (193 responses / 59 no response)
The majority of respondents to this question agree with the recommended action items A1.1 – A1.7.
Respondents across the board feel strongly about the need to preserve and enhance the environment
and biodiversity within the Crystal Valley through the action items put forth. A number of respondents
commented on the importance of these actions regardless of the development of a trail. The comments
relating to this question voiced general support for biodiversity; opinions relating to the effectiveness of
seasonal closures (those who believe they work well and those who are concerned about their
effectiveness); the need to improve the quality and functions of the Crystal River; and comments
relating to funding. A portion of the responses commented on the preferred alignment, among these
responses were those who advocated against Alignment B or were opposed to a trail on either
alignment. A handful of these respondents noted their support for Action Items A1.1 – A1.6, but against
the development of the trail and therefore the need for Action Item A1.7 Best Management Practices
for Trail Construction.

Recreation Amenities
Survey Question: Please provide your input on the Recreation Amenity Action Items.
67% question response rate (170 responses / 82 no response)
Respondents were generally supportive of the recreation action items, with some comments supporting
the need to preserve rural character with minimal, low-impact and context-sensitive amenities, while
others believed that additional amenities including parking would be needed and welcomed. Some
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respondents felt that recreation actions should be secondary to conservation actions. There were also
responses from people who stated general support for the concept of a trail, those who were opposed
to a trail within the Crystal Valley, some who supported shoulder improvements as an alternative to a
trail; and those who made comments on their preferred alignment being either A or B.

Maintenance, Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Survey Question: Please provide your input on the Maintenance, Management, Enforcement and
Outreach Action Items.
65% question response rate (164 responses / 88 no response)
Many respondents to this question were supportive of the Maintenance, Management, Enforcement
and Outreach action items; though some respondents expressed their preference for one alignment
over the other, general opposition to the action items or to the trail in general. Respondents
emphasized the importance of seasonal closures and effective enforcement of the rules and regulations.
Comments also addressed the need to ensure sufficient and long-term funding is allocated to
enforcement staff. A handful of comments expressed concern that the enforcement action item is
insufficient or that a lack of effective enforcement will lead to negative effects on wildlife habitat and
the environment.

Trail Alignment
Survey Question: Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action Items.
www.pitkinostprojects.com/carbondale-to-crested-butte-trail-plan.html. The main goal, for the Pitkin
County stretch of trail, is to create a corridor for non-motorized, public trail access from Carbondale to
the top of McClure Pass. Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if you feel there should
not be a trail. Thirteen (13) segments have a recommended alignment, while seven (7) segments need
additional information and collaboration prior to establishing a recommended alignment.
92% Response Rate (232 responses / 20 no response)
While some respondents (approximately 22%) still advocate that no trail be constructed up the Crystal
Valley, the majority of respondents are supportive of a trail and offered comments regarding their
preferred alignment or parts of the alignment they would like to change. A number of respondents
remain in support of either the A or B alignment for the entirety of the trail, while others are supportive
of the direction of the Trail Alignment action items, which utilize both the A and B alignments to
optimize trail user experience, difficulty/cost, and environmental considerations. Some respondents
made recommendations for changes to different segments. For example, requesting the Red Wind
Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass alignments be reconsidered and changed from Alignment B to
Alignment A. While no decision has been made for Janeway South and Avalanche, some respondents
voiced a preference to use Alignment A for these areas, while others preferred Alignment A in segments
where Alignment B traversed subdivisions or private property. A number of respondents supported the
single-track alignment from Redstone to McClure. Many responses highlight the importance of wildlife,
respecting private property, and the health of the river.
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#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I do not believe trail closures could be effective
in wildlife areas in the winter especially with all
the bridges, etc. that cross the Crystal. The
better option is NO TRAIL IN WILDLIFE
SENSITIVE AREAS. I am also worried that if the
trail has east side segments, bandits trails will
sprout off of them and encroach on wildlife.

I am opposed to any trail segments on the east side of the river that
interfere with wildlife habitat. Better not to build a trail at all, than
to go on the east side. There is no shortage of biking opportunities
in Pitkin County, whereas are wildlife populations always seem to
lose to human encroachment.

0.5 PITKIN COUNTY RESPONSES

1

No

2

No

3

Yes

First and foremost, a trail, if one is built should
avoid wildlife sensitive areas and respect the
There should be NO trail if it interferes with
recommendation of Colorado Parks and
wildlife winter range...particularly deer and
Wildlife. I hope the trail stays mostly on the
elk.
WEST side or the Crystal River...even if that
costs more.

I watched the Grassroots June meeting and I agree with Frosty that
the trail needs to follow the existing Hwy 133
I support these items if they are supported by
scientists independent of Pitkin County and
are supported by the Crystal Valley Caucus. I
support habitat enhancement and restoration
of degraded ecosystems. I do not support trails
as part of this overall "enhancement" and past
evidence proves that closures do not work. To
me preservation and enhancement does not
include development - trails! As well, I support
acquisitions obtained for preservation and
enhancement but not for development - trails!
Putting CRT off the highway would significantly
impact the Crystal River Valley in so many
negative and distructive ways. To preserve and
enhance the valley, the trail should be kept
entirely in the existing highway 133 right of
way! A combination of trail routes further
impact the Crystal River by using bridge
crossings, narrowing the river channel and
opening the river and the riparian area to
significant negative impacts from users.
(Polution of Human and animal waste, trash,
trespassing to mention a few).

I do not support any trail development outside
of the existing HWY 133 corridor. I support
widening the shoulder of HWY 133. I do not
support extensive use of signage, fencing,
interpretation sites that detract from the
overall undeveloped look and feel of the
Crystal Valley. At best these items should be
minimal. Parking areas shall be determined by
need and created in a manner that is most
congruent with the natural surroundings..

I support noxious weed control. I do not
support a trail outside of the HWY 133
corridor. Staying in the corridor would negate
the level of maintenance, management, and
enforcement.

I do not support any trail development outside of the Hwy 133
Corridor. Even in developed segments I do not support increasing
the development. Widening the highway shoulders is the only
responsible and sustainable approach.

A recreational trail would be safest on the
highway 133 corridor where could be quicker
medical responses as needed. In addition, the
bikers and would not have to dismount for
safe passage through neighborhoods with
narrow roads, numerous blind driveways, as
well as wildlife encounters (elk, deer, geese,
turkeys, fox, bear, and mountain lions crossing
the projected share-the-road routes).

There is much concern about enforcement.
Currently the violations of seasonal trail
closures are not enforced. I live on a road
where there are violated daily. In addition,
people are often walking their dogs without
leases and no sensitivity to dog waste cleanup. Furthermore, clean-up of frequent mud
slides would be easier along the highway than
on remote gravel roads.

All trail alignments should be along highway 133 to limit impacts to
private land owners, the Crystal River itself, safety of users, limited
use due to seasonal closures limiting use to only 3 months instead
of a potential year round safer route possible in the highway 133
right-of-way.

Recreation is nice but not at the expense of
wildlife habitat.

Enforcement is very important.

4

Yes

5

No

Biodiversity Preservation is very important!

6

Yes

7

Yes

High priority- especially in filoha meadows.
Parking lots seem excessive.
Thanks for the ecological initiatives in the plan
and for avoiding the critical wildlife habitat in
Filoha Meadows and Janeway North. •
Please approve a final plan that moves the
location of the the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
These are fine.
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A,
close to the highway, to reduce wildlife
impacts and habitat fragmentation. • Please
choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and
Janeway South segments.

8/7/2018

No need for winter maintenance or access.

This trail should go along the highway as much as possible. Wildlife
should be a priority. The trail should not cross important wildlife
habitat. And please stay away from Filoha Meadows!
Plan A along the road is the best option even though it costs more.

These are good.

Stick to Alignment A.
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#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

8

Yes

I am worried that increased traffic in sensitive
area will affect natural habitats. I also worry
about adding additional bridges to a
watershed such as the crystal river, and the
impacts it will have.

9

Yes

Stay on west side of the river.

10

Yes

The first 4 action items including: Habitat
enhancement, Crystal River Resource
enhancements, Wildlife monitoring, Bighorn
resiliency should be the highest priority.
These important issues need more attention
already and their implementation should not
be tied to the building of a recreational
amenity. They need to be addressed regardless
and need to become a higher priority of Pitkin
County. In my mind, these should be the types
of projects that Pitkin OST should be
partnering with WRNF, the RF Conservancy
and citizens groups to plan and implement,
and where I would hope to see my tax dollars
spent, rather than on an expensive trail that it
may or may not even be feasible to fund.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I think that the crystal river valley will be
sensitive to increased usage, and I am against
adding more stress to the river and riparian
habitats, among other biodiversity habitats
within the valley.

I have come away from each public meeting
throughout this project feeling that the
parking issues have not been sufficiently
addressed and are not adequately handled in
the Draft Plan. Utilizing the few existing pull
outs and parking areas as designated parking
for a new trail is wholly inadequate. The Penny
Hot Springs parking and McLure Pass lots are
often full already, as is the lot by the KOA
campground, with people accessing the
existing amenities. Utilizing these as a
trailhead for a new multi-use trail expected to
draw increasing numbers of people is both
short-sighted and foolish. To consider these
existing spaces as sufficient to handle future
visitors just doesn’t make sense and I have
heard few suggestions for where parking might
be expanded that would make the trail
accessible and keep people from lining 133
and pulling out wherever they feel like.
Without addressing the impact of parking on
the Crystal Valley and the projected numbers
of users that will come as a result of a new
trail, the draft plan is therefore sorely lacking
in one of the major issues for residents. How
will the County and the Draft Plan address the
numbers of people that will come, like the
numbers that now flood the Maroon Bells and
other popular locations? We must start
planning now for a future with greater
numbers of visitors than we’ve ever seen and I
don’t think the Draft plan takes this into
account.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I do not think there should be a trail other than what can be
accomplished by maintaining an alignment that adheres to the
existing roadways without encroaching into natural habitat, without
I do not think that the management will cover encroaching into private property, and absolutely no new bridges or
the increase of traffic, and it will be hard to
river crossings that will impact the crystal river, of which I haven’t
enforce said management.
found sufficient impact information. The crystal river is one of
Colorado’s few pristine treasures, and any damage done by this trail
will be a scar on all of our legacies as residents of this beautiful and
treasured place.
Just stay on the west side of the river to avoid wildlife and private
land owners!
I am in agreement with many of the points made by the Crystal
River Caucus and support their recommendation that any trail
alignments be built only in the existing highway right of way
corridor. The other issues I have raised beyond the cost lead me to
question whether a trail in the Crystal Valley is even practical. For
the most part I support recreational improvements and spending on
The growing threat of cheatgrass coming to
this type of project, yet this case raises too many questions and has
the Valley, combined with established
angered too many of my neighbors to ignore. Exploring the
communities of invasive species, need to be
realignment of the highway to accommodate a trail between the
addressed. Many parts of the RF Valley are
river and the road needs to be explored in greater depth, with the
being taken over by cheatgrass monocultures
main focus of the next phase of planning being in collaboration with
which pose an increased fire risk unless
CDOT. Wider shoulders and other necessary highway improvements
managed. More needs to be done to control
to plan for the increasing traffic flows and to allow for a trail should
the spread of invasive plants to wildlife habitat
remain planning priorities to be implemented as funding is
conservation areas, and areas where they do
available. Yet, here too, I think these enhancement should be
not have a foothold. Again, I see this as
addressed regardless whether the trail is built. The next phase
another issue that already needs to be
should also better address projected costs. With one section of only
addressed regardless of the presence of the
0.84 miles along the highway already projected to cost close to
trail the length of the Valley. It will certainly be
$10M, I think there should be serious consideration of the feasibility
even more important to address with the
of raising the funds to build this trail and whether you ask the
additional disturbance caused by trail
taxpayers to shoulder that cost. In summary, there are significant
construction. However, we need to be utilizing
opportunities to improve the character and nature of the Crystal
more funds on an ongoing basis and
Valley and many projects that need addressing. While the trail has
partnering with conservation organizations to
come to the forefront of those issues, to me it is a much lesser
manage invasive species in the Crystal Valley.
priority to the aforementioned. As put forth by the Crystal River
Caucus in the master plan, residents of the valley have already
clearly stated that our highest priority is restoring and preserving
the vibrant and rare natural systems of the Crystal Valley; and if
that means that we don't build a trail, I think we would be the
better for it.
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#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

11

12

Yes

●

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

This is an absolute NO from both me and my
husband on any part of the trail that goes
through areas used by the wildlife. Get your
priorities right: the wildlife were here before
bicyclists!

NO bike path through wildlife areas or through private property
whether that is a homeowners yard or a privately owned
subdivision. Insurance issues are a problem if any cyclist gets hurt!
How will the counties pay any claims? It should not be the
responsibility of private property owners to insure against injuries.
As a Pitkin County resident, I have always voted for approving
property taxes for your open space and trails programs, believing
purchases would be made to preserve lands for protection from
development, preservation of agricultural lands, carefully chosen
non- motorized recreation trails, and, most importantly, preserving
and protecting wildlife biodiversity and connectivity by keeping
most lands wild. Our Crystal River Caucus has always insisted on
preservation of wildlife habitat, riparian health, environmental
quality, rural character, and open lands. None of this can be
accomplished or continued with the OST Carbondale-to CrestedButte Trail if any part of alignment B is developed. I hate to say it,
but it seems that open space...and trails has morphed into open
space...FOR trails with this plan. I have no interest in the political
and monetary ramifications that are occurring behind the curtain.
There are wizards everywhere in this Oz fantasy with no Gandalf to
be found. You, all, must take a very deep breath and try to really
envision what you would actually do to this valley/canyon if
alignment B were implemented. It is an ill-conceived plan, mindbogglingly expensive, opposed by all wildlife, river, and engineering
experts I've heard, leaving nothing but altered and fractured lands
and river throughout the corridor. Tim McFlynn (ret. trustee)
stated,"You really have the opportunity to do things that last
forever." Indeed. Climate change is rapidly affecting ecosystems;
plant and animal survival with less moisture and more heat is
making this area more delicate and vulnerable to a devastating fire.
Fire has never been discussed publicly by you. Why not? I noticed
in an article that Hawk Greenway thinks that the resistance to plan
B is from people who want to preserve their privacy under the guise
of wildlife habitat concerns, and goes on to say this recreation trail
development depends on science. I say MALARKEY! Your board has
so far proven a cold disinterest in both our opinions and those of
science. Is open space mostly for the benefit of nature, to be
protected in perpetuity, or have I missed the basic premise? It is my
sincere request that the board abruptly ends all plans for trail
development on the east side of the Crystal River and that your
focus, if you wish, turns to the Highway 133 corridor, alignment A.
Hawk Greenway (ret. trustee) remarked that the county
commissioners have never rejected a recommendation from the
OST trustees. To both boards, OST and BOCC, I suggest it will be
your greatest folly if you choose to proceed with the alignment B
proposed enterprise. Thank you for your interest. Pat Piburn

Yes

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.
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13

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

I would like to refer all parties directly involved
in decisions regarding biodiversity
preservation and enhancement approaches to
the theories of Holistic Management as
developed by Allan Savory of the Savory
Institute. Implementation of Holistic
Management strategies has had astounding
results in increasing biodiversity and carbon
sequestration, reversing desertification,
erosion prevention, habitat restoration, etc, worldwide.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

All trailhead placements seem appropriate. I
would like to see use of Elk Park to
preferentially be encouraged rather than
major expansions at the other parking areas.
It is extremely underutilized currently.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

The outreach/education campaign is
unnecessary. Violations and improper
behaviors are because of selfishness and lack
of respect, not ignorance. Don't waste the
money.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Highway Alignment A for Crystal River Parcel A - Nettle Creek A Crystal River Country Estates Andrews: My family owns the south
portion of the route B alt route discussed in the draft and has
repeatedly made it clear to OST leadership that we are not
interested in granting an easement through our land. Discussion of
an additional 950 ft easement on the south end of the segment
should not be included in this draft plan.
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14

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Your survey should begin with the simple
question of "Are you in favor of a trail or not?".
Once again, Pitkin County is attempting to
control the issue by controlling the dialogue--and making people think that the trail is a
foregone conclusion. The first round of public
comment was extremely biased in the same
way, and should have been discarded because
there was not a "No trail" option for people to
vote for. The Crystal Valley Caucus
recommended by about an 85% majority for
you to do just that---but you ignored us once
again. The best way to preserve Biodiversity
is to keep human beings out of Janeway,
Filoha, Placita, and McClure. These are not
acceptable alignments for a trail if a trail is to
exist. I am extremely skeptical about Crystal
River restoration being used as a political pawn
to push through a trail agenda. I'm not sure
how you restore a river (a freestone river at
that, which changes every year) by building a
bike path and increasing human traffic through
riparian habitats. I think you underestimate
the intelligence of the general public when it
comes to politicians and bureaucrats trying to
play them for their own political agendas.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Pitkin County is one of the richest counties in
the world. They make a fortune in property
Perham Creek and Penny Hot Springs are
taxes. They evidently have enough money for
extremely dangerous parking areas with traffic this project, yet we are always given excuses
flying by at short notice at very high speeds.
up the Crystal Valley that there are only a
You can expect some very serious accidents
handful of Sheriff's Deputies on duty at any
there if there is any increase in traffic
given time to serve Aspen, Snowmass, Woody
whatsoever. These areas are already bad
Creek, Basalt, Hwy 82, Hwy 133, and Redstone.
hazards because of ignorant drivers speeding Pitco sorely needs to invest in infrastructure
by at 75 MPH daily because of the lack of
and guaranteeing public safety first before
enforcement on 133 by Pitco and State Patrol. spending the kind of money it will take to build
You guys could make a fortune up here
a massive project such as this. This huge
handing out tickets---where are you????
project will only require more emergency
response and enforcement--make sure it exists
before any trail is built.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Before I comment on any individually proposed trail alignment, I
would like to clarify my position on the trail as a whole. I was
initially in favor of a trail, and after living in Redstone for a full year I
decided that a trail was not worth the cost of building for a number
of reasons. The biggest of those reasons is that the Crystal River
Valley is the only somewhat undeveloped area of the Roaring Fork
Valley, which has become FUBAR in way too many places. I really
don’t want to see this valley start to look like everywhere else in
Colorado, which is being ruined with too many people. And I resent
being told how we should live by a bunch of Aspen bureaucrats like
Mick Ireland and Dale Will. However, I am willing to compromise
on my personal opinion if it is in the interest of the general public
and fellow property owners of the Crystal River Valley. The past 18
months has been nothing but one political battle after another,
which has divided Redstone and the valley and created too much
bitterness---and I have found myself smack in the middle of it after
moving up here to get away from all of that. I would compromise
and favor a trail being built eventually--but only under specific
conditions. The first and foremost condition is that Pitkin/ OST/
public money be used to help build a bridge that would be a bike
path easement across the river and vehicular access to the
Redstone Castle directly across from the Castle. This solution solves
the 2 biggest, most contentious issues that have divided everyone
in Redstone for the past 18 months. It helps the public, the Castle
owners, and property and business owners near the existing South
Bridge by minimizing impacts to their lives and operations. If Pitkin
can't help build a bike/vehicle bridge at the Redstone Castle, then I
am not in favor of any bike path anywhere. If they can do this-which I feel is the only hope to re-unite this town--then I am in favor
of a bike path as long as the following conditions are also met: 1)
There be no takings of private property along any proposed route
without landowner consent. 2) The trail be built mainly along a
highway alignment. I believe it would be environmentally
unacceptable to have any path be on the east side of the river at
Janeway, Filoha, or Placita. Animals are much more noble than
people, and we need to protect the homes of animals since people
are everywhere we look now. 3) Pitco/ State Patrol needs to
patrol 133 more frequently and ticket the a-holes who drive 70-80
MPH on that road EVERY DAY!!!!!
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15

16

Yes

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Thanks for choosing Alignment A for the
course of the Crystal Valley section, which
automatically preserves biodiversity and
enhances existing wildlife habitat.

As the purpose of a trail is to provide
recreation amenity, by using alignment A, the
Openspace board allows all recreational uses
to Penney Hotsprings, one of PitCo OS most
cherished places.

Pitkin County Open Space originally acquired all the land on the east
side of the Crystal River for wildlife habitat preservation. Not
recreation. Gary Tennenbaum, like Donald Trump can not be
believed in his current position as Open Space director. His future in
politics is bright however as the moral compass of all politicians
spins randomly on opinion. Alignment A fulfills a necessary need for
By choosing alignment A, there is no need for safe pedestrian travel along 133. I ride 133 regularly now as a way
seasonal closures, however maintenance &
to observe human behavior and the reality of a bike path on the
management will need to step up for rock falls, east side is that typically, in my observation, cyclists will ride on the
mudslides & the usual issues with a remote
road no matter where the path is. So put it next to the road. The
pitkin county trail.
value of a thing is the price you willing to pay for it, Gary, and to this
point I want to make it clear to you that you can't afford to trash
sensitive wildlife habitat for the future of the Pitco Openspace
integrity. I implore you to examine the consequences of the agenda
you continue to push forward. No more sheep in Filoha. No more
bobcats in Avalanche creek. The elk are gone. But it sure is a shiney
bike path. Wake up Gary. Alignment A or no trail.

• Ask the County to change the alignments in
the draft plan for the Red Wind Point, Bear
Creek and McClure Pass segments to
Alignment A (along the highway). This will
move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is
largely un-fragmented, sees relatively low
amounts of human use and/or has no
approved trails.

We are in total support of a trail from
Carbondale to CB because we are avid mt.
bikers and would to ride this trail! HOWEVER,
there are sensitive habitats with endangered
species that needs to be avoided•
Encourage the County to choose Alignment A
for the Avalanche and Janeway South
segments. No alignment was recommended in
the draft plan but it’s critical that the final plan
keeps the trail out of these large areas of
important un-fragmented habit with little
current human use.

• Ask the County to change the alignments in the draft plan for the
Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to
Alignment A (along the highway). This will move the trail out of
Thank YOU, Commissioners, for including a
wildlife habitat that is largely un-fragmented, sees relatively low
suite of ecological initiatives in the plan and
amounts of human use and/or has no approved trails. • Encourage
asking them to maintain the recommended
the County to choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and Janeway
alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in
South segments. No alignment was recommended in the draft plan
Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas.
but it’s critical that the final plan keeps the trail out of these large
areas of important un-fragmented habit with little current human
use.

17

No

Thanks for adding this as it shows awareness
of the concerns everyone has about the trail.
Biodiversity preservation and enhancement
are of more concern to me personally than
providing a hiking trail in the valley.

18

No

Thank you for helping improve wildlife habitat,
control weeds and looking at other restoration
opportunities in the Valley.

Please, for the sake of wildlife, take measures
that will make the recreation here very low
impact. Exercise best practices as lead by
Colorado Parks and Wildlife biologists.

8/7/2018

I expect the County to ensure that seasonal
closures will exist and be enforced as long as
the trail is in existence. Without this, the trail
could cause significant harm to wildlife.

Please ensure that seasonal closures will exist
and be enforced as long as the trail is in
existence. Without this, the trail could cause
significant harm to wildlife.

Change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and
McClure Pass segments to Alignment A (along the highway). This
will move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is largely unfragmented, sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or has
no approved trails. Choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and
Janeway South segments. No alignments were recommended in the
draft plan for these areas but it’s critical that the final plan keeps
the trail out of these large areas of important habitat with little
current human use. Maintain the recommended alignments that
avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and Janeway North
areas.
Please change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A (along the highway).
This will move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is largely unfragmented, sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or has
no approved trails. Please choose Alignment A for the Avalanche
and Janeway South segments. Protect wildlife.
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19

20

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

No

This is a great addition to the plan and would
help improve wildlife habitat, control weeds
and begin looking at other restoration
opportunities in the Valley. Thank you for
adding this section of the plan!

No

This is fundamentally important to the plan, to
consider improving wildlife habitat, controlling
noxious weeds, and considering restoration
opportunities in the valley will all preserve,
protect, and ensure that we are all stewards
for our environment now and in the future.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please ensure that seasonal closures will exist
and be enforced as long as the trail is in
existence. Without this, the trail could cause
significant harm to wildlife.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Please change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A (along the highway).
This will move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is largely unfragmented, sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or has
no approved trails. Please choose Alignment A for the Avalanche
and Janeway South segments. It’s critical that the final plan keeps
the trail out of these large areas of important habitat with little
current human use. Please also maintain the recommended
alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and
Janeway North areas.
It is very important to consider changing the alignments for Red
Wind Point, Bear Creek, and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A
so that the trail will move out of crucial critical wildlife habitat that
up to now sees relatively low amounts of human use. Please
preserve and protect these areas for wildlife, biodiversity
protection, and their future without too many human impacts. It
would be good to choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and
Janeway South segments. These are not in the draft proposal but
again important to protect for important habitat. It is very
important to preserve and protect Filoha Meadows and Janeway
North and so I urge you to stay with the current recommended
alignments that preserve these critical wildlife habitat areas.
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21

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

This is a wonderful idea. Keeping in mind the
actual mix of what exists while changing it to
build something that only benefits humans is
really important, and often overlooked.
Significant money should be allocated to this.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Trail closures need to be enforced and
monitored by video camera. I live across from
Avalanche Ranch, and people walk their dogs
past the "Absolutely No Dogs" sign ALL
WINTER LONG. I walk the road daily, and I saw
fresh dog tracks approx every other day. The
people I encountered never had their dog on a
leash, and when I explained about WHY it was
closed (wildlife habitat), everyone was
apologetic. So why did they ignore the signs in
the first place? My theory is because no one
was around, and they thought it didn't really
matter to anyone. All the people I ran into with
dogs were from Roaring Fork Valley except
one, who was my neighbor in Swiss Village. All
you'd have to do is hire one person to
consistently write expensive violation tickets
during the closures, and their wage would be
If this is regarding paved vs gravel, I think
paid, the people would be educated (I
starting with gravel on the segments about
guarantee you the word would get around
Redstone to Kebler Pass is perfectly fine.
fast), and there would be a sizeable net
Eventually if paving is needed, future
income that could be invested in trail and
generations can add that. So if roadbed can be
camera upkeep. Cameras could keep track of
prepared so as not to preclude future paving,
wildlife for future research. ANY trail that gets
that's great.
build with wildlife closures needs to have
those wildlife closures BE PERMANENT. In
other words, contingent on the public using
the trail, the trail closures are continued in
perpetuity, or the trail is closed. Period. If you
have any intrusions into Filoha Meadows of
people with unleashed dogs in the winter,
when both the bighorn and elk are using this
area heavily, those herds will eventually
abandon that area for less favorable areas, and
will suffer. And viewing the abundant wildlife
from Penny Hot Spgs area is one of the natural
wonders of the Crystal Valley. Often the
bighorn are right across from Penny, while
dozens of elk are back in the meadow. A
magnificent sight! Let's keep it that way, and
keep the humans out of that area in the winter
entirely... forever.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I am strongly opposed to using Alt. B in Janeway South, Avalanche
and Narrows. I can't tell how Alt. A would hook into Narrows from
Alt. B at Avalanche, so only providing one option for Narrows seems
to force the trail to be built in the pristine area of Avalanche. I see
people with dogs all winter long up Avalanche despite the closures,
and all those people would be sneaking into Filoha Meadows area if
the Narrows trail were to be built as Alt. B. I was happy to see that
Filoha Meadows and Janeway North are going to be protected in
the current proposal--GOOD JOB!! The Red Wind Point area I would
love to see as Alt. A to protect wildlife habitat. Once a trail is built,
even if it proves disastrous to wildlife, it remains. This is just human
nature. Bear Creek is also beautiful wildlife habitat, but I am not as
worried about it as Avalanche/Janeway/Filoha, but perhaps it is
only because I haven't spent as much time there. So I hesitatingly
agree with Alt. B, but it may just be through my ignorance. I really
think wildlife concerns need to be our top priority, because in the
distant future, this may be one of the few places in the US where
anything wild can co-exist with humans, and that maybe our saving
grace, when all else is paved, mowed down, dammed or developed.
I often mountain bike up the old McClure Pass Road, so while I will
miss riding the rugged singletrack path that it is now, I have never
seen much wildlife in that area, only one deer in the past 10 years,
so I don't think this trail will impact wildlife much, and it's a lovely
view and a lovely climb up to the pass, so I am in favor of Alt. B for
McClure Pass.
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Yes

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

These action items are necessary for a
sustainable trail. The first phase of the trail
coming up to 7 Oaks Road provides a good
model for monitoring and management. This
same model can implemented beyond 7 Oaks
These item, though inherently of great value,
road within the 133 existing right-of-way. It is
are presented to justify accessing places of
Numerous studies and the Crystal River Master not possible to construct a sustainable trail
existing biodiversity. OST has a history of
Plan have stated that future recreation is
with in any of the B segments on the east side
"cheat grass" removal in both the Red Wind
neither desired or necessary. The existing
of the Crystal River because of the difficulty in
Point and Filoha trail segments an
view plane (scenic by-way), trail heads, camp achieving the action items above. Residential
management plans that have never been
grounds provide adequate recreation
security, wildfire, social trails and quick
implemented. Gaining the public trust to
amenities well into the future.
emergency response cannot be directly
intrude upon crucial habitat has been and will
monitored for the trail in out-of-sight B
be, into the future, a red herring.
segments and so will make the trail an
economic liability and therefore unsustainable
into the future. The trail will always be just an
amenity for humans but critical habitat will
remain a necessity for wildlife.
Weed management is essential - currently
many of OST's properties are inundated with
Action items including vegetation thinning are
non-native invasive weeds - this weed
warranted. Research on cheatgrass
management action must be increased and
management has been conducted by the USGS
prioritized. Regarding management and
and their results and recommendations should
regulations - degradation of lands have more
be implemented. River restoration should be a
to do with inappropriate human use than with
priority and should focus on protecting and
dogs - OST's focus on controlling dogs while
restoring riparian and instream habitat.
Creation of the proposed "amenities" such as ignoring human degradation of landscapes
Restoring and maintaining healthy bighorn
parking lots, will lead to the urbanization of does not remedy degradation issues which
sheep populations should be a priority.
our Valley and destroy its rural character. I am have to do with inappropriate human uses
Seasonal trail closures for wildlife should
opposed to all of the amenity action items.
such as the creation of bandit bike trails.
continue. Regarding BMPs for trail
Conversely, I suggest that there should be trail
construction: I am opposed to development of
segments where dogs SHOULD be allowed offthe trail as currently aligned and designed. This
leash. Regarding enforcement staff: if trails
trail design is inconsistent with the rural
avoid sensitive wildlife areas, in other words
character of the Crystal River Valley.
restricting the trail tot he highway corridor
Construction of bridges will negatively impact
instead of intruding into sensitive wildlife
stream ecosystems and should be avoided.
habitat, there will be little to no need for an
enforcement officer.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Use of existing vehicular roads and platforms in the 7 Oaks, Nettle
Creek, Crystal River Estates, and Wild Rose B segments all have the
same fatal flaws. 1) They all have profiles that are to narrow to
allow existing traffic, bicycles, pedestrians to safely coexist and so
liability issues arrive due to lack of space. These road and existing
platform exist of substantial active alluvial flows and geologic
rockfalls . Remediation of these hazards will require costs that are
not adequately covered through these segments. Personal and
institutional liabilities will also need to be dealt with. Attempting to
use these alignments may also require costly county resources to
fight RS 2477 suits. No attempt should be made to use these B
trail segments. River and riparian bio-diversity will also be impacted
beyond the reasonable limits.

The trail should remain in the highway corridor over the entire
route from Carbondale to the top of McClure Pass. Each of the
proposed alignments that leaves the highway and intrudes into
wildlife habitat contributes to the loss of wildlife populations undermining all of the proposed biodiversity enhancement actions.
Each time the trail leaves the highway and intrudes into wildlife
habitat the rural character of our valley is incrementally lost. Each
part of the proposed trail alignment that leaves the highway
corridor disrespects the Crystal River Master Plan and contributes
to the loss of our Valley's rural character.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Starting to look at this in advance is a great
idea. So many "trailheads" are just roadside
pullouts with no planning and they usually
build themselves into problems.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Enforcement of any trail closures is going
difficult, we need assurance that it will be
funded into the future.

24

Yes

Weed control is always a good idea.

25

Yes

Build the bike trail so people are not riding the
Paved trail or smooth, compact surface away
Build the trail so people are not riding the road
road
from the road

26
27

Yes
Yes

28

Yes

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

There is a broad issue of increased public access along the entire
trail corridor. As it is, there are a few access points to the back
country but you really have to know where to go or know the right
people to use them. As soon as the east side of the river is open
public access the number of bandit trails and people simply hiking
off trail will increase greatly. The impacts of the trail reach MUCH
farther than any studies indicate when the studies assume people
will stay on the trail. I know of several access points just between 7
Oaks and Nettle Creek that will be guaranteed much more traffic
and will become loop routes to other areas. There are similar
problems along the entire trail. Keep the trail along the highway.
A second consideration for the entire trail is the problem of road
biking on a windy highway with minimal shoulders. The off highway
trail alignments do absolutely nothing to address the safety of
people driving and biking HWY133. In fact, it's possible that off
highway trail alignments could create loops with a return route
being on the highway creating even more traffic with highly
disparate travel speeds. I live on 7 Oaks rd and do not want to see
the trail through my neighborhood. We simply do not want the
traffic on our properties. We moved here to be away from as much
"bustle" as possible. Nettle Creek and Red Wind Point open many
back country routes to the general public that will see heavy use as
trail connectors and open looping into the Dinkel lake area. You're
not just creating a trail, you're opening giant sections of the not-sobackcountry to the public. Keep the trail along the highway. We
see similar concerns in the Avalanche/Janeway area. Increased
public access to lands that are already public and open for use and
abuse. There is already a dog walking closure in avalanche creek
that is routinely ignored. How do we expect to increase traffic and
awareness of the area and still enforce closures?
Away from the road
I vote for alignment B
I vote for alignment B

I support the bike trail and wish to get
bicyclists away from the highway, some areas
are too fragile for that ( Filoha) . It would seem
problematic to me for the trail to be near the
Very important for Redstone's growth.
Castle. I live across from the Castle and river,
where there is plenty of space for a trail. With
the experts guidance I prefer plan b for the
rest of the segments.

8/7/2018

I am not aware of problems resulting from
cycling, and I have been on quite a few trails.
Avoid Filoha, Avoid the Castle, all others, plan B
This would not require much more than
regular enforcement. Open Space does a good
job of managing these areas.
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29

Yes

30

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I would love to see a trail connecting Carbondale to Crested Butte. I
would prefer the alignment further from the highway; however, if
this alignment is not favorable I think alignment A, closer to the
highway, would still be great. As a resident of the Crystal Valley I
see the bikers and cars, RVs and large trucks trying to safely share
the road on a daily basis. I've witnessed many close calls. As
outdoor recreation only becomes more popular these conflicts will
continue to increase. I understand the worries about wildlife and
river impacts but I also believe this is a well thought out plan that
minimizes these impacts. I believe the trail will allow more people a
way to safely experience the outdoors.
I have often looked at this trail corridor from above, as a pilot who
flies this corridor regularly. I think it is important to point out that it
is ALL “front country”, very closely co-located with the disturbance
of the modern highway 133, and the numerous small subdivisions
that are spaced along the entire corridor. Also, keep in mind that
there is no place in Pitkin County that isn’t wildlife habitat, of
greater or lesser quality. I think it is incredibly important to protect
wilderness areas as development free, equally important to create
and encourage nature appreciation in as large a population of
Americans as possible. All of us own the public lands, we should all
be encouraged to get out on them and walk, bike, ski, hike and ride.
If people do not have access to nature how can we expect them to
support protections for nature, and our public lands? This trail
needs to be built, and it should be opened as a primitive recreation
experience wherever it is already ninety percent ready, on the
existing railroad grade, where many of the neighboring public are
already recreating. Make changes to the dog leash requirements if
necessary to help get support from dog walking neighbors who seek
to protect their personal dog walking trails from new, enhanced
enforcement. The human population in the valley, and in Colorado
is rising, we need to build now to ensure that population has
adequate access to our public lands. We need to educate folks, use
best practices, address parking issues, and minimize impacts on
direct neighbors where possible, but we need to build this public
infrastructure. People are always reluctant to see any change, yet
change is inevitable, it is happening now whether we like it or not, it
is up to us to shape how that change shakes out, and whether or
not the valley we all live in and recreate in will be livable in the
future, or locked up behind closures, both public and private.
Details? Put the trail on the rail corridor, use wildlife closures where
required, and get on with it.
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31

Yes

32
33

No
No

34

Yes

35

Yes

36

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

I believe it is important to protect the
biodiversity but we also have to understand
we have a major state highway going through
this valley already.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Ideally we will have a trail that requires less
maintenance, whether that be the
surface/width or location of the trail. I think it
Would love to have the trail disconnected from
will be important to have a management plan
the highway, cheaper costs, more user friendly
in place with strict dates the trail is closed or
trail experience.
use is suspended such as the rio grande near
rock bottom. Closure dates clearly posted at all
access points.

Don't have enough info.

Good goals but are the resources available to
achieve

Same comment as above.

Same comment as above.

As a 35 year resident of the Crystal River Valley
I find that even when a bike trail exists many I have major concerns about the impact the
trail would have on budgets for maintenance
riders choose the highway instead. Why
and enforcement.
should we as tax payers invest this kind of
money and still have riders on the highway?

while the items listed in the document are
good, they would not mitigate the damage of
the railroad alignment, the alignment along
133 would have less impact

all of these in A2.1are good

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

In all cases i'd prefer if the trail was able to be off the highway for
costs as well as trail user experiences. With that said if a wider
shoulder is all that we are able to get in certain areas because of
push back from private property owners I would still prefer some
type of trail along the roadway. My wife and I live at avalanche
creek and I would love to be able to bike to work in Carbondale. I
think it will add benefits to our valley and possibly even increase
property values.
Please avoid Filoha Meadows any way possible.
No reason the trail should be on Filoha meadows.
I live in Crystal River Park south of Redstone. The crystal river is the
lifeblood of the valley and it is in terrible shape. Personally I would
prefer to allocate resources to improving the river and associated
habitats rather than build a trail. My HOA and the Crystal River
Caucus have hosted more than a dozen meetings over the past two
years for the purpose of obtaining resident input. We have heard
from OST and experts regarding the impact of the two proposed
alignments on the river and wildlife. The overwhelming opinion of
all the "experts" is that alignment A would have much less impact
on the river(floodplains), wildlife and the ecological environment.
Local residents are divided over " no trail" versus "a trail" but are
overwhelming in favor of alignment A if there is to be a trail with a
significant number totally against a trail. Personally I feel that even
one more bridge across the river is a terrible idea. Every bridge is
another access point for anybody and everybody with all the
attendant problems. In one of OST's presentations to my HOA they
indicated their preference was to build both alignment A and B
between Redstone and Ranch Acres(a loop). I think that putting a
trail through the Redstone Castle property is a terrible idea not to
mention private property issues, conservation easement issues and
impact on a significant elk calving area.
As a 35 year resident in Crystal River Country Estates I strongly
believe that there is no safe way to bring bikers though our
subdivision. The bridge comes up on a blind corner. Beyond the
bridge your plan to bring bikers east up the hill is equally as
dangerous. These are blind corners and someone is going to get
hurt. They were designed and maintained as rural roads that have
very few people accessing them. To add this distraction and
additional use was never the intent of the creation of these roads. I
also did not buy property in a remote area to have people I don't
know riding next to my property. This lowers the value of my
property.
in my view, this trail to created butte would be used by elite cyclist,
unlike the flat portion from carbondale to BRB. if it follows the
railroad tracks, i expect people to illegally trespass on mine and my
neighbors property to access the forest
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37

No

38

No

39

No

40

No

41

Yes

42

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

We have lots of other trails in the Valley that
don’t affect the wildlife in fact help it because
They look good.
of the seasonal closures. Just needs to be
managed and patrolled. Good good.
My concern is effect on water quality to the
crystal river
I think they are important and can be
mitigated through trail closures during critical
Minimal amenities
mating times and hopefully the path will have
minimal impact while it is open.

I like it

It's great

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Worth the money and get the local cycling
No problem just make it not too steep, reduce drainage problems,
groups to help maintain thus reducing the cost
no blind corners for safety.
by volunteers labor.
I think a non motorized trail can work and will be a positive asset to
the valley
I would be willing to pay $10 a season to help
with maintenance or something like that.

Whatever the group decides

Good

I think this trail would be a great addition to the valley! It would
provide an awesome long ride to Crested Butte and back and really
long rides are somewhat lacking in this area.
We need a trail soon between Carbondale's HOA Campground and
Redstone. I like to ride my bike on that route but I am so scared
because there isn't any safe space for bicycles and the highway is
getting more crowded and dangerous every summer with tourists
and trucks.
I support a trail for all portions and believe a bike path type trail
should continue from Redstone to Marble and a single track trail
should connect to top of McClure Pass
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Yes

Bighorn Sheep: recommend a true study of
the valley's bighorn sheep. Opinions
expressed at public meetings are not
supported by research. CPW or Wilderness
Workshop should pay for research and if they
are truly concerned about wildlife, then CPW
should consider reducing or eliminating
hunting in the valley. Seasonal closures are
important and I support strong enforcement.

Yes

There is a study that was done on recreational
impacts on the desert bighorns in Canyonlands
NP. It studied how the different trail users
impacted the bighorn. Bicycles were shown to
have much less impact than cars or hikers. I
believe that a nonmotorized trail will have
little to no impact on the wildlife since the
animals will adapt quickly to more human use.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Thank you for all of the time and effort you have dedicated to the
Crystal Valley Trail design, development and discussions. And a
special thank you for all of the Open Space you have preserved in
the Crystal Valley. I strongly support a trail up the Crystal Valley
from the end of the Carbondale segment to the top of McClure
Pass. I’m especially hopeful that the first part of this trail will link
Redstone to the top of McClure Pass. While this would further
Redstone as a vacation destination, it would most importantly serve
the Pitkin County residents who live in and around Redstone all the
way to the Marble turn off. We desperately need a non-motorized
path to travel from the three subdivisions south of Redstone and
the one subdivision north, to the Village of Redstone. Wherever
Trailhead with parking is needed at the base of
possible, I support the off-road Alignment B in order to
Old McClure Pass road. This segment may be
These four parameters - maintenance,
accommodate the widest range of users. I would like a trail built for
the single most important segment in the link
management, enforcement and outreach - are walkers, runners, children and their parents and grandparents – and
between Redstone and the top of McClure
critically important and should mirror that
yes, bicycles. I have trouble envisioning taking my grandchildren for
Pass.
used for Rio Grande Trail.
a stroll along the side of Hwy 133, as described in Alignment A. I
I would like to see signage limited, and used
want school trips to bring children to the trail to develop a love and
only at trailheads.
appreciation of nature in a safe and accessible setting. The Bear
Creek and Old McClure Pass trail segments in the trail plan are
especially compelling for introducing novices to the outdoors.
Having lived in Colorado most of my life and having climbed, hiked
and camped throughout the state, I have an immense appreciation
for our great outdoors and it’s native creatures. I have read the
reports that suggest that our valley wildlife are too precarious to
entertain a trail in their midst. As a former researcher, I must
comment that few if any of these conclusions meet the test of valid
research. Further, studies from other trails in Colorado and
Wyoming suggest that most wildlife adapt fairly quickly to the
presence of trails, especially when winter closures are enforced.

8/7/2018

There should be no commercial use of this
trail! No races,no guided groups not even for
non-profits.

The trail should be built and it should be saparate from the
highway for many reasons. Seasonal closures should be in place
during winter months to give the animals a little protection during
this time. If humans don't have a well controlled recreation area
where will they go?
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

45

No

Thoughtful and complete

46

Yes

Just the fact that the proposed trail has
The trail will be the Recreation future for the
brought these items to attention is good news Crystal Valley, Carbondale, and on to Paonia
for the Crystal Valley.
and Crested Butte.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I support an alignment away from the highway except where cost
increases dramatically. I support 7 Oaks B, Crystal River B, Nettle B,
Red Wind B, Avalanche A due to cost, Wild Rose B (better cost and
aesthetic) and Filoha A if trail can be built in a timely schedule. I
believe the hot springs use is more of an impact to wildlife than a
trail B alignment but A seems to be a better approach as this has
entered into the public arena of controversy and it could go on for
ever and damage public perception of OST. Cost is not too feasible
at 10million+ though... Good luck and thank you for the hard work
and detailed analysis and public communications tools... Excellent
work!!
As a 25-year resident of Redstone, I have anxiously watched the
"Trail" as it has gone from proposal to possibility. The issue has
been divisive for the community mainly because of several residents
who live along Dorais Way and other prospective trail routes. The
Crystal Caucus has been used by this faction to resist the trail for
the past two decades to the point that no one wants to attend the
(anti-trail) Caucus meetings. This has placed pressure on the
The Upper Roaring Fork Valley does and will in businesses ( in Redstone) that would benefit from the kinds of
the future attract more visitors than the
people that would use such a trail: families, outdoor recrationalists
Crystal Valley. OST has the experience to deal and cyclists. I found Dale's study of the historic route that most of
with maintenance, management and
the trail could follow fascinating. As a historian (Redstone Historical
enforcement issues.
Society, Redstone Castle tour guide and newspaper, Crystal Valley
Echo, reporter, I have researched the many big changes that have
occurred in this valley over the last 100-plus years. Using the
railroad grade for the majority of the trail will provide an
unmatched recreational amenity for the growing population of
Colorado and the local community, instead of a "few" not in my
backyard resisters who will likely no longer call the valley home in
20 years. Let's get 'er done.
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●

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

A1.1 & A1.2 I Strongly support resource and
habitat enhancements for Bighorn sheep, but
NOT with OST funds. Please see response to
question A1.4. A1.4 Bighorn sheep are
surprisingly adaptable to human presence.
Other wildlife studies relating to the Crystal
trail have failed to acknowledge this or take it
into account in their recommendations. Thank
you for including this as a mitigating measure
in the Crystal trail study. Regarding Bighorn
contact with domestic sheep, is there a
vaccination for domestic sheep that could
protect wild Bighorns from domestic diseases?
Restricting domestic grazing areas is the only
approach that has had meaningful success to
date.
Issues relating to Bighorn sheep
should not be paid for with OST funds. The
sheep’s lung disease problem is enormously
complex and cannot be meaningfully
addressed with limited study funds. This is an
issue for CPW to conduct and fund. Since
Wilderness Workshop received a large grant to
oppose the Crystal Trail, that group should be
asked to allocate part of their grant money to
fund Bighorn studies. A.5 Seasonal closures
DO work! For proof, look no further than the
Rio Grande trail. It is unfortunate that there
are so many uninformed opinions on this
subject.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

A2.1 This is a good starting point for trailheads
along the trail. I recommend that a trailhead
be added at the intersection of the old
McClure pass road and Hwy 133. Penny Hot
Springs is a County and CDOT issue.
Maintenance and upgrades should NOT be
paid for out of the OST fund. A2.4 Working
with CDOT on “wide shoulders” approach for
alignment has not been given adequate
consideration in the C-CB trail plan. The 100
million dollar cost of the original alignment A
design is an environmental and financial
disaster and would likely doom any chance of
the C-CB trail ever being built. The original 10foot wide trail plan would require extreme
engineering solutions to implement which
would radically alter the character of the
Crystal Valley corridor from existing
conditions. The wide shoulders approach
would cost a fraction of the 10-foot baseline
and result in a much softer impact on the
natural environment along the valley floor.
A2.5 The Avalanche Creek campground is a
USFS problem and should NOT be completed
with OST funds. This is a USFS project to
complete and fund. How about asking the
USFS, along with local environmental groups
like WW, CVEPA and RFC, to collectively fund
this effort? Since Wilderness Workshop
received a large donation to oppose the
Crystal Trail, they should be asked to allocate
part of that money to fund completion of the
Avalanche campground.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

A3.4 I support the strong enforcement plan
and staff that are baselined for both trail use
and winter closures. Shared responsibility &
cost with the USFS should be implemented as
proposed. A3.6 The draft maintenance,
upkeep and enforcement are well though-out
plans for actions after the first phase is
completed. Also, glad to see they are
included in the budget.

I fully support the Crystal Trail from the KOA campground to the
summit of McClure pass. Of the two options offered for trail
alignments, Option B is my clear choice because, by a wide margin,
it will serve the broadest range of users and result in the best user
experience for all. My comments contained in this letter relate
only to the trail link from Redstone to the top of McClure Pass. I
agree with the OST recommendation to assign priority to the trail
link from Redstone to the top of McClure pass for the next phase of
the Crystal trail project. Specific segment-by-segment
recommendations for Alignments A & B south of Redstone are
summarized in the attached Table 1. The link from Redstone to
McClure pass should accommodate the broadest possible range of
potential users, not just bicyclists. Accordingly it is important that
major emphasis be placed on Alignment B to best accommodate
families, walkers, runners, naturalists, recreational bicyclists, etc, as
best possible as constrained by terrain limitations along the
highway. Another major objective for the Redstone to McClure
pass link is to connect the four nearby subdivisions (Elk Mountain,
Crystal River Park, Ranch Acres and Wild Rose) to each other and to
the main core of Redstone. There are seven trail segments in the
draft trail plan from Redstone to the top of McClure Pass. Because
of terrain conflicts, I recommend three of these be in Alignment A,
and the remaining four in Alignment B. The Bear Creek and
McClure pass segments have been identified by some to be critical
wildlife habitats. As a frequent visitor to these segments, I can
assure you that Elk, Deer and Bighorns are rarely seen in these two
areas. Over the entire trail length and with few exceptions, I
believe that wildlife conflicts that have been claimed by some are
inaccurate and grossly exaggerated, causing unrealistic choices to
be made between Alignments A & B. I am confident you see
through this. For trail segments utilizing Alignment A, the Loris
Engineering Feasibility Report dated October 9, 2017 baselined a
“10-foot wide trail”. As described in that document, it will actually
require a 14-foot wide platform to implement after drainage,
barriers and guard rails are included. This will require dramatic
engineering designs to implement, and result in a devastating
impact to the visual character of the entire Crystal valley for all time
into the future. By contrast, the “wide shoulders” concept
presented in the February 12, 2018 addendum to that report will
have a much smaller physical impact and will reduce the overall
total cost by tens of millions for the full trail from KOA to McClure
Pass. A ’10-foot wide’ trail cannot be allowed in the Crystal River
Valley! The trail above Redstone has been described as soft
surface. I agree with this for segments in Alignment B, but have
concerns for trail segments in Alignment A. For those parts of
Alignment A that are immediately adjacent to Hwy 133 pavement, a
surface that is durable and more easily cleaned from winter sand
and gravel would likely be best.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

While the idea of this trail sounds good, the
huge cost is out of proportion with the
benefits and likely use of this trail.

Cost absolutely should be a key criteria in selecting route,
alignment.

48

No

49

No

important to protect and conserve the
biodiversity

recreation 2nd consideration after conserve
and protect

believe that the trail will be managed and
enforced as put forth

50

Yes

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

51

Yes

I’d much rather see it remain wilderness and
primitive.

Amenity for some but then again, it already is

52
53

Yes
Yes

54

No

55

No

56

No

57

58

Yes

Yes

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

we are not bikers but we would like the protection and
consideration of all wildlife to be of top concern and care of the
whole trail
I am looking forward to using both the multi use path and single
track segments of the trail.
No opinion
I support no trail.
No trail anywhere in the Crystal Valley!

Many of the enhancements sound great. I am
not sure that a trail is necessary for any of
these enhancements to be acted upon. I would
not add a trail, thereby increasing the amount
of humans on the landscape in an attempt to
preserve or enhance biodiversity as that seems
counter intuitive. Bighorn sheep like to be
where people are not.

I feel there should not be a trail. Leave some things alone, leave
some areas for the wildlife.

I favor wildlife and its protection over building a trail. Enough
already.
I feel that the current plan is headed in the wrong direction. The
majority of Pitkin County residents do not even live in the Crystal
Valley. Why are we not looking at a Aspen to Crested Butte
alternative. We have multiple routes that are already established i.
e. Star Pass, Pearl Pass. The cost estimates associated with the
Crystal route are totally irrational and quite frustrating to think that
we are even talking about a trail that would cost somewhere
around 50+ million dollars. I was on Hwy 133 heading towards
McClure yesterday when I saw at least 4 to 6 road bikers not even
using the path that is already built. This plan does not make the
cut..too expensive, wrong county will benefit and to much
opposition.
I am all for the biodiversity preservation and
enhancement action items as long as they are
not used to garner support for development trails! Any trail in the Crystal Valley needs to
stay in the highway right of way.

I am all for widening the shoulders on the sides
of Hwy 133. The signs, fences, interpretation These items will be much easier to manage
with the trail kept within the highway right of
centers, etc will just make the Crystal Valley
way.
look like every other wealthy and urbanized
valley on the Western Slope.

I do not think there should be a trail per se...widening the highway
shoulder is sufficient for biking and will keep the valley intact. I am
especially against welcoming the public east of the Crystal River
anywhere in this valley.

GIven innevitable development, these actions
are vastly diminished and will save effort and
tax dollars in the years to come if the path is
aligned with hwy133

My first opinion is to not have a bike path at all in orter to maintain
the unique, beautiful, healthy, and most importantly, fragile
ecosystem of the Crystal valley. If development is inevitable, it is of
upmost importance that the bike path be aligned with the road as
to not cross into the already threatened riparian habitat along rhe
crystal river.

I support these initiatives

8/7/2018

CCB Draft Plan Survey Responses
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments

17
21

#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

59

Yes

60

Yes

61

Yes

62

●

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

People have a multitude of recreational
opportunities in this area. We simply do not
If there is a trail, it should be in the hiway right
need more at the expense of nature. Bike
of way. Any alignment that leaves the
trails are a nice urban concept. Keep trails in
shoulder of the road will adversely effect
town or along the hiway. Preserve the Crystal
plants and animals , as well as river flow.
River Valley. The rural nature makes this a
special place to enjoy.

The trail will destroy critical habitat for wildlife

A great deal of talk about monitoring and
adaptive management. Leave the habitat,
river and wildlife alone, we have done enough
to place all of these in stress.
These items sound great but are not
synonymous with trail development. Also,
what additional information is necessary to
negate the idea that seasonal closures work. I
have lived along a "seasonal trail" and NO
ONE pays any attention to the dog leashing
restrictions or the closure dates. Conservation
easements for true conservation would have
my full support, but acquiring lands in the
name of conservation and then developing
them is a travesty.

The trail will be the start of illegal side trails
and invasion of adjacent property owners

Nothing in this area makes the trail worth the
cost or it's potentially disruptive nature

I do not support trail construction in the
Crystal Valley nor do I support additional
bridge construction or the repetitive signage
that would accommodate the trail.Widening
Highway 133 is brilliant...and sufficient!

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

A widened hiway shoulder could be used by
bikes for transportation many months of the
year. It could also more easily be maintained,
managed, and enforced. Besides the wildlife
impacts, any consideration of the east side
would present expensive, unmanagable, and
unsafe challenges. If the people of the Crystal
River Valley don't want a trail, who is it for?
There are so few businesses that would benefit
from the construction of a trail. Please don't
drag this out for years. Let's put our time,
energy, and resources into something that we
can all agree will benefit our corner of the
world. Safety must be considered. Cars
entering and exiting the hiway with people on
and off bikes could be very tricky. Sharing
private roads and bridges is not possible. The
turn into Crystal River Country Estates should
never have added pedestrians, vehicles, or
bikes. Another bridge or use of the existing
bridge should never happen. Wondering if the
cost of open space parcels previously
purchased is figured into the cost analysis?
These seem to have been stategically
purchased for many years with the intent of
stringing them together to create this trail.

Please accept that there are more reasons to abandon this project
than continue planning a project that simply does not need to
happen. First choice is no trail. Leave trail development to the
urban corridor. There are many benefits to leaving the Crystal
River Valley as it is today. Generations to come will thank us for our
wisdom.

I have followed this proposal from the start. The County should be
honest and say that the trail was planned for the old railroad grade
Given current lack of maintenance ,
from the start and there was never any other option considered. At
management and enforcement, we can expect this point there should NOT be a trail up the Crystal River valley. A
nothing from COST.
second choice would be in the HWY 133 corridor. Why not protect
private property and critical wildlife habitat? Should our rights and
quality of life be sacrificed for fun?
I do not think a trail is necessary. No matter which option is chosen
Nothing in this area makes the trail worth the there will be considerable disruption to wildlife and human travel
cost or it's potentially disruptive nature
during the construction and maintenance of a trail. I have seen
nothing that justifies the building of a trail

A "trail" along the highway shoulder would
require little maintenance and management
and would ease enforcement issues.

I cannot support a trail that leaves the highway 133 right of way and
I would be thrilled to hear that no trail development will occur.
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63

Yes

64

Yes

65

Yes

66

Yes

67

Yes

68

Yes

69

Yes

70
71

Yes
Yes

72

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I would vote for no trail. I did not have this option the first go
round. Wildlife and the residents who live here take the brunt. Our
Wildlife habitat should not be disturb what so
Preservation is first. Work on restoring the
I would vote for no trail. But if one is decided privacy is being invaded. Its one thing to have your neighbors and
ever. The Valley floors of Colorado are too
Crystal River Don't even consider bridges. It
on stay on the highway. It is worth the cost in on the trail...but the whole country and beyond......it's just nuts.
impacted. Lets set an example that the Crystal
will ruin the view. Follow your own codes.
the long run.
Bathrooms would need to be installed every few mile...they stink.
should remain pristine.
The less fortunate would flock to be by bathrooms and camp.
Runaway trails would occur, if located on the east side.
You need to improve on the wildlife
You have not incorporated the concerns of
I am against your program. You have not listened to our concerns
preservation. The recent forest fire in Basalt residents, parking bathrooms, etc. You have You have ignored the outreach comments...
and the impact on our lives. As I no longer trust you to do good
many are against the program and you just
show the impact of having additional traffic in not costed all the impacts that we will
work, it should all be stopped. You are ramrodding what you want
our area and you have not addressed that
experience and thus you still have significant proceed without answering our questions.
and not listening to anyone.
remediation
hidden costs
I would rather there not be a trail at all. The Crystal Valley is
somewhat remote and its access, parking accommodation, trail
Honestly, the idea of larger parking areas
development, and user visits are quite moderate compared to other
scattered down the valley that will encourage If there is going to be a trail then having
areas in the Roaring Fork Valley. I would prefer it be kept that way.
I appreciate the proposed effort that appears an influx of vehicles and traffic is extremely
enforcement of the rules is going to be key. I It appears inevitable a trail will be built however, and the trail
to be an attempt to offset the impacts the
support having enforcement officers. I feel
discouraging for a resident of the valley who
should follow the least impactful alignment possible. By impact I
proposed trail will have on local wildlife and
chose to live here in order to "get away" from strongly that limiting commercial and special mean impact to wildlife, to Crystal Valley residents, and to the
habitat. I would prefer to limit the impact the the busier areas of the valley. I would like it to use permits will minimize the amount of traffic quality and feel of the valley as it exists in its current state. Keep
trail has on the local habitat by keeping it away stay that way. Building infrastructure to
and overuse that the trail could eventually
the trail next to the road in cases where there will be private land
from sensitive wildlife areas in the first place. accommodate more people is not what I want. experience. I don't think that commercial use owner disputes, or where the alternative alignment will encroach
I do approve of widening the shoulder of the of the trail should be allowed at all.
close to homes or may disturb wildlife. If a trail is to be built it
road to make it safer to road bike.
should be built along the road. There will be less contention and
less impact to residents and to wildlife, though it will still provide a
good user experience.
We already have many recreation areas and
I oppose the trail. Facilitating more traffic by
I oppose the trail in general and I am particularly opposed to the 7
lovely trails. If we continually add more, we
humans through our already challenged
Oaks alignment B along private roads. This should NOT be an
See above comments.
will have nothing left of our natural habitat
natural habitats is counter-productive to
option. The infringement on the privacy of county taxpayers for
which is what we're trying to preserve. Let's
environmental protection.
recreational purposes is not acceptable.
maintain what we already have.
Completely Bogus. Stay out of the Crystal
Completely unrealistic. We will NOT police the This project is not needed or wanted. Please discontinue wasting
Useless and unneeded.
valley.
public for you.
tax dollars and cancel all planning immediately.
Please build no trail.
Please build no trail.
Please build no trail.
Please build no trail.
NO bike trail up the Crystal River. NO bike trails through any
NO BIKE TRAIL.
NO BIKE TRAIL
NO BIKE TRAIL
subdivision. Keep the bikes on shoulder of Hwy 133.
No Trail
No Trail
No Trail
No Trail
No trail!
No trail!
No trail!
No trail!
I feel this trail should not be built in light of the
I feel this trail should not be built at all due to the excessive cost in
I oppose the building of this trail completely. This is n/a due to my opposition to the trail.
cost compared to the numbers that would
light of the numbers who would actually utilize the trail.
actually use the trail.

8/7/2018
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73

74

Yes

●

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I am concerned that no official study has been
conducted prior to the plan even being
considered. Please leave the plants, animals
and fish alone. We are going to destroy their
habitat for the sake of some people wanting to
walk & ride somewhere new. I object to this
trail being built.

There are plenty of other places to recreate.
This trail is cost prohibitive and I object to my
tax dollars being wasted this way. There are
plenty of better uses for my hard earned tax
dollars.

I support preservation and enhancement of
the ecosystems along the river. However, I
strongly believe if there must be a trail it
should stay on the west side of the river along
the hwy corridor. Use the same footprint as
North Star Preserve. The river as a natural
barrier. Human recreation activity on one side
and wildlife on the other.

Keep all parking and signage to a minimum
and on the west side of the river. The
pollution of human activity disturbs the
wildlife.

Yes

75

Yes

76

Yes

77

Yes

78

Yes

79

Yes

80

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Yes
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Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I object to this trail being built because
peoples' private property will have to be taken
from them in order to build it. The outreach
action on this trail has totally disregarded the
There should not be a trail!!
Crystal River Caucus decisions regarding this
trail. Further, the original survey was lacking
and inaccurate because it included people
from counties other than Pitkin and didn't
include a No Trail option.
I don’t feel a bike trail would be in the best interests of all the
residents, human or animal, of the Crystal River Valley.
I join with so many of my friends in thinking this project is too
expensive and will benefit too few people and will negatively impact
wildlife.
I think the trail is a huge waste of tax payers money. From what I
can see all over the valley, bikers do not use the trail. Mostly I pass
them on the road when the trail is 50' away, yet they still use the
road. I also think that the trail on private subdivision roads are
dangerous. We own a construction company and use large trailers
with big equipment, the subdivision road is already too small and
can only handle one car at a time in either direction, If someone is
coming in the opposite direction, someone has to back up which is
dangerous and near impossible at times depending on where they
are on the road. To try and put trucks and trailers on the Crystal
River Country Estates subdivision road ALONG with public access for
biking will only make it a lot more dangerous for everyone. I think
the idea of putting the trail there is endangering anyone who has to
take that path and putting many people at unnecessary risk of
future accidents.
I would prefer no trail at all up the Crystal Valley. If there has to be
a trail please make it alignment A.
please leave the scenic by way as it is---let it be
the research and documentation is admirable. the goal is suspect.
the money to obtain the goal can be put to better use. the impact
will be harmful.the use will not justify the cost(on various fronts).
leave the valley as it is. look at development of mid valley of the
roaring fork. at the gentrification of all our towns.. go away....... pls.
We already know that humans do not obey
signs or clean up after themselves. These are
important points that must be considered and
funds must be available to follow-up. It would
be easier to manage if all the human activity
were on west side of the river.

This is very narrow valley we must share it with wildlife they have
no alternative "B" to consider. I strongly believe if there must be a
trail it should stay on the west side of the river along the hwy
corridor. Use the same footprint as North Star Preserve. The river
as a natural barrier. Human recreation activity on one side and
wildlife on the other.
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81

No

82

Yes

83

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

This should be the highest priority.
This should be lower priority and not be
Environmental and wildlife protections should provided at the expense of wildlife and
come before recreation.
environment.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

I am very concerned that inadequate efforts
here will result in abuse of the trails, bandit
trail creation and wildlife harassment.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

My preference would be no trail from BRB to Redstone. My main
problem with the trail is that every million dollars that goes into it
(well over $30 million at a minimum) is a million dollars that does
not go towards preserving open space in Pitkin County. I think that
open space should be a higher priority- it is where I much prefer to
see my tax dollars go. I would be happy to see the trail built as
proposed in the draft plan from Crested Butte to Redstone- the
costs look reasonable,and there are almost no private property
issues, but the cost of building from BRB to Redstone is going to be
many millions of dollars, and intrude on homeowners and wildlife in
the Crystal Valley. However, given that "no trail" is still not an
option, and this project shows every sign of bulldozing ahead
regardless of cost, wildlife, and private property issues, my trail
alignment preferences would be: alignment A where the draft plan
recommends B segments for Red Wind Pt, Janeway S, Avalanche
(felt like OST might be leaning towards B), and the Narrows. This
would give wildlife more room, allow for year round use (no
seasonal closures) and perhaps also make it dog friendly. As for 7
Oaks to Nettle Ck and Crystal River Country Estates to Andrews I
suspect that alternative B will (not without cause) rile the
neighbors, and legal fees will add quite a bit to the alternative B
estimates. Alternative A through those stretches is already really
expensive- no good options there. The propsed $10.5 million
dollars for the 1 mile of Alternative A at Filoha is also really
expensive. Just end the trail from Crested Butte at Redstone.
The trail, if constructed, should be aligned with the existing highway
and not go thru any private neighborhoods or off highway natural
areas. A "No Trail" option should be considered.
There should not be a trail from the KOA Campground to Redstone.
The "Redstone to Crested Butte Trail" has a very nice ring to it.
There should not be a trail (with 1,000s of annual users) routed
through any subdivision, across private property, or through wildlife
habitat on the east side of the Crystal River (river access is critical to
wildlife). If you do build a KOA to Redstone trail please follow
Alignment A (along the highway) all the way. If it costs more: so-beit. Take the time to do it right. We don't need any unsightly
bridges across the "Wild and Scenic" Crystal River which runs
alongside the Hwy 133 "Scenic Byway." Please, please, please
include some adequate trailheads, parking areas, and restroom
facilities. The reality is that the 1,000s and 1,000s of annual trail
users do need "all" of these facilities. Don't just ignore these
requirements like at Penny Hot Springs. A trail system (maybe
both Alignments A and B) that connects the existing subdivisions to
Redstone would be a big plus for the area. Lastly, The Redstone
Castle is a very special place, A trail segment where you could view
the castle property "up close and personal" would be a nice asset
for locals and visitors alike. Thanks!
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84

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

TO: BOCC of Pitkin County Because you have evidently decided
among yourselves that a trail from Carbondale to Crested Butte
(currently to the top of McClure Pass) will be constructed the way,
and in the location(s) you want, it seems to us that comments,
especially those of a negative nature, will be ignored or perhaps
given only lip service. However, to remain silent is to totally
concede any hope of having an impact, even slightly. The trail is
inevitable. Still, we hope it will avoid any areas of wildlife habitation
and that you will consider staying away from any area that might
have even the slightest impact on wildlife. We’ve heard over and
over that the highway impacted wildlife and that’s probably correct.
But to impose even more trauma on animals (and thus changing our
valley unnecessarily even more) by creating traffic, noise and
probably trash on a bike trail seems out of character for a county
commission whose mission and values include this statement: We
strive to leave our natural environment, community, public assets,
and organization in better condition than we found them for
current and future generations. Is that, in fact, what you expect
from this trail? In addition, creating more bridges across the Crystal
River would be an abomination. Creating a loop through the village
of Redstone – already hit hard by expected acquiescence to wishes
of the Carvers, the owners of the Redstone Castle – seems totally
unnecessary. One can only hope that the Carvers refuse to allow a
portion of the trail to go near the Castle itself. Because the County
appears unable (or unwilling) to adequately patrol Highway 133
through the valley already, adding more potential problems with a
bike trail would seem to complicate the law enforcement issue even
more. Tax money to build this trail could be used much more
wisely, it seems to us, or taxes could be cut somewhat if the trail
idea was discarded. How could taxes be used more wisely? Fix the
potholes on Highway 133. Increase police protection throughout
the county. Maintain some of the hiking trails. Support many of the
non-profits more adequately. Etc. It seems to us that the bike trail
might attract individuals from out of the state/county/area, but
spending all the proposed tax money on a trail to bring them in to
ride the trail once or twice and leave very few dollars for struggling
merchants (who will be asked to assume a large share of the tax
burden via property taxes) seems a poor idea which will have few
positive results. At least, please keep the trail on the highway
alignment. Larry and Alyce Meredith 16 Chair Mountain Dr.
Redstone, CO 81623

Yes

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.
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85

86

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

I am concerned with the disruption of
biodiversity in our home area. We own two
properties in the Crystal Vally, our primary
residence by Redstone in the Elk Mountain
Subdivision, and also a property up near Chair
Mountain out the mcclure pass road. As has
been stated by other environmentalist, the
creation of this project will disrupt the wildlife
in many stretches throughout the corridor.
We moved to this valley in 2016 as our primary
residence to be close to nature and the
wildlife.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

One of the main concerns we have is that,
after the years of creating this trail which is
ostensibly for bikers, the bikers will not even
use it and will continue to ride on the road in
the summer time. Has there been much
discussion around expected use of bikers vs.
non-use?

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

We live at 88 Elk Mountain Drive. Our property abuts directly Hwy
133, and in the proposal, 1 option has the new trail between our
property and Hwy 133. This option does not seem realistic due to
the fact that in the 40 feet between us and the highway is a very
At this time, we do not think construction of
steep embankment. Perhaps if the Highway were to stay where it is
this trail will be great benefit to the people
and the trail be located between the highway and river in this
that might use it, and that rather it will disrupt
section that would make more sense. The other option listed in the
the ecosystem and wildlife that live here.
draft plan is to take the trail over toward the Redstone Castle; this
also doesn't seem very considerate to the wildlife and existing
ecosystem here. We are wondering if you have any additional
ideas.
One of the current plans is to have the trail run along the access to
my residence at the Crystal River Park subdivision. Based on my
experience with bikers on the Prince Creek Trail, I am not in favor of
the trail, period. Too many incidents of private property abuse by
bikers on that road for me to have good feelings about the
proposed Crystal River Trail. If the trail is to be built, I prefer that it
run along the Redstone Castle property so as not to cross the
highway a couple of times to reach the old McClure Pass road. With
the increased traffic with the Castle events and the winding roads at
this end of the valley, I have grave concerns for safety of
pedestrians, bikers and motorists. How 'bout you use the
exhorbitant cost to install the trail for a relatively few bikers and
apply it to getting us sorely needed cell service and decent internet
service that benefits all the residents in the valley? Thank you.

Yes

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.
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●

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Although providing some increase in
biodiversity, I don't believe removing Pinon
and Juniper and eradicating cheat grass will
justify the increased stress and hardship on
wildlife associated with Alternative B. Every
retired wildlife official commenting on the trail
says the same thing; don't open up the east
side of the river (Kevin Wright, John Seidel, Mr.
Burns and more). The closures are
inadequate. April 30th is insufficient. June
15th-30th would actually benefit the Mule
Deer who have to migrate later as the midelevation country is over run with bikers and
hikers. Dale Will has a study by Rick Knight
addressing stress and increased cortisol levels
in deer, bison, and pronghorn. At least 200
meters (600 feet) is required to prevent flight.
The size of a group of humans is relevant as is
vegetation density. Although a biker is no
scarier than a hiker, bikers encounter more
wildlife as they cover more ground. Although
you map the level of disturbance and illustrate
that subdivisions have the highest level of
disturbance, scale is everything. A few people
walking daily is less disturbing than a constant
stream if users. Take the Crown. Now bikers
have discovered powerful lights for their bikes
and bike it at night. There is no relief for
wildlife, especially mule deer, which is
declining rapidly. Wildlife will be negatively
affected by a trail on the Crystal.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8 parking lots is a lot of parking lots, providing
for intense use. Again why bring so much
recreation to the Crystal? There is Red Hill, the
Crown, the Rio Grande. Leave the Crystal wild
and scenic and without a trail. I was part of
the 2003 Crystal River Master Plan and I don't
remember much talk about a trail at all. But
note that interested parties discussed a bike
trail IN THE RIGHT-OF-WAY. The 2013 plan also
limited the trail to the right-of-way.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

There should not be a trail on the Crystal River. The area is less
trammeled than the lower valley. It would primarily benefit citizens
of Carbondale who already have access to Red Hill, the Crown, the
Lorax, South Thompson, Braderich and Dexter, and the Rio Grande.
They can travel from Glenwood to Aspen and up 5 miles of the
Crystal. The cost to wildlife cannot be justified and the price tag in
I don't think a single full-time staff
dollars is huge, with an enormous amount paid by Pitkin County tax
enforcement officer will be able to keep up
payers. Tom Newland is studying the cost of both trail options and
with all the use on a trail. There will be around coming up with different estimates than Pitkin County. No one has
the clock use, including full moon bike rides,
addressed the price of working with land owners. The forest
dogs, human shit, trash, homeless campers,
service closed the Bear Creek Trail for a reason. Can't we leave
and generally clueless use despite the best
some country less accessible for wildlife? The Waltons have
education attempts. It will be great to
purchased property in Coal Basin and wish to create a commercial
control toad flax and absinthe, but once you're mountain biking area. How can the county hold them accountable if
working on weeds in Gunnison County/Marble, they are in the same business? There is a massive amount of data
add oxeye. Oxeye is a bigger problem in
in this draft plan, but it is a bit slanted. Stating the trail has been in
agricultural fields and it flows down the
the works since the 1990's is inaccurate. It was studied and
Crystal. Absinthe is easy to eradicate while
dismissed because of expense and harm to wildlife. Although I
Oxeye requires constant effort.
wish to be counted as a NO TRAIL voice, alternative A, on every
alignment is my second choice. Staying off the east side protects
wildlife, avoids going through private property, and avoids the need
for bridges. It is hard to believe that the BOCC has the authority to
make this decision. The Crystal River caucus has spoken decisively.
Open Space and Trails is bound to protect biodiversity; not just
lessen impacts. There should not be a trail on the Crystal. Thanks
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

88

No

Great addition, thank you for including this!

89

No

90

Yes

91

Yes

Good
Good
100% in favor of Pitkin County's work towards
100% for
biodiversity
approve
approve

92

No

in agreement

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

I believe that this trail is a huge financial burden that will negatively
impact our wild life and the pristine environment that we hold so
dear for the interests of a very small number of recreationalists.
Especially after the tragic impact to area wildlife and its loss of
habitat from the Lake Christine fire, I feel that this trail will further
stress the vital balance of our natural environment, wildlife and its
habitat. JUST BECAUSE WE CAN DOES NOT MEAN WE SHOULD!! The
financial resources could be better spent in reclaiming the
Please insure that the seasonal closures will
thousands of acres destroyed. But if you all are so determined to
always be enforced to protect this vital wildlife see this trail built, regardless of the consequences both
habitat.
environmentally and financially, I feel that the trail should follow
Alignment A to protect Red Wind, Bear Creek, Avalanche, Janeway
South, and of course Filoha. These pristine areas need to be
protected at all costs, for once it has been compromised with a
permanent trail and human intrusion, there is no going back. At
what point does the natural world around us get to have respect
and priority over our constant intrusion and "wants"? How many
trails will be enough? The current administration and board of OST
seems to have forgotten the "OPEN SPACE" part of their title.
Good
Trail is good

in agreement

100% approve

100% approve

approve
I would vote for all trails to be away from the
highways - this maximizes beauty and safety

APPROVE

Yes

I like the plans for biodiversity preservation
and enhancement. Would be good to start
those right now.

I agree with all the identified parking/trail
head areas. I think those are spots that are
used currently.

Having someone in the valley to do
maintenance and enforcement on a regular
basis is a must.

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

95

No

I agree with all recommended action items.

I agree with all recommended recreation
amenity action items.

I agree with all recommended action items.

96

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

93

94

●

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I like what is being proposed in terms of trail alignment
I have reviewed all the recommended trail alignments and generally
agree with them. I most definitely want to see a user friendly trail
up the Crystal River Valley. Where possible I prefer alignment B due
to better/safer user experience, lower cost, and fewer impacts to
the river. Of course a NEPA review will help determine
environmental impacts to wildlife etc. and closures may be required
at certain times of year. I disagree with Alt B on the Castle trail.
Although it would be a delightful trail and a fun loop for users, I feel
that it would negatively impact the historic Redstone Castle. How
do you keep people from wandering off that trail to see the Castle
up close? I live in Crystal River Park and would very much like to
have Alt A linking our neighborhood to Redstone.
Agree with all recommended alignments and action items.
Appreciate that the County will work to determine the best best
alignment for segments that need additional information and
collaboration. I strongly support the trail as a whole and realize that
it will be a long a complex process to complete the overall project.
My strongest interest is in the segments that proposed to be mostly
singletrack trail, south of Redstone.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of the trail from
Redstone to McClure pass would be awesome!
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

97

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

98

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

99

No

Agree with all recommended actions

Agree with all recommended actions

Agree with all recommended actions

100

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

101

No

I agree with all recommended action items.

I agree with all recommended action items.

I agree with all recommended action items.

102

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

103

Yes

"Agree with all recommended action items."

"Agree with all recommended action items."

Agree with all recommended action items

This is needed for all but Top of Mcclures and
Bear Creek ( because I do not support the trail
alignment through these two sections. A2.2
and A2.3 are appropriate but should be
minimized so as to maintain the rural
character of the valley. A.2. 4 SHOULD BE THE
TRAIL OPTION so I support this. I support A.2.5

My first choice is to work with CDOT to widen
the shoulders, My second choice is Option A
(highway alignment ). Regardless, any
development that takes place should include
these components.

104

⊙

Yes

105

No

106

No

107

No

108

No

109

Yes

110

Yes

I applaud Pitkin County am in full support of A.
1.1- A.1.5. I am in partial support of A.1.6 in
that the Conservations easements you have
acquired protect and conserve Wildlife
Habitat. I do not support going to the extent
of eminent domain to acquire private property
easements for the purpose of a trail. A.1.7
speaks to mitigation for trail efforts. I am not
in support of any trail which travels through
wildlife corridors which renders A.1.7 moot in
my opinion.
The Roaring Fork Watershed Biodiversity and
Connectivity Study is anticipated to place the
action items referenced here in the context of
the entire million-acre watershed. This
landscape-scale science will be very helpful in
informing watershed-scale decision-making,
including the Crystal Valley which represents
about 20% of the watershed. OST is to be
commended for supporting this landscapescale science.
Please be respectful of animal migration
corridors and wildlife habitat
Sorry I thought I could fill this survey out but
I'm not well enough informed and at the
moment I don't have the time to read the
lengthy draft plan.....

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be simply AMAZING!!
A single track from Redstone to McClure is needed
A singletrack trail for mountain biking from Redstone to McClure
Pass would be a great asset to the community.
I would love to see a mountain bike singletrack trail from Redstone
to McClure Pass. This would go a long way to replacing some of the
old ways we used to ride that have been severely degraded by multi
use (horses, 4 wheel, motorcycles).
single track mtb trail please
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
My first choice would be to collaborate with CDOT to widen the
shoulders, and redesign speed limits on 133. My second choice
would be No Trail. My third choice would be Plan A. Plan B is not
an option in my mind: Under no circumstance should a trail
alignment pass through: -7 oaks -Red Wind Point -Janeway North
-Janeway south - Avalanche -Castle -Placita Wetlands -Bear Creek
-McClure Pass I am opposed to the segmented phasing of this
project . Part and parceling creates the potential for as many as 12
additional bridges across the Crystal which will create extreme
disturbance to the Crystal River and forever change the character of
this valley.

Make a sustainable trail that promotes MTB,
recreation in the area
I'm all for the trail. Do what is found to be the I'm all for the trail. Do what is found to be the I'm all for the trail. Do what is found to be the
most fiscally and environmentally responsible. most fiscally and environmentally responsible. most fiscally and environmentally responsible.
A1.2 is critical A1.6 conservation easements
critical

8/7/2018
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111

112

Yes

●⊙

113

Yes

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please put a priority on wildlife and their
habitats along all the sections of the trail but
especially Filoha Meadows.
I think these are all great. Regarding habitat
improvement, would like to see more
regarding stream and riparian, especially Red
Wind Point and Janeway. Financial support of
Restoration workshop is terrific and needed,
but would like to see greater commitment
toward wildlife sensitive areas. Certainly we
need to know more about the health and
dynamics of the bighorn herd. Probably will
require more funding than shown under
wildlife monitoring, and probably a substantial
amount required with regard to bighorn
resiliency. Shouldn't forget about elk and mule
deer. Both declining in area...might be more of
an issue than elk calving highlighted in the trail
plan. Regarding seasonal closures, I don't
believe they will be very effective in our valley.
Too remote, even with more enforcement.
Great risk of bandit trails. Believe that narrows
segment should be taken off the table as it is
so closely linked to Filoha in respect to bighorn
movement. Proposed closure
recommendations for narrows way too
lenient.
I wish the Lorax and all his friends would come
back...

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Regarding trailheads and parking, Avalanche
should be taken off the table as trails in that
area on east side too wildlife sensitive. Instead
should work with CDOT to establish parking
ateas in some of the large pullouts along 133.
Regarding Penny Hot Springs, OST should look
at acquiring property immediately South of the
current hot springs to provide a safer and
more sanitary hot springs experience, as well
as parking and toilets for trail users. Regarding
shoulder widths on 133, I support widening
wherever possible.

All good, but the one topic I see missing here
(or elsewhere) is a serious look at what should
be done with Penny Hot Springs. Comments in
above action items not withstanding, if
acquisition of nearby property not possible,
then need strong plan to address sanitation,
safety, and parking issues. Am concerned
about health and safety of users, health of
river and water quality, and inadequate
parking/attention to traffic issues on 133.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

CCB Draft Plan Survey Responses
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments

27
31

#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

114

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

* The residents of the Crystal Valley are
generally more informed and aware of the
plan for the “trail” than the population at
large. * The wildlife and engineering experts,
hired by OST, advertise on their websites that
they are adept at ushering through permitting
approvals in sensitive areas. * OST has
duped the voters who support open space in
general, into supporting rampant development
in the areas that most need protection. *
Despite all the money spent on “engineering”
and “wildlife studies”, the OST plan is a joke.
There’s no there there, it’s all smoke and
mirrors. They are using the “baffle them with
the bullshit” approach to obfuscate the fact
that there is no “plan” for this ridiculous
boondoggle of a project other than to ram it
down the throats of the inhabitants. * There
is near zero support for it in the Crystal Valley,
largely because OST has poisoned the well
with their lies and stonewalling. We cannot
get answers to some very important, basic
questions, even from Dale Will himself, so it’s
impossible to have an informed opinion. *
For example, our one-lane road, and several
others in the valley, have been designated as
“SHARED ROAD/TRAIL” even though they are
way too narrow to “share”. It’s obvious that
the “engineer” who came up with this
fraudulent plan was just following the orders
of Dale Will on where he wants the trail.
Apparently, Dale doesn’t mind subverting the
process to achieve his own goals. How can any
of this “information” be taken seriously if the
parts you have first hand knowledge of are
completely inaccurate? * If this kind of
engineering hocus pocus can transform our
little road to a usable mixed use trail, why not
just designate Hwy 133 a “SHARED
ROAD/TRAIL”, and call it good? * Let’s put
the BOCC on bikes at one end of our road, and
start a UPS truck at the other, and see how the
“sharing” idea works out. * I find it
outrageous that the inhabitants of this valley
are being forced to fight this onslaught of
incessant development by the very people
who were elected to protect us.

8/7/2018
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

114.5 GARFIELD COUNTY RESPONSES

115

No

116

No

117

No

118

No

I am very concerned that our love and need for
recreation not overtake our long standing
efforts to protect natural habitat and the
pristine mountain character of the area. As
more and more people move to the region to
enjoy these natural amenities, it becomes
Obviously robust consideration process, so
I do not support trail alignment in the upper
even more important to ensure protections
thanks for the effort. I support A1.1-1.5 and to sections of the plan (e.g. McClure and Bear
are in place to preserve them. The most logical
some degree A1.6. I am concerned about
Creek) Items A 2.2 and A 2.3 should strive to
solution to this worthy endeavor seems to me
protecting wildlife habitat and these items
maintain the environmental character of the to make a dedicated bike lane as part of the
speak to that. I do not support creating new
valley as it is currently. I would prefer to see A existing Highway 133. This would have the
trails that interrupts critical habitat, so A 1.7
2.4 be the chosen option and would also
least additional impact on what I consider to
seems should not apply.
support A 2.5
be a very narrow and delicate river corridor. I
strongly oppose any new trail building through
what are now essentially untouched
properties. We can't let our lust for enjoying
these spaces cloud our perspective in
considering the threat we may actually pose in
upsetting their delicate ecological balance.
I worry that the limited space available for
parking at the noted access points will not be
I think these Action Items are very appropriate enough and motorists will end up parking near
No concerns on these topics.
and address important and worthwhile topics. the highway, causing potential safety
concerns. I like the focus on increasing the
shoulder along Hwy 133.
A note on signage- UV hammers signage all
over the RFV. They get faded out quickly and
then look decrepit. I'm not sure this is the best
way to spend money. Part of the charm of the
Crystal is its air of mystery. I'd recommend
leaving out signage. I think Penny Hot
Springs in particular needs attention. It is
I am happy to see these action items. I don't
getting hammered with use and not by the
Again, Penny is getting worked.
have anything to add.
most environmentally minded among us. I
don't like the idea of turning the Crystal into
another tourist attraction by creating a load of
parking lots and signs etc. These measures will
destroy the charm of the valley and it will be
overrun. I am happy with the East Creek trail
improvements. The trails around Placita could
use work as well.
Agree with action plan.

Agree with action plan.

8/7/2018

Agree with action plan.

Coordinate with CDOT to create a dedicated bike lane / widened
shoulders on existing Highway 133. If not possible, refer to Plan A
without creating any new trails in undeveloped spaces. I am
absolutely opposed to Plan B. I also don't support constructing the
project in phases or creating any new bridges across the Crystal
River. We have already encroached upon this corridor to the point
that additional infrastructure risks too much. Thank you for your
attention.

I feel that all of the trail should be constructed along the route.
Deviation into other areas involves too much wildlife disruption.

As a frequent visitor of the CRV I would like to see the alignment of
the trail right next to Hwy 133. I think it is the least intrusive
alternative and makes the most sense.

I love the idea of keeping the trail/path close to the existing road in
order to minimize impact to the wildlife, but also off of the existing
road as much as possible for the safety and enjoyment of trail users.
Single track trail near the end looks great.
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119

120

No

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Seasonal closures are good and hopefully most
Maintain the primitive experience at Penny
This section is important and good to keep
people respect them. Good sinage and
these things in mind for protecting wildlife and Hot Springs. Don't develop or "improve" access
interpretation to help prevent resource
to the springs.
biodiversity. Bighorn re
damage.
Thanks for adding this to the plan. In our
rapidly changing world considerations of
biodiversity seem tot are a back seat to our
perceived need for venues for recreation.
Biodiversity should be a primary consideration
in this plan.
Seasonal closures to protect wildlife should
remain in effect for the life of the trail.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Alignment A for Avalanche and Janeway South for wildlife values.

I am concerned about alignments for the I encourage you to choose
Alignment A for the Avalanche and Janeway South segments. No
alignments were recommended in the draft plan for these areas but
it’s critical that the final plan keeps the trail out of these large areas
of important habitat with little current human use.
Please align the trail away from wildlife for the Red Wind Point,
Bear Creek, & McClure pass sements(to alignment A). Also use
Alignment A for the Avalanche & Janeway South segments.
Maintain the recommended alignments that avoid critical wildlife
habitat in Filoha Meadows & Janeway North areas.
Build on Alignment B, off-road with cantilever design as much as
possible, as soon as possible. Please build it ASAP, on Alignment B.
I regularly drive over McClue Pass for work in Delta County and
have often felt that this is a great area for outdoor recreation that
could be improved with better trail system. I do not road bike
however I always am carefully passing road bikers. It can be
dangerous with the many blind corners so i strongly believe a trail is
needed. As an avid mountain biker in the Roaring Fork Valley I
believe a mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be a great addition to the trail
network we have here.

121

No

This is a great addition to the plan. Thank you
for including.

122

No

All good, approved.

All good, approved.

All good, approved.

123

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

clear signs, rules to stay on trail and
designated areas are very helpfull. If posible
enforcment to make sure these are follewed
would be great!

non trial would be fine

Approve

Don't overthink it.

124

No

priority

always good, but secondary....bathrooms
where possible

125

No

It makes sense to minimize impact to some
extent. Being near roads that are frequented
by vehicles, I can't imagine a singletrack trail
causing any real disruption.

Approve

8/7/2018
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

126

No

These all sound like good ideas. Thank you for
listening to the public concern for biodiversity
preservation and including these action items
in your plan.

All good ideas, especially establishing multiple
trailheads along the corridor with parking and
signage so people can access any segment of
the trail.

All good ideas. Having additional rangers and
enforcement people in the Crystal Valley will
help minimize wildlife impacts and closure
violations.

127

No

I support the draft plan in its current form.

I support the draft plan in its current form.

I support the draft plan in its current form.

128

No

I am in agreement with all identified action
items

I am in agreement with all identified action
items

I am in agreement with all identified action
items

129

No

I support all of the Bodiversity Preservation
and Enhancement Action Items. Well thought
out and needed, especially the A1.3 Wildlife
Monitoring so we have a baseline to work
with.

All good. Not as important to me, but nice
amenities as folks use the trail.

Well thought out.

130

No

I support the recommended actions.

I support the recommended items.

I support the recommended items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I agree with all of your proposed alignments. I think it makes the
most sense to follow the old railroad or wagon road alignment using
Alignment B in the places where you've recommended that,
especially given the very high cost of Alignment A in many of those
sections. I hope you'll be able to work with HOA's and landowners
in the segments where you have no recommended alignment, so
you can gain an easement to use existing roads through those
subdivisions rather than create an entirely new trail with higher
costs and more impacts. The Avalanche Creek section seems like it
should follow Alignment A, along the highway, rather than creating
a new trail through a 'pristine' meadow and high quality wildlife
habitat. Even though Alignment A is more expensive and difficult to
engineer, I think it's worth in to avoid more impacts to Avalanche
Creek's biodiversity and habitat. I think your phasing plan is really
good, starting with the single track trail from Redstone to McClure,
then connecting Redstone to Penny Hot Springs, then completing
the more controversial and expensive segments last. I hope you
won't let residents who live in these areas prevent the trail from
being built based on their dubious wildlife impact arguments. The
biggest impact to the Crystal Valley's wildlife is caused by the
people who build houses in the valley floor habitat and access them
year-round, walking their dogs on social trails, mowing their lawns,
and driving to and from their houses each day. This trail's preferred
alignment is almost entirely within highly impacted areas of the
valley and will have minimal additional impacts on wildlife habitat,
which can be mitigated through seasonal closures and other
measures. I strongly encourage you to proceed with this trail plan as
proposed, creating a sustainable transportation corridor and an
important draw for visitors to enhance our local economy with their
visits.
I support the draft plan in its current form. A mountain bike single
track trail up to McClure pass would be great.
The proposed alignment but having an alternate singletrack from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be even better!
I generally support a trail alignment that is off of the highway, but I
understand the need for further analysis as the Draft Plan concludes
where there is no recommended alternative. I otherwise support all
of the trail alignments recommended. Construction of the least
controversial alignments going up McClure Pass should be pursued
immediately as the Timeline suggests.
I support as much mountain bike single track as possible.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

My only concern in this section pertains to
weed management. Will funding be used to
implement weed controls which are known to
I agree with each of the items in this section. I
be safe to wildlife? If not, serious
would maybe like to see a plan involved with
reconsiderations need to be made to ensure
the trail to raise funds for the Avalanche
that wildlife friendly weed control methods are
Campground improvements, as I feel this
used. I am also concerned with the
Action Item would have a significant impact on
enforcement of seasonal closures. If these
the experience of trail users.
closures are not enforce effectively there could
be significant harm to wildlife resulting from
unapproved use.

131

No

Firstly, I would like to thank the commissioners
for adding these Action Items to the plan. I
believe the actions outlined in this section of
the plan are crucial given the increased impact
the trail will have on the ecology of the Crystal
Valley. I hope this part of the plan can serve as
precedent in future plans to ensure the
preservation and protection of the
environment.

132

No

Agree with recommended action items

Agree with recommended action items

Agree with recommended action items

133

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

134

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

135

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

136

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

137

No

I agree with all recommended action items
concerning this subject.

I agree with all recommended action items
concerning this subject.

I agree with all recommended action items
concerning this subject.

138

No

I Agree with all recommended action items.

I Agree with all recommended action items.

I Agree with all recommended action items.

139

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

140

No

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

141

No

142

No

I agree with the recommendations. Let
monitor the wildlife and see any impacts so
they can be mitigated.
Agree with all recommended action items

143

No

Agree with all recommended action items

144

No

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

The Avalanche Trail segment is the only segment I have serious
concerns about pertaining to the recommendation of alternatives. I
believe the value of staying out of wildlife habitat by choosing
Alternative A out weighs the impact of adding the trail to the
highway ROW. That being said, I also believe care must be taken to
select building materials conducive to a healthy riparian system, i.e.
permeable materials that minimize impacts to hydrology. Thank
you
A mountain bike singletrack trail for as much as possible from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
I fully support a mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of
trail from Redstone to McClure Pass.
I support a single track MTB trail to connect Redstone to McClure
Pass.
I would like to see a dirt single track trail for the portion between
Redstone and McClure pass!
I would love a mountain bike trail from Redstone to Mclure pass.
Preferably single track.
More singletrack opportunities are a great thing for the community.
Singletrack from redstone to mcclure would be great
Please create a single-track mountain bike trail connecting
Redstone to McClure Pass.

I agree with the recommendations. These
I agree with the recommendations. This is a
provide a better experience for the trail users. needed element.

Since there is no opposition to the single track from Redstone up
McClure pass, that should be built immediately.

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Singletrack bike trail would be amazing
Singletrack from Redstone to McClure Pass would a great asset for
the community.

I have full faith in the Pitkin County staff and
associated volunteer organizations to uphold
I have full faith in the Pitkin County staff and
the precious biodiversity of the region while
associated volunteer organizations on this
educating the public on the necessity to
encourage people to use foot/bike trails in lieu topic.
of vehicles to travel back and forth. What an
opportunity!

8/7/2018

I have full faith in the Pitkin County staff and
associated volunteer organizations to ensure
ecologically friendly maintenance and
management. I am hopeful that Pikin County
law enforcement will do a better job enforcing
rules and regulations (than they currently do
at the Prince Creek Trails systems, which is
always overrun with long-term squatters and
subsequent litter). I am encouraged by the
amount of public outreach already
implemented by PitCo and hopeful for more as
the trail comes to fruition.
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145

No

146

No

147

No

148

●

No

149

No

150

No

151

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I haven't seen any scientific data linking
I would like to see a singletrack trail away from
mountain bike trails to a decrease of
the highway, particularly towards McClure
biodiversity. Proper reseeding during
reconstruction could increase threatened plant pass.
species.
Parking areas are important, but if possible,
Seasonal closures are successful on other
should not be added. Enhancing existing ones
trails. They are a good approach here.
is preferable.
I like the idea of creating loop opportunities
where possible such as the redstone castle
Seasonal closures as described sound
segment. How about more? Like that alt b (off
appropriate
highway) is taken everywhere possible. Please
allow bikes on perham trail for better loop
opportunities
I think that the Draft Plan addresses the stated
I am a big fan of smart and strategic trailhead
Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement
placement with Interpretive Kiosk information
Action items. Regular and active trail
to educate users to the unique and special
management, and Seasonal Closures can
adequately address wildlife concerns and help characteristics of the valley. Historical and
connect trail users to the unique qualities and ecological information to engage users. I have
been an advocate for widening the shoulders
the importance for responsible use.
Something I have not heard a lot of talk about on Hwy 133 for many years. Over the past 2
is the possibility of a soft surface trail. Seems decades CDOT has been resurfacing the
like a well constructed soft surface trail could highway only between the white lines,
allowing the existing shoulder to degrade into
still serve a wide range of users. Obviously
a mash-up of inconsistently degraded
works well for walkers and runners, for
equestrian, and the fastest growoing segment shoulder, and typically only 12-18" at the
most. Also working with USFS to improve
of the cycling market is Gravel Biking.
campgrounds and make them accessible and
Pavement will better serve traditional road
bikers, and perhaps require less maintenance, attractive for cycle tourist (walk-in sites, shade
structures, etc).
but a soft surface trail might be worth
exploring.
Trail beyond base of McClure not necessary in
my opinion. Road shoulders beyond are
All alignment should give precedence to
adequate for biking and vehicle and bike traffic
wildlife and biodiversity. Human safety is
can and do share kebler to Crested Butte
important but feel the proposed trail is too
safely. Oother bikers and hikers can take
expensive relative to future use and benefit
existing ragged trail. I’d use the existing rail
bed and adjacent space to hey 133 wherever
possible for route to McClure base.
Keep trail along Highway. Preserve wildlife
If you decide to build the trail, I urge you to
place it close to Highway 133 to minimize the
impact on wildlife.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Seasonal closures seem reasonable

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Again, singletrack away from the highway whenever possible. I
don't anticipate bikers antagonizing nearby private property
owners.

signage, staffing, and community outreach are OK, which 5? making this more clear in the documents would help.
critical for success. This trail has the potential Basically, staying off 133 is better. The Rio Grande trail is wonderful
to be a huge amenity for locals and visitors.
because it is not abutted against roadways and traffic.

looks good

Stay off highway wherever possible. Create loop opportunities
where possible.

While recognizing there are some segments that have unique
wildlife and sensitive habitat concerns, I am a fan for utilizing as
much of the former railway and/or county road for the trails
Something that has received less attention
(alignment B). Doing so will make for a far superior trail experience,
than I think it should is the opportunity to
decrease the construction costs, and provide for interpretive and
address degraded segments of the river
educational opportunities. Such opportunities will allow people to
corridor and to rehabilitate previously
degraded riparian segments as part of the trail connect with the trail and the Crystal River Valley, thus growing the
construction and development. Collaboration population of people who know and care for this beautiful valley.
with education efforts with local groups, non- Finally, the trail can provide vital access to public lands. In this era
profits, and schools also makes a lot of sense. where threats to access to public lands are many and very real.
Thanks for all your efforts. Such a trail could be an awesome
resource for our valley, residents, and visitors.

Keep trail along Highway
I recommend Alignment A.
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152

153

154

155

156

157

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

If trails avoid all sensitive areas and stay along
the Hwy corridor we will not require "policing"
of the trail for those who will take advantage
of the opportunities to go off trail. I am happy
you are considering the weed problem thanks.

The trail should remain in the highway corridor the entire route
from Carbondale to the top of McClure Pass. All too often we keep
pushing and pushing our already stressed wildlife "just a little more"
and then "just a little more" all for the sake of human recreation.
Again, I stress the importance of a quality bird survey because they
are such important healthy systems indicators, are rapidly declining
and are almost always overlooked.

No

I feel that there should be work done on the
invasive weeds along the corridor. The health
of the river can be improved many ways with
re-introducing beaver families being the
cheapest and more effective. Seasonal trail
closures for wildlife should continue. Since
birds are such a strong indicator of a healthy
We do not need the mentioned "amenities"
eco-system, we need to do a bird survey
unless they can be placed somewhere in the
starting April 2019. I am opposed to the
town of Carbondale.
development of the trail as it is currently
designed. We do not need bridges that will
impact the river and disrupt wildlife any more
than needed. The trail should follow the
existing Hwy 133, which is what bike riders are
already used to. We need to stop making our
recreation needs a priority and start making
protection of our dwindling wildlife a priority.

No

couldn't find the action items. lots of nice
connecting two great towns by bike route
wildflowers- including some listed of concern,
would offer a great opportunity for area
thrive in areas of soil disturbance (like a new
residents and visitors
trail).

No

i am adamantly opposed to the whole project,
again, this project is the height of absurdity
in wildness is the preservation of the earth,
when so many critical actions should have
not recreational entertainment, we have
priority relating to climate change etc
endless opportunities already to entertain
ourselves outside here

i say NO to this project on any level

No

This trail totally screws "biodiversity" and gives
all options to humans to invade and destroy all
We humans have plenty of recreation areas.
wildlife habitat and safety. Haven't we got
Please learn to accept NO as an answer to
enough? Do humans care at all about the
expansion. We are not entitled to have it all.
other inhabitants of our environment? Not if
this trail is built.

Though long observation of both recreation
area management and potential enforcement,
I see there is very little of either. Our
The bike path leading south from Carbondale is plenty. Leave the
government agencies are totally hobbled by
rest the way it is.
budget deficiencies. The building industry will
gain monetarily and the environment will lose.
Again.

No

I am concerned about any thought of putting a
paved path, asphalt is environmentally
negative for so many reasons, not to mention
the immense cost.

It seems unsure of who will maintain this trail,
I am strongly in support of a dirt single track trail.
we already have so many out of town users
that the local efforts cannot keep up.

This trail seems like a no-brainer. Riding on highway 133 is not
relaxing in it's current state. I would love to see a trail separated
from the highway where possible. I live next to the Rio Grande Trail
and view it as a benefit, not an invasion of my privacy. Please find a
way to make the trail happen! Thank you for your efforts.

1. Change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and
McClure Pass segments to Alignment A. This will move the trail out
of wildlife habitat that is currently un-fragmented, sees relatively
low amounts of human use and/or has no approved trails. 2.choose
Alignment A for the Avalanche and Janeway South segments. these
large areas of important un-fragmented habit with little current
human use. 3. I applaud the commissioners for including ecological
initiatives propose that they maintain the recommended alignments
that avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and Janeway
North areas.

No

8/7/2018

none of the above
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158

No

159

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Please change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A (along the highway) to
move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is largely un-fragmented.
Please choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and Janeway South
segments. Please maintain the recommended alignments that avoid
critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas.
Let's be responsible and respectful, to remain respected and
humane.
Thank you all for your diligent work on determining the best route
from Carbondale to Crested Butte After reviewing the draft plan,
my hope would be that minimal impact to wildlife habitats take
place. I think that alignment A - keeping the trail along the highway
in the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and mcClure Pass segments
would be best as well as in the Avalanche and Janeway South
Segments. As a user, I know it might not be as visually appealing
or have that sense of "out in the wilderness", but I am willing to
forego that experience to protect the wildlife and environmental
habitat that is so important to maintain.
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No

161

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Thank you for putting together this plan and opening it up for public
comment. In a time where science is trumped by popular opinion
and power, it is more important than ever to utilize and honor the
existing research and scientific consensus locally. In the case of the
Crystal River Trail's alignment, I encourage Pitkin OST and BOCC to
not take the risk of adding additional strain to our already faltering
ungulate populations and the wildlife that call the valley home.
Specifically, Red Wind Point, Bear Creek, and McClure Pass are too
special to build paths through. Directing the masses of people to
these sensitive areas and causing an additional fragmentation of
their habitat would be an error for which there is no remedy.
Money won't bring back species disappearance. Please change the
draft alignments to the Alignment A, on highway route. In the
case of Avalanche and Janeway South, where no recommendation
has been made. Please honor the science that has blatently and
repeatedly suggested that these areas are the most important
critical wildlife habitats in the valley and that building a trail through
them would have an unacceptable and unwarranted effect on
animals. Please do not propagate the myth that animals
habituate to human presence. This is simply not true, and the best
available science on the effect of recreation on wildlife is that
animals under this stress are not as healthy and do not produce as
many offspring. Please do not suggest to the public that seaasonal
closures work. I know many respectable humans who have made
the bad choice to travel along the Rio Grande during its winter
closure, without consequence. Lastly, let's make the trail
accessible to more than mountain bikers. An along-highway path
that is paved or crusher fines would be a win-win, allowing for
multiple types of cyclists to enjoy the beautiful trail and would
avoid the negative impacts on wildlife. In a time where DPW is
"removing" predators to increase the mule deer population, a time
when Bighorn or already on the brink of local extirpation, and Elk
are calving at historic lows, please do not add an additional stress to
our wildlife population. It doesn't suck to be a human in the
Roaring Fork or Crystal River Valleys. There are tons of options for
hiking, riding bikes and horses, and general merriment. However,
being an animal seems to be getting worse and worse. Overrecreation is plaguing some of our most important places. Please
build the trail on Alignment A in the aformentioned areas, and do
something important for the non-human communities who share
this place with us. Thank you
Hello, I am just really for this trail and I think it would be great if it
was on the train tracks not on the road. I'm an avid biker and would
use this trail. I don't feel like it would have a large impact on
wildlife and I think it would be nice to slightly off the road and be on
the tracks instead. I feel the homeowners just don't want it in their
back yards but I don't think it' will be used as much as the rio grand.

CCB Draft Plan Survey Responses
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments

36
40

#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

There definitely needs to be a trail. This is a heavy recreational use
corridor. Ignoring the trail need won't make that go away. The
alignment should be off roadway when current ownership of public
land allows. Negotiated acquisition of private land is fine. I'd prefer
an alignment next to the highway over condemnation of private
land.

162

No

163

No

This trail will be a great addition to the
recreation opportunities in the area.

164

No

Don’t forget the Mtn bike trails

165

No

166

No

167

No

168

No

169

No

170

No

171

No

172

Yes

I agree with all recommended action items.

I agree with all recommended action items.

8/7/2018

This trail should definitely be built.

I agree with all recommended action items.

Let’s get this going. I don’t want to be dead by the time it’s
completed.
I am glad there is going to be a trail and it will add a lot to our
community. Excited to be able to bike from Carbondale to McClure
pass!
I feel a mountain bike trail would benefit the community and be
very well utilized.
Mtn biking is good for communities! We have lived all over the
Rocky Mt.West and RFV is sorely lacking in the bike trail
department. Compare it to Driggs, ID or Bend, OR.....
no trail.
I would only like to see a trail parallel to Highway 133 as close as
possible. I do not want to see any trail off the highway corridor. No
trail at all would also be fine.
There should NOT be a trail. Taking private property and negatively
impacting wildlife is unacceptable. Any reasonable cost benefit
analysis demonstrates this is a project that shouldn't happen. If
accurately quoted in the June 19, 2018 edition of the Aspen Times,
Mr. Tennebaum stated 'the county will not pursue the "taking" of
properties a/k/a condemnation. It this is the case then the entire
discussion is over. The landowners won't agree to an easement or a
right away. That shifts the conversation to the 133 option which at
100 million dollars makes it not an option. Why not spend the
money on fire prevention, drug education/counseling, prenatal
care and suicide prevention, or beef up the Sheriff's budget.
Further, I question Mr. Tennebaum's statement because he does
not have the power or authority to bind the commissioners on the
matter much less future administrations. Give it up already!
trails only allow for more people, trash and interference of wildlife.
Once a trail is in it may allow small motorized quads or the like to
be on the trail.. No access is much better for all that live in the wild.
less access for hunting, pollution and pure wild areas. fire hazzards
are another issue when people are present> I say NO to this trail.
The trail segment(s) from Carbondale to Redstone should be built in
the Highway 133 ROW. I support a single track trail from Redstone
to the top of McClure Pass.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Avalanche campground improvements are
critical. Creating a four-foot shoulder along
133 wherever possible in addition to
construction of the separate trail and adding
signage may save lives.

Yes

This is awesome - thank you for adding this
section to the plan. It's very important.

Yes

Thank you to the commissioners for including
a suite of ecological initiatives in the plan.
Please maintain the recommended alignments
that avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha
Meadows and Janeway North areas

175

Yes

This trail will be a WONDERFUL recreation
amenity to the Valley. Even though I am a
Thanks for this thoughtful addition to the plan! property owner in the Crystal Valley, I'm in
support of the trail and all the recreation
opportunities it will bring.

176

Yes

173

174

177

Yes

As long as they are away from frequented
wildlife areas
Regarding parking, I have a concern that the
amount of parking/number of spaces may not
Kudos to everyone who put together this plan be enough to meet demand over time. Also,
and specifically ways to preserve and enhance there should be specific
biodiversity. Without focus on these areas,
accommodation/placeholders for overnight
the trail(s) are much less valuable and worth
parking as a popular trip would be bikepacking
doing. Funding for these could be garnered
from these access points to CB and back,
through interested party fundraisers (e.g
which would be one or more nights. With
RFMBA), non-profits, and business
regards to education, in addition to items
sponsorship.
listed, the "Wild I-70 Audio Tour" is a great
application of technology and one could be
created for the Carbondale to CB trail.
Yes! Thank you

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Please change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A (along the highway).
This will move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is largely unfragmented, sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or has
Please ensure that seasonal closures will exist no approved trails. Please choose Alignment A for the Avalanche
and be enforced as long as the trail is in
and Janeway South segments. No alignments were recommended
existence.
in the draft plan for these areas but it’s critical that the final plan
keeps the trail out of these large areas of important habitat with
little current human use. Please maintain the recommended
alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and
Janeway North areas.
Please change the alignments in the draft plan for the Red Wind
Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A. This
will move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is currently unfragmented and sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or
has no approved trails. It is critical to understand and communicate
that the Bear Creek area does not have any exisiting legal trails
through it. The only alignment that legally works is along the
highway. Please choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and
Janeway South segments. No alignment was recommended in the
draft plan but it’s critical that the final plan keeps the trail out of
these large areas of important un-fragmented habit with little
current human use. Aligning the trail along the highway would be
the most cost effective, least impactful, and most accessible by
users.
There should DEFINITELY be a trail built. There has been a lot of
thought and planning going into it, and a small minority of property
As long as the rules are enforced and followed,
owners should not prevent this public amenity from being realized.
then the effects on wildlife will not be major. I
Red Wind Point, McClure Pass, and Bear Creek should use
notice that trail users generally follow the
Alignment A, as those are best for wildlife habitat. Same goes for
seasonal closures on the Rio Grande by
the Avalanche and Janeway South sections (Alignment A, to protect
Catherine Store, so I'd hope they would do the
wildlife). The county plan is correct in its recommendation to have
same in the Crystal Valley.
the alignment avoid the critical wildlife areas in Filoha Meadows
and Janeway North segments.
Please keep us updated on closures due to
Alignment A - Red Wind Alignment A - Janeway North/South
weather and animal migration
Alignment A - McClure Pass

All sounds good. In addition, special
focus/articles in local newspapers and social
media to support education and any current
issues with the trail system. Also there should
be specific rules (perhaps aligned with existing
rules) regarding use of electric vehicles such as
e-bikes.

This is all very well thought out and developed. It is beyond my
ability as a prospective user to determine the cost/benefit analysis
of the various options. However, in general if possible to keep the
trail away from 133, that is preferred and will make the trail more
appealing. By comparison, the sections of the Rio Grande trail that
are away from Highway 82, are by far more enjoyable.
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Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

178

Yes

179

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

All good
All good
Concerned but with the way the world is
headed, I’m assuming this won’t overly impact Bike service areas. Shade/rain structure.
the area.

180

Yes

OK

181

Yes

I support the Biodiversity Preservation and
Enhancement Action Items as drafted.

182

Yes

Well thought out and allows for adaptive
management-inspired implementation

OK

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

All good

Wherever it is an option, the trail should NOT run along Hwy 133.

Need to ensure there is a budget for these
items. They are up often under funded.

Away from 133

OK

I support the Maintenance, Management,
I support the Recreation Amenity Action Items
Enforcement and Outreach Action Items as
as drafted.
drafted.
Generally well-balanced. I ride my bike on 133
but I would not expect others to do the same. Regulation and enforcement are important
(and, Pitkin County is not afraid to manage!)
The old railroad grades are a superior and
safer route overall.

183

Yes

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

184

Yes

Agree w all recomm action items

Agree w all recomm action items

Agree with all recommended action items

185

Yes

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

186

Yes

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

Agree with all recommended action items

187

Yes

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

188

Yes

189

Yes

I agree with all of the recommended action
items.
Approve

I agree with all of the recommended action
items.
Approve

190

Yes

I agree with all of the recommended action
items.
Approve
How much of this is intended to be irrigated?!
Maintenance practices should consider not
using weed sprays but other, less-toxic, weed
These are thorough action items written with
All appropriate action items. Another didactic management practices especially near
clear input from experts. They simply need to
signage option may be wayfinding/orientation. sensitive and critical wetland habitat. Will
be acted upon as written and followedParking areas at any of these trail locations
there be trash receptacles at the trailheads at
through with particularly in regards to wildlife
should be gravel and not paved.
least? What about dog waste receptacle
studies and stream bank mitigation.
stations? An enforcement staff is appreciated,
especially as the project's first phases are
completed.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Please go to the highway side for Janeway for sure, Maybe Filoha
but I think it can stand it if people are not allowed off the trail.
Otherwise, keep it on/near the old railroad/stage bed as much as
possible (NOT along the highway) for both river quality and
aesthetic reasons as well as cost. Thank you.
It is clear that Pitkin Co. has done their homework on this, and
proposed trail alignment looks like a workable solution that
addresses concerns that have been raised. I fully support it!
Stay with the draft and adapt if the wildlife suffers unforeseen or
drastic impacts. PLEASE stay out of the 133 alignment as much as
possible, especially on McClure Pass.
I would love a trail from Carbondale to Crested Butte. This
project/trail will benefit us as a state and region. Seasonal closures
are acceptable. If necessary, a trail next to the highway would
suffice. A mountain bike single track for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure pass would be awesome. I would actually be
ok with single track the entire length. Thank you for the
opportunity to provide comments.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail from
Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
Please design a mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of
trail from Redstone to McClure Pass.
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(●)
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Yes

Biodiversity and wildlife habitat can be
maintained with Trail closures during critical
winter and spring times.

192

Yes

The best plan for biodiversity preservation
would be not building the trail. If the trail is
built the cascade of impacts generated by
humanity encroaching into sensitive habitat
will not be undone by the Biodiversity and
Enhancement Action Items.

193

Yes

We should be mindful of other life forms that
rely on the lay of the land to access water &
migration & or plant life’s soil disturbances.

191

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I am in full support of a Crystal Valley Trail.
What ever can get it accomplished in the most
timely fashion. I do not think the Trail is in
contradiction to preservation of the Crystal
River Valley and the wildlife habitat protection.
I am a life long resident of the Roaring Fork
Valley and more recently the Crystal River
Valley. I am also an avid biker. I think the road
and mountain biking opportunities currently
available in Pitkin, Garfield and Gunnison
counties are tremendous. I do not believe this
trail is necessary when one considers the
impacts it will bring to the sensitive
ecosystems and wildlife of the Crystal River
Valley.
We have plenty of trails, I don’t feel that this
one is necessary and maybe if you want to go
to Crested Butte the trail should go over Aspen
mountain & around Italian mountain to
Crested Butte. Or keep the path along the
road up 133. I would not like to see a bicycle
trail over Keebler pass.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

You are the planners, please select an option which enhances a
timely and economically feasible completion of the project.

If the trail is not built these issues would not
need to be addressed. If the trail is built I find
My preference is NO TRAIL.
it hard to believe that the closures will be
consistently enforced... Will they be monitored
daily from dawn to dusk?

If the trail does go through Feloha meadows,
what other activities would it open this area
up for?

It should stick to hwy 133 and not go over Keebler pass or Schofielf
pass. If you want to bike these sections you should use your
mountain bike
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/Spoke at resident
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or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

194

8/7/2018

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

I encourage all of the items discussed in this
action item, However I feel that they are
contradicting the procedure that is occurring.
All of these "Enhancements" are disguising the
true effects of this trail on the environment.
The direction of this project overall is not
enhancing the environment. There has been a
lot of research and specialist input going into
this, and there is a ton of incredible
information produced in this analysis. A lot of
it is not being applied to the proposed design
and is being ignored. Why do the studies if we
are just going to ignore them anyways? We
have to think of this trail as development, and
it is for recreational purposes. And Seasonal
Closures do not work and will limit the amount
of usage of the trail. Maybe they work in aspen
around areas that are patrolled. Use Durango
as an example of an area that really struggles
with seasonal closures. Does our need to build
this trail through wild places to make this trail
more enjoyable really offset the impacts on
the river and the habitats that are just being
ignored? In my opinion, no. I agree that these
restoration Items are a good thing. However,
not nearly as good as making the environment
the highest priority on this project. Keep the
trail as much as possible on the road - people
will still love it.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

For the trail head section, this would be
important for the crystal trail. several items to
address - illegal camping within these
dispersed parking lots (these will have to be
patrolled to reduce human impacts in these
areas). Bathrooms would need to be a high
I think that the Maintenance of this trail is
priority to reduce the environmental impacts highly underestimated. with the addition of
of human feces on the river. On Interpretation, parking lots with trash and toilets,
How can you educate on how to conserve and management of off trail impacts, such as
appreciate the natural existence in the crystal removing illegal trails, rockfall, etc. Also keep
river if you are cutting through it. isn't that
in mind the environmental impacts of loud
somewhat contradictory? It would be a much machinery along the trail, during and after
stronger education tool to educate on integrity construction. For enforcement, again this is
and to look at and not touch. To teach them
underestimated. enforcement will have to
about how Pitkin County did extensive studies, occur over weekends mornings and in
evenings when the trial will be most used. and
and if they had cut through those areas they
one person cannot achieve this. It would be
would have hurt the environment, so they
kept it away from those areas. Pitkin County
great to see more enforcement up the crystal,
has to step up and recognize that this is how and a position is already needed. With the
trails will be built in the future, with the least addition of the trail, this would be too much
impacts possible. Pitkin County needs to
for one person. And if seasonal closures have
continue to lead by example. To encourage
to happen, tools more than one individual staff
Best Management Procedures for the
will be needed. this includes cameras, signage
environment, so that other communities and saying there are cameras, and also followup on
counties will as well. Don't just shrug this off, enforcing what the cameras catch. the closures
there are a lot more people watching this than have to work if they are necessary, and this is
the citizens within the crystal river valley.
on Pitkin County to enforce them so that they
Make headlines about how Pitkin County
stay closed, for the animals sake. I wish I could
made the most environmentally friendly trail trust my community more, but I know of many
ever, not just about recreation and safety. That people who don't believe that dogs need to be
has already been done. And do not widen the leashed and the importance of seasonal
paved shoulder widths as well as build this trail closures. Education wise, This is great. But
- A large argument for this trail is to get riders please, practice what you preach about
off the road. If you make the road wider,
preservation, impact mitigation, and
cyclists will use the road and you will lose one environmental responsibility in the decisions
of your strongest arguments, safety. 4' on
moving forward with this trail.
either side of the road is an extra 8' (the same
as a bike trail). The valley does not need the
additional runoff, heat from asphalt, and
reduction of vegetation of 2 bike trail's worth
of asphalt going up theCCB
valley.Draft Plan Survey Responses
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Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

7 Oaks - I understand it is difficult to fit the trail along the road
through this area, but it can be done. I think there are a lot of
conflicts being overlooked in this area. the road will likely have to
be widened in this area. Also this seems very unsafe in my opinion people drive quick through these neighborhoods and there will be a
lot of children from the KOA on this stretch. is this possible given
the easements and right of way or will additional easements be
needed? Permission from the HOA? Who maintains this? You likely
wont be able to put the trail within the ditch easement, so that
portion will require new disturbance and conflicts that are being
overlooked. The crystal river parcel is pristine and beautiful and I
would love to see impacts minimized - dont put a bridge in here. I
am also curious in the analysis how a highway is considered the
same impact as a dispersed neighborhood. Nettle Creek - this
stretch would be difficult to build along the road in some locations
of course. I am assuming that Pitkin County will be building along
the road because this is one of the few spots where a homeowner
has enough money to influence the trails alignment. Red Wind
Point - This open space is there for a reason - this is amazing
habitat, and one of the few places that bighorn still live. Keep the
wild places wild! (I know crystal river estates residence go over
there often, but not to the capacity that the trail will impact this
point. although there is one sharp turn that will be difficult to build
along the road, there are plenty of opportunities to drop the trail
below the road and by the river to get the desired aesthetics, you
just have to be creative and see the opportunities. Please Keep
Along Road through Red Wind Point. Crystal River estates - See 7
oaks, very similar comments. minimize uses of additional bridges for
the river's sake. again I am curious in the analysis how a highway is
considered the same impact as a dispersed neighborhood.
Andrews - Alignment B has very high impacts on an ecosystem,
which is even stated within the analysis, but is for some reason
being ignored. Alignment A along the road has potential for
separation from the road and to create a beautiful stretch of trail
below the road with much less impacts. Perham - This area will be
problematic on both sides. There is no train track path on Alignment
B - it has reoded into the river and any construction on this slope
will be extremely difficult. keep it along the road through Andrews
and Perham, reduce bridges and reduce impacts! Janeway - Again
Janeway is a beautiful space that is even stated within the analysis
as an area that should be protected. Please stay out of Janeway and
Avalanche. it will be loved to death. and dont put a bridge across
the river here. this is one of the least impacted stretches of this
river through the lower corridor, and it shows! Again, keep it along
the road here for preservation's sake. Avalanche - This is again a
pristine area that was recognized in the analysis as being more
pristine than Filoha meadows. I know it would be a beautiful stretch
of trail, but it is just unnecesary for us to impact this area if we can
avoid it. this is also not following the existing train tracks, so it will
be impacting more than just the "already impacted old train path"
Narrows - this is too close to filoha meadows and breeding grounds
for bighorn. bridges will highly impact illegal use of filoha from 41
penny hot springs. do not put a bridge here, this area does not need
45but I do believe
access. I know it is difficult to build along the road,

#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

195

Yes

196

Yes

197

Yes

198

Yes

199

Yes

200

Yes

201

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I am not in support of andy trail which travels
A2.2 and A2.3 ok but should maintain the
through wildlife corridors i.e. A.1.7 but
perhaps not anticipating how more agriculture rural character of the valley.
might be an important consideration
We need to stop putting recreation, and
Humans destroy the natural world. This
economic growth, first in our concerns. What
destruction will ultimately eliminate humans.
ever resources we have should be put to
People are dying now every day from the
creating resiliency in these mountain valleys.
effects of global warming. Shouldn't we be
Water, air, food. There is no obligation to
thinking of dealing with self-preservation first.
provide public recreation.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Work with CDOT to widen shoulders and
I think there should be an option of no trail along Crystal River to
provide parking to educate on riparian habitat hway area where Mc Clure Pass begins and then consideration of
and what open space accomplishes
mtnce required
There are many improvements needed for the
Crystal River. Spend money there. Reduce
No trail. The highway can be widened at a few points.
irrigation diversions. Control the sediment
out of Coal Creek.

The form of this survey is intractable.
Especially from someone not on computer,
The form of this survey is intractable.
The form of this survey is intractable.
using a pad or tablet. It takes too many open
Especially from someone not on computer,
Especially from someone not on computer,
windows to read the document and return for
using a pad or tablet. It takes too many open using a pad or tablet. It takes too many open
survey input. You have not made this easy and
windows to read the document and return for windows to read the document and return for
transparent. Nor made it feasible to input
survey input. You have not made this easy and survey input. You have not made this easy and
feedback. I have attempted to interact with
transparent.
trans
this survey and draft plan for a couple of
weeks now and find it ridiculous.

Too many segments for a mere mortal to manage. There should be
a trail. It should provide safe cycling, either on a fully paved
shoulder or separate road. (EXCUSE ME.!? Why was 133 recently
REPAVED without extending the new pavement all the way to the
edge of the existing pavement?!? The new pavement, with an edge
in the old shoulder, makes it even more difficult to ride a bicycle
safely. Sigh) There will be places that are difficult to build separate
trail, as through Filoha Meadows, and wide, clearly defined, cycling
shoulders should be used. The cost should be kept reasonable so
the project is feasible in a 5 yr time frame, not 25.

The proposal being lasting recreational income
As an educator I feel the proposal
to a location that is known for and thrives on
management and consideration of recreational
dynamic and innovative trail construction
sustainability and wildlife preservation.
through a grand landscape.
There should be no trail. Leave the area alone. There should be no trail. Leave the area alone. There should be no trail. Leave the area alone.
Not everything needs to be exploited.
Not everything needs to be exploited.
Not everything needs to be exploited.
We can spend the money on Carbondale town
If we really want to preserve the biodiversity Having the path to the KOA campground as it
paths as that would attract more tourism, and
of this valley, please do not build the path at
currently exists is enough, no crystal valley
we wouldn’t have such significant
all.
path is needed.
maintenance fees.

There should be no trail. Leave the area alone. Not everything
needs to be exploited.

to little too late

If we must have the trail, and please be aware that I do not want
the trail at all, please use alignment A and in filoha Meadows use
the alignment that has the least impact on wildlife.

Do not put a trail in here unless it stays right with the road. TH
constant degradation and encroachment on the wild countryside
sickens me. The trail from Carbondale south with steel railings, vast
Stop improving and maintaining these spaces
amounts of fill, shitty surfacing, is horrible. It's like you put in
Too much accommodation to just create more and discourage the constant expansion of use.
another road entirely. Why will you punch yet more holes in the
and more crowds in wild places.
Let people ride the highway and take their
wilderness, and for what and for who, for people who don't give a
chances for chrissakes.
damn about the country they're in. The come from everywhere
urban, have no regard for the wild places, leave their shit
everywhere you look. Leave the countryside alone for god's sake.

8/7/2018
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202

Yes

203

Yes

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Make a paved trail right next to the existing road all the way to the
top of McClure Pass, down the other side to the Kebbler Pass road,
keeping the trail along the Kebbler Pass road into Crested Butte.
This will be the cheapest, fastest way to build it, allowing all the
people you are asking to comment on it to be able to possibly use
the trail in our lifetimes! It will also keep it open to road bikers, the
people who will use it the most. The ridiculous plan to put it on
singletrack will cut out the main users - the road bikers. It will still
be a great ride for us mountain bikers. It will also be the least
impact to vegetation and wildlife. Don't try to cram your idea down
our throats.....listen to our comments and act on them!
I am requesting that you change the alignments in the draft plan for
the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to
Alignment A (along the highway). This will move the trail out of
wildlife habitat that is largely un-fragmented, sees relatively low
amounts of human use and/or has no approved trails. I also
encourage you to choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and
Janeway South segments. No alignment was recommended in the
draft plan but it’s critical that the final plan keeps the trail out of
these large areas of important habit with little current human use.
I ask you to maintain the recommended alignments that avoid
critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas.
Thank you for your thoughtful analysis of the alignment options for
this trail, and for your solicitation of public input as you consider the
various options.
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⊙

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Pitkin County Commissioners and Board of
Pitkin County Commissioners and Board of
PCOST, Thank you for the opportunity to
PCOST, Thank you for the opportunity to
listen, think, and plan on the possibility of the listen, think, and plan on the possibility of the
Carbondale to Crested Butte trail system. It is Carbondale to Crested Butte trail system. It is
an enormous task. I wanted to share my
an enormous task. I wanted to share my
thoughts at your listening session at
thoughts at your listening session at
Carbondale June 26, however I had a volunteer Carbondale June 26, however I had a volunteer
schedule conflict to speak up at this session
schedule conflict to speak up at this session
and could only attend one hour.
There are and could only attend one hour.
There are
several thoughts I would like to convey about several thoughts I would like to convey about
this trail planning process and my thoughts all this trail planning process and my thoughts all
start with a P. 1.Possibility – I never thought start with a P. 1.Possibility – I never thought
this trail could be possible when it was
this trail could be possible when it was
conceived. However, after a decade of
conceived. However, after a decade of
planning from feasibility to planning this trail I planning from feasibility to planning this trail I
believe it is now possible. This process
believe it is now possible. This process
reminds me of leaders discussing the
reminds me of leaders discussing the
interstate road system, going to the moon, to interstate road system, going to the moon, to
the river trail in Grand Junction from state park the river trail in Grand Junction from state park
(Island Acres) to state park (Fruita). All
(Island Acres) to state park (Fruita). All
happened because leaders thought big picture happened because leaders thought big picture
and moved it in increments. This is what I
and moved it in increments. This is what I
believe should happen with this trail system. believe should happen with this trail system.
My suggestion is to build pieces in increments My suggestion is to build pieces in increments
slowly and surely and make it Possible!
slowly and surely and make it Possible!
Decision makers, I encourage you all to follow Decision makers, I encourage you all to follow
your intuition and strongly consider alternative your intuition and strongly consider alternative
B. This alternative is the best for the 3 P’s; B. This alternative is the best for the 3 P’s; planning, pay, and people. If you realize the
planning, pay, and people. If you realize the
possibility for this proposed Carbondale to
possibility for this proposed Carbondale to
Crested Butte trail, it will highlight the county, Crested Butte trail, it will highlight the county,
state, forest and nation’s natural resource
state, forest and nation’s natural resource
legacy. Moving forward with this trail is for
legacy. Moving forward with this trail is for
the greatest good for the greatest number
the greatest good for the greatest number
especially with the plan B design. 2.Planning especially with the plan B design. 2.Planning
- The B trail alternative is the best choice for
- The B trail alternative is the best choice for
this trail because it is the most sustainable.
this trail because it is the most sustainable.
Sustainable design and planning for this trail in Sustainable design and planning for this trail in
the economic, environmental, and human
the economic, environmental, and human
dimension balance realm is plan B. This will
dimension balance realm is plan B. This will
make the trail accessible and safe for all to
make the trail accessible and safe for all to
enjoy and will make the trail economically
enjoy and will make the trail economically
feasible. Seasonal closures for wildlife will
feasible. Seasonal closures for wildlife will
work because of the vigilance of PCOST with
work because of the vigilance of PCOST with
their direction and emphasis.
3.Pay - In their direction and emphasis.
3.Pay - In
Yes
order for this trail to be sustainable, it is key to order for this trail to be sustainable, it is key to
balance the financials of building this trail and balance the financials of building this trail and
not build many bridges to accommodate the
not build many bridges to accommodate the
neighbors. Balance the financial costs with the neighbors. Balance the financial costs with the
environment (with seasonal closures) and
environment (with seasonal closures) and
provide an amazing accessible trail to the
provide an amazing accessible trail to the
people. Outdoor recreation
people.
Outdoor recreation contributes
CCBcontributes
Draft Plan Survey
Responses
greatly to the well-being of Americans –
greatly to the well-being of Americans –
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Publicgetting
Comments
outside has been proven to have
getting outside has been proven to have

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Pitkin County Commissioners and Board of PCOST, Thank you for
the opportunity to listen, think, and plan on the possibility of the
Carbondale to Crested Butte trail system. It is an enormous task. I
wanted to share my thoughts at your listening session at
Carbondale June 26, however I had a volunteer schedule conflict to
speak up at this session and could only attend one hour.
There
are several thoughts I would like to convey about this trail planning
process and my thoughts all start with a P. 1.Possibility – I never
thought this trail could be possible when it was conceived.
However, after a decade of planning from feasibility to planning this
trail I believe it is now possible. This process reminds me of leaders
discussing the interstate road system, going to the moon, to the
river trail in Grand Junction from state park (Island Acres) to state
park (Fruita). All happened because leaders thought big picture and
moved it in increments. This is what I believe should happen with
this trail system. My suggestion is to build pieces in increments
slowly and surely and make it Possible! Decision makers, I
encourage you all to follow your intuition and strongly consider
alternative B. This alternative is the best for the 3 P’s; - planning,
pay, and people. If you realize the possibility for this proposed
Carbondale to Crested Butte trail, it will highlight the county, state,
forest and nation’s natural resource legacy. Moving forward with
this trail is for the greatest good for the greatest number especially
with the plan B design. 2.Planning - The B trail alternative is the
best choice for this trail because it is the most sustainable.
Sustainable design and planning for this trail in the economic,
environmental, and human dimension balance realm is plan B. This
will make the trail accessible and safe for all to enjoy and will make
the trail economically feasible. Seasonal closures for wildlife will
work because of the vigilance of PCOST with their direction and
emphasis.
3.Pay - In order for this trail to be sustainable, it is
key to balance the financials of building this trail and not build many
bridges to accommodate the neighbors. Balance the financial costs
with the environment (with seasonal closures) and provide an
amazing accessible trail to the people. Outdoor recreation
contributes greatly to the well-being of Americans – getting outside
has been proven to have psychological, physical, social, and
economic benefits. Understanding this proposed trail role in
44
providing recreational opportunities and benefits is key. I am glad it
is being thoroughly assessed and vetted however.48I believe the new
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205

Yes

206

Yes

207

Yes

208

Yes

209

●⊙

210

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

I think there will be minimal environmental
concern for the trail because a hajor highway
already passes through the area. There also is
ranching in the area, which damaged the
riparian areas.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Continuing the Crystal River Trail to Crested
Butte will be great for touring cyclists and
hikers.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

The maintenance items seem reasonable. The
Alternative B is better because it put the trail away from the
Crystal Valley residents just are a bunch of
highway. Use the existing railroad grade.
NIMBYs who want to get paid off.
There should be a trail to get cyclists off the narrow and windy Hwy
133.I would like to see the trail follow the railroad grade till
Avalanche and then align be the highway to Redstone
campgrounds. The off the highway,over Bear Mesa and up the old
McClure pass road.
In general, I would prefer using the existing railroad grade as much
as possible and wherever possible. It is important for all NIMBYs in
the Crystal River Valley need to realize that why they may well
oppose a simple and beautiful bike path, it is somehow ok with
them that this alignment once supported trains and now supports
them, their homes, and all the impacts they create, living in
precisely the same habitat they oppose to others gently using.
Additionally, the old railroad bed is a historic right of way. In every
other state, these historic rail lines are being converted from rails to
trails, a true amenity to all! Furthermore, keeping the trail on the
rail grade reduces driver distraction along hwy 133 and provides a
much safer and enhanced experience to the trail user. Reopen the
rail grade wherever possible and keep the overall project simple to
start out. The trail can be just that to start; a trail similar in scope to
the Colorado Trail. Pavement and widening came come much later,
but only where absolutely needed. By starting simple, a lot of the
trail can become operational in less than a week’s time.
We need the least expensive trail route that is NOT on the highway
from Carbondale to Redstone or it will NEVER get built. And I doubt
we will get anything built that isn’t on the highway from Redstone
to Mclure which is extremely unfortunate and unsafe for bicyclists
with increasing traffic. I would prefer the old railroad route but
with the opposition expressed, I doubt that it could be built this
century
I feel that a trail, as proposed, will enhance the health, safety,
property values, and enjoyment for many persons and for many
years ahead.

Yes
Yes

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

As a Carbondale resident, I would like to see
this trail built as soon as possible

8/7/2018
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

210.5 EAGLE COUNTY RESPONSES
I appreciate all the work Pitkin OST does to
211
No minimize the effect of their trails on wildlife
with seasonal closures.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Looks good, I would hope they expand and
improve the parking at the top of McClure
pass.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Looks like staffing and maintaining the trail has I think alignment A should be used for Red Wind Point. Although
been planned.
with seasonal closure during the spring it might be ok to use B.

212

No

I support the Biodiversity Preservation and
Enhancement Items

I support the Recreation Amenity Action items

I support the Maintenance, Management,
Enforcement and Outreach Items.

213

No

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

Agree with all recommended action items.

214

No

More than adequate. Needs no more
tweeking.

More than adequate. Needs no more
tweeking.

More than adequate. Needs no more
tweeking.

215

No

I agree with all the recommended action
items.

I agree with all the recommended action
items.

I agree with all the recommended action
items.

216

No

I agree with the recommended action items.

I agree with the recommended action items

I agree with the recommended action items

217

●

218

No

No

Human recreation and overpopulation is
changing the peace and beauty of our valley.
The fast moving mountain bikes are not one
Your biodiversity pals fall far short of helping with nature. On the contrary, the lands
out wildlife. Kevin Wright, retired DOW District inundated by mountain bikes are now human
Ranger has submitted a complete
amusement parks. It is doubtful that the bikes
comprehensive letter regarding the wildlife
will use the bike path, because most still ride
and this trail. In my opinion, this trail, if you
on Hwy 133. During the last bike competition
are determined to build it, should be on the
held, all the bikes were in the roadway,. not on
highway side of then road completely.
then bike path. Sometimes humans must
relinquish immediate self gratification for the
bigger picture for our planet and our
neighbors.
As we are really overdoing previous
transportation developments, there will be
Connecting the crystal valley to the rest of the
changes but not as great as could be. None the
world will provide benefits for everyone.
less, the larger environment must always be
kept st the forefront of all decisions.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I understand and appreciate that a significant amount of work has
been completed on trail alignment, and how to best create a
recreational corridor while preserving the natural and scenic
beauty. I am in favor of non-motorized access for people. It is time
to reward people who are lowering their carbon footprint, and stop
romanticizing the idea of a Sunday drive through the mountains. I
support the alignment that allows the project to go forward with
the least amount of conflict, in the most time efficient manner. I
prefer soft surface and single track trails, but any trail is preferable
to no trail. Thanks for all the hard work that has been completed
to date.
We need a trail connection between these two communities. At the
very least a mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of trail
from Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.
on all, use the cheaper/quicker alternative (but not no action).
where cost/time is not controlling, go east of the crystal if you can.
dont let nimbyism in the guise of environmental protection block
the project.
I strongly support mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion
from Redstone to McClure Pass as well as from Carbondale to
Redstone.
I would enjoy a mountain bike (multi user) single track trail from
Redstone to the top of McClure pass.

Enforcement is a joke. Neither the BLM, USFS,
nor the Pitkin OST seem willing or able to
oversee and issue fines and tickets for
trespass, fast bike speeds, or bad behavior.
Compliance is not considered. Hay Park is a
Keep this trail out of Janeway, Avalanche, the Narrows, and Filoha
perfect example of bandit mountain bike trails Meadows.Put the whole trail next to Hwy 133, where there is
trespassing and bike riders disregarding any
already human traffic.
civility to hikers and horseback riders. If you
must build this trail make it on the hi way side
away from wildlife and residents, and make it
a soft track not a paid bike path.

Support will be made by state, county and
local outlets.

Single track is great and upkeep on the already in place trail will
create great options for more people

CCB Draft Plan Survey Responses
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219

220

No

No

221

No

222

No

223

No

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

If the residents along the Crystal River cared
for the biodiversity, they would not be living
there. A trail through the area would have
much less impact/pressure on the
environment then human residences.

A trail would be a wonderful asset to the
entire Roaring Fork Valley.

I STRONGLY feel that this trail is Unnecessary.

Again, we have have multiple routes to cross
from Aspen to crested butte. West Maroon,
EastMaroon(hiking), Taylor, Pearl, to Brush
creek (biking) plus Lead King Basin to
Scoffield.....are you guys just INSANE??
Let's step back for a moment and reflect upon
Seriously, I LOVE to bike everwhere and even I
the many ways we access crested butte,
consider this trail to have TOO MUCH IMPACT
redstone and marble. And let me additionally
ON THE ENVIRONMENT . Wildlife migration
add that I am an AVID cyclist. Further I am an
paths, river conservation LEAVE IT ALONE. We
Economist. if you can not show me an
are blessed in this valley to have multiple
economic value to the addition of this trail or if
options for riding and recreating where this
the cost far outweigh the benefits then it
proposed trail has enormous cost and high
should just simply NOT HAPPEN.
environmental impact. Why give yourself so
much brain damage. There are so many more
socioeconomic factors to consider to put these
resources to good use to benefit many rather
than just a few.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

The initial installation of a high quality trail
(concrete), but require much less maintenance
in the future.

See my above comments. This is ridiculous. most of the world
would be envious of the trail options that already exist in this valley.
The question that should be proposed is that how many users
would actuallyuse this trail. 10k? and the cost is how much? my
suggestion is that you all take a finance cost and also evaluate other
social costs that need to be addressed in this valley. I fell like I am
dealing with second graders. there already exists multiple routes to
crested butte. your resources could be used and applied better
elsewhere. I am available for a lively conversation on this subject.
Please contact me if yo wish.

These requests are designed to mitigate wildlife habitat disruption.
The article in Sunday's Vail Daily confirmed Eagle County's elk
population has declined 50% over the past 10 yrs. One main
contributing factor is habitat loss & human infringement via trails
and development. I would hate for that to happen to Pitkin County.
Please change the alignments in the draft plan for the Red Wind
Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A. The
objective is to move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is currently
un-fragmented and sees relatively low amounts of human use
and/or has no approved trails. Please choose Alignment A for the
Avalanche and Janeway South segments. No alignment was
recommended in the draft plan but it’s critical that the final plan
keeps the trail out of these large areas of important un-fragmented
habit with little current human use. I'd like to thank the
commissioners for including a suite of ecological initiatives in the
plan and am also asking them to maintain the recommended
alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in Filoha Meadows and
Janeway North areas. Thank you for prioritizing wildlife needs by
mitigating disruption!
the trail should be paved and away from the road
This trail would be a "crown jewel" in
Colorado's network of trails. The Crystal Valley
is spectacular. It is also a necessary
improvement to riding on a dangerous road. I
currently do not ride the Crystal Valley often
on account of high speed traffic.

8/7/2018

I believe bikers to be responsible, low impact
users. RFMBA and other biker groups do a
great job with outreach and education. I
believe the residents of the Crystal Valley can
count on bikers to respect their beautiful
valley.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

do not go through environmentally sensitive
areas
People talking about “biodiversity” and
“wildlife” are really NiMBYs. If they really
225
Yes cared about wildlife (and it really was a
problem) they wouldn’t be building their
homes in the Crystal Valley.
225.5 GUNNISON COUNTY RESPONSES
224

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Yes

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

alignment A for avalanche and Janeway segments
Building a trail from BRB to McClure Pass will
be one of the premier recreational assets for
all of the greater Roaring Fork / Crystal
community. This needs to happen ASAP.

Prefered allignments should use the former rail grade as much as
possible with minimal trail placement adjacent to highway 133.

Please change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek
and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A. Also choose Alignment
A for the Avalanche and Janeway South segments. Please maintain
the recommended alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in
Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas.

226

No

Thank you for including this in the plan!
Habitat and biodiversity are very important to
us and the future of these wilderness areas.

227

No

I agree with all the action items. In-depth
study of the area for a deeper understanding
of the habitat and inhabitants is a good idea.

Agree.

Agree. The more up-front information, the
better.

Alignment B with all necessary structural features is the preferred
alignment.

228

No

Agree with this action item.

Agree with this action item

Agree with this action item

Trails are the most important aspect of a communtiy that make it
worth living in. A mountain bike singletrack trail for the portion of
trail from Redstone to McClure Pass would be great.

No

Please see my letter dated June 6, 2018 to you
and the BOCC. the county needs to follow its
own policies/guidelines and the LUC.

229

●⊙

230

No

231

Yes

232
233

Yes
Yes

234

Yes

As I mentioned above, please see my letter dated June 6, 2018. I
can provide another copy if needed.
The CBMBA has a good program to look at for
ideas. Their ambassador program has worked
no comments. The proposed amenities sound pretty well for maintenance and outreach,
good.
which reduces the need for enforcement. I
support seasonal closure for wildlife reasons,
just like other trails.

8/7/2018

I support changes to the alignments in the draft plan for the Red
Wind Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A,
in order to move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is currently unfragmented.
I support the trail. I hope that the alignment can be balanced with
the highest ascetic value and economic responsibility . Regardless of
the alignment it is a long term project that is very expensive.
However, the true value and benefit of connecting communities,
Carbondale and Redstone,Crested Butte and hopefully in the future
Marble, by a multi use improved surface path is not tangibly
measurable. I attended the listening session on the 26th and heard
mostly fear based nimbyism by people against the trail without
merit .
No trail. Thank you.
No trail. Thank you.
There should not be a Trail. There are many underused trails in the
Marble area.

CCB Draft Plan Survey Responses
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

234.5 MESA COUNTY RESPONSES
Wow, I was absolutely astonished that the
entire trail did not go along the highway and I
went from avidly supporting this project to
strongly advocating against it. I am an avid
amateur cyclist, both road bike and mountain
bike. I was eagerly anticipating taking my first
look at the route. My jaw hit the floor in
astonishment, though, at one horrible route
option that stood out.. In one brief look at the
plan, I saw the trail veer far, far away from the
highway over McClure pass and towards
Paonia. It was obvious within seconds that
whoever had chosen this route away from the
highway had absolutely no knowledge of the
need to reduce habitat fragmentation for
wildlife, or that in their desire to create this
plan, they were absolutely dismissing the huge
impacts the project would have on wildlife
habitat by sending thousands of cyclists far
away from the highway and into relatively low
use areas. I have not been able to review the
rest of the segments individually, but I have
heard now that the path cuts into wildlife
235
No habitat in other sections. Initially I was very
enthusiastic about supporting the trail. Again I
am an avid cyclist. However, as Colorado's
population grows at an incredibly high rate,
our recreational impacts on wildlife will only
continue. Huge projects like these should
absolutely be routed as close to already
existing infrastructure such as highways. For
these reasons above, I am very strongly,
strongly opposing the entire project unless this
area/segment and others are re-routed to
reduce habitat fragmentation and help at
minimum maintain what is left of habitat
connectivity in the Southern Rockies
Ecosystem. In addition, I am also a supporter
of increasing habitat connectivity in this, my
home state, and beyond, and reducing barriers
to wildlife migration and creating habitat
migration corridors. At a bare minimum we
must not make the problems worse than they
already are and this project with just even a
quick look is a blatant slap in the face to
wildlife and ecosystem management. Cynthia
Malleck Glenwood Springs/Grand Junction

8/7/2018
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Wild places are necessary for balance and
beauty in our world
Strongly recommend building the trail with a
237
No small footprint as this is one of the most
biodiverse areas of our state.
DELTA COUNTY RESPONSES

236

238

No

No

Getting back to nature and to the natural
environment is what calms the soul
The amenities should be kept to a
minimum------like restrooms and interpretive
signs.

No

242

No

I thank the commissioners for including a suite
of ecological initiatives in the plan.

243

No

I support the recommendations

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

Make sure the trail is non-motorized and good for cyclists just like
the Rio Grande Trail.

The more we can do to provide outdoor
recreation the healthy we will be as a state.
OST cannot realistically afford the equipment
or personnel required to maintain Alignment B
Work with CDOT to provide wider, debris-free segments, particularly in areas subject to mud
paved shoulders for Hwy 133 is the only
slides and rock slides and I suspect lacks a
sensible aspect of the Draft Plan, and
sincere commitment to do so. OST has
therefore the least likely to be implemented. consistently overstated the cost of building
Safe shoulders on Hwy 133 for road bikes is
and maintaining Alignment A segments and
probably the only cost-effective recreational
consistently understated those costs for
asset under discussion.
Alignment B segments. No objective observer
expects that seasonal closures and other
regulations would be effectively managed.

I support the recommendations.

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

Making access available to the public is crucial People are inspired to explore given access

Please ensure seasonal closures exist in plan
and are enforced through out the life of the
trail.

Important section - thanks for including!

Biodiversity is necessary for survival of many
things.
Virtually all Alignment B segments would be
unacceptably destructive to wildlife habitat
because of both direct disturbance and
because of inevitable proliferation of social
trails; numerous proposed bridges spanning
the Crystal to connect Alignment A and B
segments would be destructive to riparian
240 ●⊙
Yes
habitats in many areas; wildlife monitoring
would simply document irreversible loss of
wildlife already under siege in the Crystal
Valley; seasonal closures would be widely
disregarded and not effectively monitored, not
withstanding cynically disingenuous claims of
OST to the contrary.
240.5 OTHER COUNTY RESPONSES
I thank the commissioners for adding this
section of the plan. This is a great addition to
241
No the plan and would help improve wildlife
habitat, control weeds and begin looking at
other restoration opportunities in the Valley
239

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

I support the recommendations.

I think trails are generally important for public use and enjoyment
of the area and of nature. However it is also very important to
protect wildlife habitat. I would only support the trail if it utilizes
Alignment A for Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass
segments. Also for Avalanche and Janeway South.
Maintain the
wildlife recommended alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat
in Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas. Thank You!
Again, a trail promotes folks in getting out of their vehicles and
using their bodies.

All proposed Alignment B segments would exact an unacceptable
toll on wildlife and riparian habitats. Alignment B segments in which
trail users would share a common roadway with local automobile
and truck traffic would be unsafe for trail users; where such
segments pass through private property, homeowners would bear
an extremely unfair liability burden, with utterly inadequate
provisions for indemnification in the event of injury to trail users.

-Change the alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and
McClure Pass segments to Alignment A -Choose Alignment A for
the Avalanche and Janeway South segments -Maintain the
recommended alignments that avoid critical wildlife habitat in
Filoha Meadows and Janeway North areas.
I ask that you maintain recommended alignments that will not
impact the critical wildlife habitat to be found in the Filoha
Meadows and Janeway North areas. I ask the commissioners to
change the alignments in the draft plan for the Red Wind Point,
Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments to Alignment A. This will
move the trail out of wildlife habitat that is currently unfragmented, sees relatively low amounts of human use and/or has
no approved trails. Finally, I encourage the commissioners to
choose Alignment A for the Avalanche and Janeway South
segments. While no alignment was recommended in the draft plan,
it’s critical that the final plan keeps the trail out of these large areas
of important un-fragmented habit with little current human use.
I support the recommendations.
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Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

244

No

I support the inclusion of these action items.
These are important to implement even if the
proposed trail is not approved and
constructed. The inclusion of these items in
the plan is commendable. I believe the 100
meter impact buffer used in the analysis does
not reflect current science and research
regarding the zone of influence trail use has on
wildlife. Use of 100 meters improperly
underestimates the negative impacts of trail
use on wildlife. Please see the results of the
very well conducted study referenced below,
which indicates hiking, horse and bicycle use
impact elk at least 500m away. Wisdom et al,
2018. Elk responses to trail-based recreation
on public forests. Forest Ecology and
Management 411, pages 223–233.

245

No

The path should be placed in the least
impactful area.

Recreational amenities are not appropriate.
This should be a rustic path with no amenities.

246

No

I am very concerned with the environment
impacts of the direct surroundings of Floah
Meadows and the undisclosed bat cave.

Plenty of trash receptacles and dog bags, and
proper bathrooms. Must have educational and
historical information for users.

247

No

na

na

248

●

249

Yes

Yes

I strongly support increased paved shoulder
width on highway 133. This would increase
safety and desired experiences along the trail/
route which the highway currently is. The
draft plan states that many sections of the
highway could easily and inexpensively be
paved now, with few improvements. This
should occur. Even as little as one foot of
additional paved shoulder is beneficial. A
mountain biker can enjoy the increased
benefits and recreational experiences a wider
paved shoulder provides, but a road biker will
not benefit from or use a natural surface
singletrack trail.

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

I fully support proposed action items in this
segment. The impacts of trail creation are
normally underestimated as it is assumed that
use remains on the trail. New trails provide
easier human access and increase off trail use,
which results in increased negative impacts.
There should absolutely be segments of this
trail (if approved) where all off trail use is
prohibited (to protect/preserve vegetation,
wildlife, natural resources, etc.) The
proposed creation of additional enforcement
staff must be a priority and must be a
condition that is met should new trail
segments be approved. I would like to suggest
that the title of this person be modified to
reflect the fact that enforcement is a
component of the much broader need to
educate trail users and others regarding
responsible behavior. This person must focus
on education, as they can not be everywhere
at once to ensure compliance, while still
having full ability to enforce regulations when
necessary. I believe this position should not
simply be seasonal in the beginning, due to the
critical need to monitor, educate and enforce
seasonal closures. This position (or other
agencies) must emphasize compliance with
seasonal closures.
The BOCC should place this matter on the
ballot for public vote.
I think it would be beneficial to have someone
along higher traffic area to provide guided
tours,education and making sure people are
respecting the area. I do not was something
like Hanging Lake to affect Floah Meadows
na

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

To minimize impacts to wildlife and other resources, the new
segments of the proposed trail must be aligned in as close proximity
to the Highway whenever possible. I support the recommended
alignments in the Janeway North and Fiola Meadows areas, as these
avoid critical wildlife habitat areas. I strongly support Alignment
A for the Janeway South and Avalanche areas. This would prevent
new fragmentation and human use in larger areas of significant
wildlife habitat that are currently relatively unfragmented and
receive little human use.
I strongly recommend that the
alignments for the Red Wind Point, Bear Creek and McClure Pass
segments be along the highway using Alignment A. This will
prevent the fragmentation of existing unfragmented habitat, not
introduce human use into areas where there currently is very little,
and not create new designated routes where none currently exist.
Since mechanized use is limited to designated routes on Forest
Lands in this area, supporting alignment B would be rewarding the
existing illegal mechanized use that occurs on this route and this
sets a poor precedent.

Don’t put a trail in wildlife corridors.

na
I support alignment B in all areas except Filoha Meadows. I believe
Support the plan as submitted by staff.
Support the plan as submitted by staff.
Support the plan as submitted by staff.
the Redstone to McClure Pass single-track section should be fasttracked so we can get from CB to Redstone.
Compounding wildlife and natual ecosystem encroachment with
Pitkin county will be better served abandoning
any additional trails inevitably leads to disaster. As human presence
The fewer recreation amenitys and more
a corridor to the top of McClure and rather
through wildlife habitats brings degredation to soils and slopes,
spartan their scope the less appeling they are, spend that hundred million on the
Biodiversity preservation is and will always be
stresses megafauna by interupting their grazing migrations &
resulting in far fewer people accessing them
management, maintenance, & enforcement of
best served by preventing human intrusion.
encroaching on their bedding and calving areas. A single artery of
therfore limiting human impact on the
its existing trails and open space to eradicate
human activity enevitably leads to a spider web of outlaw trails that
surrounding wilderness.
invasive species, & hire an over abundance of
only compounds a problem of too few unspoiled places people feel
enforcement personnel.
they have the right to conquer.

8/7/2018
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#

Submitted Crystal
Letter (⊙)
Valley
/Spoke at resident
Public
or
Meeting property
(●)
owner?

Please provide your input on the Biodiversity
Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

Please provide your input on the Recreation
Amenity Action Items.

250

Yes

While I am very excited about this trail (I have
a house in Marble and often ride my bike
between Marble and Carbondale),
preservation of wildlife habitat is MOST
IMPORTANT to me.

251

Yes

I support any efforts to protect biodiversity.
I don't support any items that give the Crystal
However, I am not in support of development
River Valley an urban look.
of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail.

252

Yes

8/7/2018

Please provide your input on the Maintenance,
Management, Enforcement and Outreach
Action Items

These items are moot points if the idea of a
trail is abolished. So not in support of any of
these items.

Please provide your input on the Trail Alignment Action
Items... Please share your thoughts on each segment, including if
you feel there should not be a trail.

I would prefer a trail alignment that avoided wildlife habitat, both
to protect the ever-shrinking amount of land available to nonhumans, but also so that th bike trail could stay open year-round (or
as much as possible), rather than a trail alignment that required
seasonal closures, because then I would just have to ride on the
road again. Thank you!
I do not recommend any trail. But if there must be a trail developed
it should be within the highway right of way where development
has already occurred.
Pitkin County Commissioners Pitkin County Courthouse Aspen Co,
July 12, 2018 Dear Commissioners I was the District Wildlife
Manger (DWM) for the Colorado Division of Wildlife from 1972 to
1978 for the Carbondale District. I was responsible for the Crystal
Valley and its outstanding natural resources. I helped Al Whitaker
the DWM for Aspen and the Roaring Fork Valley write the zoning
regulations that Pitkin County adopted in about 1974. It protected
wildlife habitats including winter range, migration routes and
calving habitat. It was the first time that a county had recognized
and incorporated wildlife values into its land use code. We bragged
about it to our colleges through out the state. It was also a
precedent for a national movement to recognize wildlife and
natural resource habitats as threatened and valuable parts of the
landscape. Your county held those principles to heart when
several development proposals for the valley surfaced and
attempted to alter the landscape and use of this beautiful natural
valley. The Placita Dam, The Marble Ski Area, Coal Basin Ski Area.
Can you visualize what the valley would be like if these
developments had occurred and reached full development. You
wouldn’t need a bike path you would need a four-lane. This valley
has remained much as it was in the 70’s. When considering the
alignment of the Crystal Valley Bike path please continue to value
its wildlife and protect it from disturbance on the east side of the
river. Kevin Wright in his letter of June 6, 2018 has provided you
with unbiased scientific evidence of the negative effects that the B
alignment will cause. Stick to your principles, choose the right path,
Alignment A. Sincerely John W Seidel
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Letters Received from Partnering Agencies,
HOAs and Citizen Groups
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Dear Pitkin County Commissioners,

July 25th, 2018

Our Crystal River Caucus Master Plan provides the community and elected officials guidance with regard
to proposed development in the Crystal River Valley. Given that the Master Plan is a community based
Master Plan, developed jointly by Pitkin County and the residents of the Crystal River Valley, the
Caucus believes that the Plan should be used by staff and decision-makers to inform land use decisions.
The Plan provides clear direction on the values that we hold dear and have fought to maintain: “Our
Valley is first and foremost a place where preservation of the natural environment and the protection of
our rural character are valued. As the rest of our state becomes increasingly urbanized, the Crystal River
Valley is a place where the rural character should remain substantially unchanged”. The Caucus feels
that this bike trail will initiate a downward spiral that will substantially and irrevocably erode the rural
character of our valley, leading to the urbanization that we’ve sought to prevent and which has come to
characterize much of Pitkin County.
Consistently the Caucus has voted to support the development of a Pedestrian and Bicycle Path as part
of the West Elk Loop path within the existing highway corridor - an alignment that will maintain the
integrity of the wildlands, wildlife, stream health and rural community that we value and which our
Master Plan clearly seeks to preserve: “A bicycle and pedestrian trail as part of the West Elk Loop should
be developed. Trails should be designed to protect human safety and utility while minimizing impact
upon wildlife, habitat, and stream health and integrity”.
Best available science regarding the wildlife in our valley comes from those professionals who have
worked with the wildlife in our valley for decades, Colorado Parks and Wildlife’ biologists and wildlife
managers. Consistently and for decades these professionals have advised against developing a trail
through sensitive wildlife habitat because of the damage to wildlife that has always followed human
recreational disturbance.
Our Master Plan is also adamant that: “Future development must...Preserve, protect and improve water
resources and riparian and wetland habitat.” Analysis and assessment from independent stream
ecologists and biologists are unambiguous in their recommendations to keep the trail in the highway
corridor to prevent further degradation of stream and riparian habitat.
Each of these factors, wildlife, wildlands, and healthy streams, contributes to the rural character of the
Crystal River Valley – character that our Master Plan seeks to protect and preserve. Our Caucus feels
that the proposed trail development will undermine and lead to the loss of our rural character,
inexorably leading to the urbanization of one of the last best places in Colorado. Accordingly, our Caucus
submits the following resolution which supports a trail alignment that is restricted to the highway
corridor and opposes the current draft trail plan alignment that supports a trail that intrudes into
sensitive wildlife habitat.
A resolution regarding the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail from the Crystal River Caucus follows.
Respectfully submitted,
Delia G. Malone
Chair, Crystal River Caucus
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RESOLUTION OF THE CRYSTAL RIVER CAUCUS REGARDING THE CARBONDALE TO CRESTED BUTTE
DRAFT TRAIL PLAN, JULY, 2018.
WHEREAS, the Crystal River Caucus (hereinafter “Caucus”) is recognized by Pitkin County as the entity
representative of the priorities and values of the Crystal River Valley; and,
WHEREAS, as stated in the Pitkin County Home Rule Charter, the function of the Caucus is to make
recommendations to the county on matters affecting the caucus area; and,
WHEREAS, The Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail is a major public infrastructure project that will have a
lasting presence and potentially significant impacts on the valley and is therefore a pressing and
substantial matter affecting all portions of the Caucus area; and,
WHEREAS, the County has developed a Draft Trail Plan that has been put out for public comment prior
to adoption; and,
WHEREAS, the Caucus met on July 12, 2018, to discuss the draft plan and the recommendations and
comments the Caucus should make regarding the plan.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CRYSTAL RIVER CAUCUS that the Caucus voted to endorse
and submit the following comments regarding the Draft Trail Plan:
1. The following motions regarding the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail approved by the Caucus
at their November 9, 2017 meeting, are reaffirmed:
a. Pitkin County should not develop any trails through sensitive wildlife habitat areas as
identified by Pat Tucker and the DOW, Rick Thompson, and/or ERO including but not
limited to McClure Pass, Bear Creek, Filoha Meadows, the Narrows, Avalanche, South
and North Janeway and Red Wind Point.
b. The Caucus shall oppose any takings of private property through the use of Eminent
Domain or RS 2477, or any other takings strategy, to establish a trail easement through
private property.
c. The Crystal River Caucus recommends to the Pitkin County Board of Commissioners to
discount the public input gathered by Pitkin County Open Space and Trails up to now
since there has been no option for the public to indicate if they are in favor of no further
trail development, and that the public opinion process be restarted with a
determination first to be made whether or not the public believes any further trail
should be built and is worth the cost of doing so.
d. The Caucus requests further analyses of actual costs of acquisition, construction,
management and operation of the trail, as well as further analysis of specifications of
trail build-out. The Caucus also requests that the BOCC analyze bandit trail construction,
trespass mitigation, de-commissioning of bandit trails and management practices.
2. The following motion was made and passed by the CRYSTAL RIVER CAUCUS at the July 12th 2018
meeting and states the position of the Caucus regarding the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail
development plan: “I move that the Caucus oppose any further extension of the Carbondale to
Crested Butte Trail on the east side of the Crystal River but supports extension of the
Carbondale Crested Butte Trail within the highway alignment.
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WEST ELK LOOP SCENIC AND HISTORIC BYWAY
STEERING COMMITTEE
The Steering Committee works to preserve, protect, interpret, and enhance the Intrinsic
Qualities of the West Elk Loop Scenic and Historic Byway for the enjoyment of the public.

July 26 2018

West Elk Byway Meeting, July 20, 2018, Crested Butte TH
Crystal Trail Resolution
Honorable PitCo Commissioners,
The West Elk Loop Scenic and Historic Byway Steering Committee remains interested in the concept of trails that connect our
communities and the use of our public lands for residents and visitors to enjoy the scenic vistas that surround our Byway.
For this reason, the Steering Committee in 2004, with a $50,000 Enhancement Grant, studied the possibility of a trail from
Crested Butte to Carbondale that might be established on public lands.
Crested Butte, Gunnison County, GMUG, WRNF and Pitkin County have continued to work to plan and establish such a trail
between our valleys. The Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Commission, The Town of Carbondale and Garfield County have
completed a trail from Carbondale to the KOA Campground, approximately 5 miles south of Carbondale that also connects to
the Rio Grande trail between Glenwood Springs and Aspen.
There is continued interest in the completion of the trail connection from Redstone to the top of McClure Pass on the Byway.
Because of the complexity of the route from KOA to Redstone, consideration is being given to prioritizing the route from
Redstone to the top of McClure Pass. This would form the best next step in the Redstone to Crested Butte trail connection.
We wish to provide opportunities for residents and visitors to appreciate and enjoy the “wilderness experience” of the Byway.
Both communities appreciate and depend on the visitor attractions and the historic integrity of their special places; and both
communities appreciate the deeply felt “sense of place” enjoyed by being surrounded by designated Wilderness Areas: the
West Elk, the Maroon Bells-Snowmass, the Raggeds, the Black Canyon of the Gunnison and Fossil Ridge, and the National
Forests.
The West Elk Loop Scenic and Historic Byway Steering Committee, therefore, supports the Redstone to the top of McClure
Pass segment as put forward in the alignments proposed by the OST Carbondale to Crested Butte Draft Trail Plan. We ask
the Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Commission to direct its resources toward the completion of that section
Since Highway #133 is a Byway, it deserves continued review and deliberations regarding any changes to the road itself in the
designation of a trail from KOA to Redstone. Some changes to the roadway itself are of concern to the integrity of the Byway,
and the Byway Commission appreciates the continued opportunity to comment on proposals that impact the roadway.
Best Regards,

John Hoffmann (970-963-1689)

Dorothea Farris (970-948-9470)

West Elk Loop Scenic and Historic Byway Committee co-chairs
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July 26, 2018
Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners
530 E. Main St. Suite 302
Aspen, CO 81611

Via email to BOCC@pitkincounty.com

RE: Our recommendation concerning Crystal Valley/Pitkin County section of
the proposed Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail.
Dear County Commissioners,

In our capacity as a Citizen’s Advisory Board, we advise the Board of County
Commissioners of Pitkin County, that if a trail is to be extended beyond KOA, that
said trail should be located entirely on the west side of the Crystal River.

The Pitkin County Healthy Rivers and Streams Board (Rivers Board) assists the
Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) in administering the Healthy Rivers and
Streams Fund Program authorized by the Pitkin County voters. The Rivers Board is
committed to being a leader in protecting, defending and enhancing rivers and
streams of the Roaring Fork Watershed.

The Rivers Board appreciates the opportunity to participate in the trail planning
process, by commenting on the Carbondale to Crested Butte Draft Trail Plan, dated
May 2018, published and presented to the public by staff of Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails. We submit this comment prior to the July 27, 2018 deadline set by
the BOCC.

At our regular monthly meeting on July 19, 2018, with five of the six members
attending, the Rivers Board discussion of the trail began by considering the question
of whether or not any part of the trail should be extended beyond KOA. By
acclamation, the Rivers Board unanimously agreed that any further Crystal Valley
trail construction in the narrow river corridor, would degrade features which the
Pitkin County voters asked us to protect upon passage of Referendum 1-A in 2008.

It was agreed that the voters compelled us to “maintain and improve water quality”
but a trail would degrade water quality. Voters compelled us to “ensure ecological
health…and riparian and wildlife habitat…” but a trail would degrade ecological
health and habitat.
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On the other hand, we recognize that concern exists for the safety of bicyclers
currently using Highway 133, and a trail may be extended beyond KOA for that and
other reasons.
Therefore, if the BOCC ultimately votes that a trail should be extended further up the
Crystal Valley, the Rivers Board, by a vote of 4 to 1, recommends that no part of the
trail be built on the east side of the Crystal River. This west side recommendation is
based solidly on comments by current and former Wildlife officers, other experts,
information supplied by the county, public comments, and our own observations
(Beardsley, M., Thompson, R., Burns, G., Wright, K., Seidel, J., etc.).
Existing evidence lead us to the conclusion that a trail on the west side, where
highway impacts already exist, is definitely less damaging to the ecological health of
the entire Crystal River system than a trail on the east side of the river, or any
combination of east-west segments. We ask the BOCC to consider the same evidence
and stay west and avoid the east side of the river.
Thank you for your consideration.

Healthy Rivers and Streams Board
By

Bill Jochems
Chairman

Cc: via email to: Gary Tennenbaum
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Director
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Our mission is to create and sustain the best possible mountain
bike trail system and experience in the Roaring Fork Valley.

Executive Director
Mike Pritchard

Board of Directors
Charlie Eckart

July 25, 2018
Pitkin County, Open Space & Trails Board of Trustees
Pitkin County, Board of County Commissioners
Attention: Janet Urquhart, Stewardship Outreach Coordinator
via email: janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com

Chairman

Todd Fugate
Vice-Chair

Saul Abrahams

Re: RFMBA’s Comments in support of the May 2018 Draft of
theCarbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan

Secretary

Ian Philips
Treasurer

Sheryl Bower

Board of County Commissioners & Board of Trustees,

Darren Broome
Art Burrows
Jack Boyd
Adam Cornely
Julie Hardman
Matt Laufer

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very well developed draft
plan. The staff and professional consultants that have been working on this
visionary resource have done an incredible job detailing options and
recommendations, and communicating as clearly as possible on a very
complicated and large scale plan.

Jim Neu

RFMBA, a Chapter of
the International
Mountain Bicycling
Association, is a
501(c)(3) charitable
organization.

RFMBA members have been aware of the vision for trails to connect
Carbondale to Crested Butte since the feasibility study final report was
issued in 2004. Along with the 12 person board of directors that I serve
under for the Roaring Fork Mountain Bike Association, we are grateful that
Pitkin County has taken the lead to push this project forward. As part of
Governor Hickenlooper's "Colorado the Beautiful" initiative, this trail is one
of the 16 priority trails identified that will help all Coloradans to participate in
healthy outdoor activities.
RFMBA supports the draft plan in it’s current form because:

Post Office Box 2635
Aspen, CO, 81612
www.RFMBA.org

1. The plan serves as a long term vision for the overall trail while
appreciating some segments need more study and time before the ideal
alignments are selected, further studied, approved, funded, and
constructed.

www.RFMBA.org
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Our mission is to create and sustain the best possible mountain
bike trail system and experience in the Roaring Fork Valley.

2. The plan’s action items are not just about the trail. The inclusion of biodiversity
preservation and enhancement studies / projects are designed so that the eventual trail is
not only a great place for riders to visit, but that the surrounding landscape can continue to
sustain the wildlife that make the Crystal Valley such a special place to begin with.
3. The least controversial segments of trail – soft surface singletrack from Redstone to
McClure Pass – is planned to be the first to go for additional review and approval over the
coming months and years. This upper section of trail would allow for a 14 mile out and
back singletrack ride all by itself! Or, consider this particular segment of trail a valued
extension of the existing Ragged’s Trail (part of the C to CB alignment) beyond McClure
Pass.
RFMBA looks forward to partnering with Pitkin County as this draft plan is finalized and moves
towards reality. We will do our best to bring funding partners to the table where appropriate, and
we'll commit our growing trail maintenance efforts to the singletrack portions of the trails. Our
independent Trail Agent volunteers and our new Seasonal Trail Crew will work to maintain corridor
growth, clear fallen trees, and ensure that drainage points are cleaned and functioning properly.
Our outreach and communication efforts will get the message out about the need for respecting
seasonal closures on the trail.
We would like to call special attention to the fact that the plan describes some of the most
controversial trail segments as having public use right now. Thank you for working through the
details to wisely negotiate agreements and acquisitions so that the final trail, many years from
now, follows the historic rail and road corridors wherever possible. This outcome will keep trail
construction costs down and ensure the highest quality experience for trail users on our shared
public lands.
The Roaring Fork Mountain Bike Association support the draft plan's detailed
recommendations without revision. If you ever have any questions or ideas about trails or our
mission, please contact me at (970) 948-3486 or mike.pritchard@rfmba.org.
Best Regards,

Mike Pritchard, Executive Director

www.RFMBA.org
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7/26/2018

ROARING FORK VALLEY HORSE COUNCIL
P O Box 127
Snowmass, CO 81654
www.rfvhorsecouncil.org

To The Pitkin OST Staff and Board,
Regarding the proposed Crystal Trail System from Carbondale to
Crested Butte Colorado.
The Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council (RFVHC) supports the views
and opinions of the Wilderness Workshop, and retired, DOW District
Ranger, Kevin Wright regarding this Crystal Trail System.
It is imperative to put the wildlife first, as is stipulated in the Pitkin
County OST Management Plan Charter, in the Biodiversity section,
recognizing wildlife habitat and prosperity considerations ahead of
human recreational needs.
If this trail must be built, we recommend that it stay on the West side
of Hwy 82 road alignment to prevent any damages to wildlife habitat,
the wild ceatures that live there, and local home owner residents. We
support Tom Newland’s trail design ideas as submitted at the 3rd
Street Center at the last Crystal Trail Open House.
This trail must stay out of the sensitive wildlife areas. Please see
Kevin Wright’s letter for a comprehensive description of each
sensitive area. All of the wildlife experts concur.
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If you must build this trail, the RFVHC would like to see this multi-use
trail route be a soft track trail for bikers, equestrians, and humans,
who enjoy running and walking on a kinder, less concussive surface.
Asphalt paved surfaces can be slick and dangerous for horses with
steel shoes.
A ten foot wide paved, cement or asphalt recreational, single lane
road (trail?) is not appropriate and has a negative impact on this
narrow, scenic and wild valley with the Crystal River running through
it.
The Crystal River Valley is fragile. Please do not a sacrifice this area.
Human intrusion and constructions like Highway 133, and land
development improvements have damaged this valley.
Before this project goes any further, careful consideration needs to be
undertaken to determine a real need for a 10 foot wide, paved road,
needing constant maintenance and oversight, which will have long
lasting consequences. There will be no going back once you start this
project.
Sincerely – RFVHC Board of Directors
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July 23, 2018
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
ATTN: Gary Tennenbaum, Director
806 West Hallam St
Aspen, CO 81611

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Dear Gary,

Pat McMahon
President
Diane Schwener
Vice President
Jeff Conklin
Secretary
Jennifer Sauer
Treasurer
Ted Borchelt
Stephen Ellsperman
Dick Kipper
Jim Light
Rick Lofaro
Executive Director
Rick Neiley
Don Schuster
Larry Yaw

Thank you for the opportunity to comment again on the Carbondale to
Crested Butte Trail. We realize that this is an ongoing effort and extensive
planning process with many questions and details yet to be decided. As the
local watershed organization, Roaring Fork Conservancy has a vested interest
in stream health and riparian habitat throughout the Crystal River Basin.
RFC staff will continue to work with OST throughout the planning process,
providing technical input and data as needed. We would like to reiterate the
comments made in November 2017, please consider them restated and
included herein.

PROGRAM STAFF

Thank you for your consideration.

Rick Lofaro
Executive Director
Heather Lewin
Watershed Action
Director
Christina Medved
Watershed Education
Director
Liza Mitchell
Education & Outreach
Coordinator
Kristen Doyle
Watershed Educator
Chad Rudow
Water Quality
Coordinator
Sheryl Sabandal
Development Associate &
Office Manager
Sarah Woods
Director of Philanthropy

We are looking forward to partnering with OST, along with the Healthy
Rivers and Streams Board to host a Riparian Workshop to assess and
prioritize restoration in the Crystal Valley. Please contact us with any
questions or for additional information.

Sincerely,

Rick Lofaro
Executive Director
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PO BOX 1442, CARBONDALE, CO 81623
www.wildernessworkshop.org
TEL 970.963.3977
FAX 970.963.8447

July 27, 2018
Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails (OST) and Board of Trustees
530 East Main St.
Aspen, CO 81611
Submitted Electronically
Re: Wildlife Impacts of Proposed Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail

Dear Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners and Open Space and Trails Staff and
Board,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft Crystal Valley Trail Plan.
Wilderness Workshop (WW) is a 501(c)(3) dedicated to preservation and conservation
of the wilderness and natural resources of the White River National Forest and adjacent
public lands. WW engages in research, education, legal advocacy and grassroots
organizing to protect the ecological integrity of local landscapes and public lands. WW
focuses on the monitoring and conservation of air and water quality, wildlife species and
habitat, natural communities and lands of wilderness quality. WW is the oldest
environmental nonprofit in the Roaring Fork Valley, dating back to 1967 with a
membership base of over 800. Many of our members live, work, recreate and otherwise
use and enjoy lands managed by Pitkin County and the U.S. Forest Service including the
Crystal River Valley.
Introduction
While the mission of Wilderness Workshop is to protect public lands and wildlife, we
also recognize and support the benefits that trails provide to our community - both the
direct benefits to trail users and the indirect benefit to conservation by connecting
people with nature and wild places. The Crystal Valley portion of the larger Carbondale
1
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to Crested Butte Trail represents one of the largest development projects in the Valley
in decades and likely the largest on public lands since Highway 133 was improved
roughly 50 years ago. Depending on which alignments are chosen, the trail has the
potentially to significantly impact wildlife and the quality of their habitat if not located
appropriately. Of particular concern are trail alignments that would introduce new or
increased levels of human use into existing isolated and undisturbed habitat that see
low levels of human use and/or have no legally designated trails. While there are
specific species and areas (described in more detail below) that are especially vulnerable
to trail development and use, any trail constructed through habitat that now sees
relatively little human use will negatively impact the quality of wildlife habitat and the
frequency and benefit of use of the area by wildlife.
We also want to thank Pitkin County and Open Space and Trails for their work to date.
The County has incorporated some valuable feedback form our1 and others’ comments
concerning the importance of certain parcels of wildlife habitat. Certain alignments and
aspects of the plan would minimize impacts to wildlife and improve or benefit wildlife
habitat. We strongly encourage the county to retain these aspects of the plan including
the Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement Action Items and the choice of
alignment A for the Janeway North and Filoha trail segments.
However, as envisioned in the draft plan the trail would still create significant impacts
for wildlife, most notably by dramatically increasing the human use, and therefore the
level of habitat fragmentation and impacts to wildlife in a number of areas in the Crystal
Valley. While there will be future planning and decisions before any trail is constructed,
the Board of County Commissioners has a rare opportunity to lay out a vision for not
just for this trail but for how wildlife’s needs will be balanced against human
development in the County. The level of interest in this project ensures that the
decisions made here will have larger repercussions than just the trail and will set the
tone for future management of wildlife and public lands. The most important
consideration in making changes to the draft plan should not be the impact of anyone
trail segment on a particular species but how we view our relationship to wildlife and
their ability to live in Pitkin County and the Roaring Fork Valley. Just as no one user of a
trail is the sole reason why wildlife leave habitat that is slowly being fragmented by ever
growing human presence, this trail is unlikely to be the proverbial straw that breaks the
elk’s back. However, human use and development has and only will continue to
increase. If the County cares about and wants to plan for a future in which wild animals
still thrive and make up a significant part of the fabric of our ecosystem, you must take
every opportunity to minimize impacts as we develop more and more of the landscape.

1

We have attached our previous comments minus Rick Thompson’s wildlife study, due to it’s length,
assuming the County has access to and will consider the report as changes are made to the draft plan.

2
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I. Trail Alignments
Of the 21 trail segments included in the draft plan, six would follow alignment A,
generally paralleling highway 133, with minimal impacts to ecosystems or wildlife
habitat. The draft plan has no recommended alignment for eight trail segments largely
due to private property issues, the unknown alignment of adjoining segments or to
gather more information about potential impacts to wildlife. Two of these segments
have significant value to wildlife; Avalanche and Janeway South. Lastly, the draft plan
recommends that seven segments be built away from the highway on alignment B.
These segments have the potential to impact wildlife if they bisect important or
generally un-fragmented wildlife habitat. Three of these segments would run through
subdivisions or the town of Redstone where the impact to habitat has already occurred
due to past development. Four segments however would be built through landscapes,
which currently have relatively low amounts of human use especially when compared to
the highway corridor. These segments include Red Wind Point, the Narrows, Bear Creek,
and McClure Pass.
In summary, there are six alignments still in the draft plan where the County should
make changes to the draft to minimize impacts to wildlife. These are Avalanche and
Janeway South where no alignment is recommended and Red Wind Point, the Narrows,
Bear Creek, and McClure Pass where the County’s draft plan recommends the alignment
with greater impacts to wildlife. All six of these alignments have significant wildlife
values due either to overlap with critical wildlife habitat for large ungulates and/or as a
result of the relatively low amount of human use they receive relative to the use that
would occur in those areas were a new multi-use trail to be through them. We strongly
urge the County to approve a final plan with these segments located along alignment A.
Below are detailed descriptions of the likely impacts building a trail along alignment B in
these trail segments would have on wildlife that use the areas.
Segments with a recommended alignment through important wildlife habitat.
Red Wind Point
The 65-acre Red Wind Point Open Space hosts a high degree of wildlife activity. It is a
winter concentration and production area for bighorn sheep and elk, on par with
Avalanche Creek and Filoha Meadows in importance for those species’ winter range.2 It
also provides summer range for bighorn sheep. CPW / CDOW identified this property as
early as 1992 as extremely important to preserve due to the critical winter range of the
upland dry meadow and upper slopes for bighorn sheep. From December through April
bighorn sheep forage on the upper sections of the property. Many other wildlife
species use Red Wind Point for forage and breeding sites.

2

See Thompson Report Tables 5.1-5.3 at 11-12.
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The 2007 study by the Crystal River Caucus rated Red Wind Point an 8 out of 10 for
wildlife activity.3
A Management Plan for Red Wind Point was adopted in 2005. According to the plan,
“to protect bighorn sheep habitat, the upper slopes and dry meadow will be closed
year-round to public use and a seasonal closure of the entire property will be
implemented from December 1 – April 30. This closure is necessary because the wildlife
characteristics of the upper portions of the property necessitate limited public access to
the trail along the former Crystal River Railroad Grade and allowing sheep access to the
river during the winter.” The Management Plan creates two overall goals that are
relevant here: (1) “Protect and enhance the bighorn sheep habitat,” and (2) “Provide a
multi-use trail along the former Crystal River Railroad grade.”
Unfortunately, these two goals are in conflict. As demonstrated in Rick Thompson’s
Report, a paved multi-use trail will bring a significant new source of human recreational
activity into this area and is likely to have a detrimental effect on wildlife.4 This is
particularly true of sensitive winter range for bighorn sheep, which are already under
severe duress, where even a small number of closure violations can negatively affect
lamb / sheep ratios.
Having already declined by 80% in recent decades, the Crystal Valley’s sheep population
is simply too fragile to allow a major new disturbance in their winter range. The trail,
therefore, should not be developed on Alternative Route “B” through Red Wind Point,
but should instead take the “A” route where impacts are low.
The Narrows
A bighorn sheep migration corridor occurs in the Narrows on the west side of Elephant
Mountain. Much of the sheep movements through this corridor follow the historic
railroad grade and a closely parallel grade. Overall sheep use of this local corridor
occurs from November 15 to May 1. CPW / CDOW officials have documented bighorn
sheep traveling along this railroad corridor between Penny Hot Springs and Lower
Avalanche Creek from as early as August to as late as June. CPW / CDOW considers this
area crucial for bighorns due to the adequate escape cover provided by the rockslide
and cliffs to the east, the mineral rich grounds provided by the natural hot springs, and
the effective buffer of the Crystal River from vehicle and other human-caused
disturbances.5
Alternative Route “Narrows B” would occupy one of the two parallel railroad grades that
are the centerlines of this sheep migration corridor. As pointed out in more detail

3

See Thompson Report Table 5.3 at 12.
See Thompson Report at 37-48.
5
See Thompson Report at 26.
4
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below in Section V, the Pitkin County Land Use Code generally protects “corridors of
movement” for wildlife.
A trail, therefore, should not be developed through this important wildlife corridor
along Route “B” through the Narrows, particularly given the availability of the west-side
alternative “A” which would not affect the corridor.
Bear Creek
The Bear Creek Segment would be built along an old road, which is currently being used
as a social trail. This route was analyzed during the White River National Forest’s 2011
Travel Management Plan and closed for decommissioning. The hiker traffic currently
using the trail is not insignificant, but is far less than the use that would occur were the
trail to be built along alignment B as proposed in the draft plan. A trail built through this
area would reduce the connectivity between the Crystal River and the extensive
unfragmented national forest lands to the west in the only place in the entire Crystal
River Valley where 133 is built along the east side of the river.
The area provides summer bighorn sheep range, elk winter range, lynx winter range,
summer mule deer range, bald eagle winter range and winter foraging habitat, black
bear fall concentration habitat and moose winter range. The County identified this as an
area in need of monitoring for elk calving and suggested adaptive management for a
trail built through this sensitive area.6 Rather than waiting to monitor the area after a
trail is built and the impacts have already occurred, the County should begin monitoring
this area for several years prior to any construction and if the area is used for or has the
potential for elk calving, a trail should not be constructed in the area. Building a trail and
then monitoring for critical wildlife use of the area is likely to result in a conclusion that
the area is not used by wildlife due to the impacts of the just built trail.
Like the McClcure pass segment a trail in this area would be built through lands that see
relatively little human use at the moment and are located further away from other
impacts like the highway and housing developments than nearly all other segments of
the trail. A trail in this are would convert generally functional wildlife habitat into a
developed human use corridor to the detriment of wildlife using the area.
McClure Pass
The old McClure Pass Road switchbacks are currently used to some extent year-round.
Like the Bear Creek segment, some use does occur in this area on a decommissioned
F.S. route but a new trail would dramatically increase the use. This is especially true give
the ease of creating a mountain bike car shuttle from the top of the pass down to Placita
or to Redstone. Currently use is limited by parking availability, winter snowpack on the
trail, and the site’s relative remoteness from recreationist starting points. There are
important wildlife habitats that are bisected by the switchbacks that would be
6
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negatively affected by increased trail use. The area provides elk winter range, summer
mule deer range, bald eagle winter range and winter foraging habitat, black bear fall
concentration habitat and moose winter range and concentration areas. While less of a
biodiversity hotspot than places like Filoha or Avalanche, the areas below the top of
McClcure Pass represents the largest are of habitat that would be bisected under the
draft plan. A trail in this area would significantly negatively impact wildlife and result in a
marked decrease in habitat value for the area
Because a recreation trail could be located along the highway from Hayes Creek Canyon
all of the way up to the McClure Pass summit, impacts to wildlife would be minimized if
the trail was associated with the highway. Such a trail would occur largely within
habitats whose effectiveness is already compromised by highway effects. Improving
and increasing use of the old McClure Pass Road switchbacks through largely effective
habitat would negatively affect a large number of important wildlife species.
We recommend that Final Plan also suggest that a third trail alignment be considered
during the NEPA process. While a trail alignment paralleling 133 would be ideal to
preserve wildlife habitat, the County should also consider the viability of a trail closer
but not immediately adjacent to 133. While requiring the creation of a new trail surface,
this would provide for both a different user experience minimize the amount of habitat
impacted by this trail segment were it to “cut the 133 road switchback much closer to
the switchback itself rather than bisecting the much great amount of habitat where the
old roadbed is located. While this would increase the direct ground disturbance, it
would greatly diminish the habitat fragmentation and reduce the overall ecological
impact of the trail.
Segments with no recommended alignment in the draft plan.
The County’s draft plan has no recommended alignments for either the Avalanche Creek
or Janeway South segments. Both of these segments contain important wildlife values
and in the case of Janeway South, the potential for significant riparian and river
restoration. While the draft plan defers a decision on these two segments, there is
already enough information for the County Commissioners to choose Alignment A and
ensure the trail does not impact critical wildlife habitat or the potential for important
river and riparian restoration. While we appreciate the importance of gathering
additional information, the County’s environmental report and draft trail plan make it
clear that the Avalanche Creek areas has comparable or greater wildlife and habitat
values to Filoha and Janeway North. Deferring a decision to after the final plan would
leave open the door for a future County Commission less focused on wildlife to build a
trail through one of the most critical wildlife areas in the Valley. The final plan is both a
plan and a vision for the Valley. Selecting alignment A for Avalanche and Janeway South
lays out the County’s vision as clearly supportive of continued viable wildlife populations
and river and riparian restoration.

6
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Avalanche Creek
Avalanche Creek is a winter concentration and production area for bighorn sheep and
elk, on par with Red Wind Point and Filoha Meadows in importance for those species’
winter range.7 It also provides summer range for bighorn sheep and elk. The 2007 study
by the Crystal River Caucus rated Avalanche Creek a 9 out of 10 for wildlife activity.8
Additionally, the proposed route “B” south of Avalanche Creek would intersect a
previously undisturbed diverse native-plant community.
The County’s draft plan identifies the Avalanche Creek area as “high quality habitat” and
describes alignment B as bisecting “a pristine meadow” and an “undisturbed valley with
diverse vegetation communities; good habitat for bird and bat foraging, lynx, ungulate,
and bear corridors, and several USFS sensitive species such as northern goshawk and
flammulated owl.”9 In describing the current level of human use of the area the draft
plan describes the area as a “predominantly undisturbed valley with little existing
access.”10 Further analysis of this segment would certainly provide additional
information as to the importance of the area and the magnitude of harm a trail built
through this undisturbed, biodiverse habitat and floodplain would cause. However, the
County’s own as well as numerous other wildlife biologists’ assessment of this area
already provides more than sufficient information for the County Commissioners to
recommend Alignment A for this important area of the Valley.
Janeway South
Janeway South lies between two of the most ecologically important areas in the entire
Crystal Valley, Janeway North and Avalanche Creek. As a result it provides important
connectivity between these two parcels; it would be illogical to reduce this connectivity
by building a trail between these two parcels through Janeway South. Additionally and
more importantly though, Janeway South also has intrinsic values for wildlife habitat
and potential for river and riparian restoration. Janeway South is an old floodplain with
prior river channels and extensive braiding still evident on the ground. It is currently
isolated from the river as a result of the construction of the railroad grade. Building a
trail along Alignment B on the old railroad grade would foreclose the possibility of future
restoration projects in the area and run counter to the goals described in section A1.2 of
the draft trail plan, “to identify opportunities to improve the river’s resiliency by
reconnecting floodplains and restoring riparian areas.”11 Janeway South represents a
great opportunity for the County to not only conduct restoration and improve the
habitat and ecosystem of the Crystal River, but also to demonstrate ecological
leadership. What better way to demonstrate the County’s commitment to the
environment and ecological management than by making a decision now to prioritize
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See Thompson Report Tables 5.1-5.3 at 11-12.
See Thompson Report Table 5.3 at 12.
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restoration in the Janeway area, rather than increase development in one of the few
areas where an already degraded river would greatly benefit from restoration.
Segments with a recommended alignment that avoids important wildlife habitat.
Both the Janeway North and Filoha segments provide some of the most important
wildlife habitat within the entire Crystal Valley. The draft trail plan appropriately
recognizes this and recommends alignments that stay out of these critical areas for
wildlife and would be constructed in the already impacted area close to highway 133.
These recommended alignments should be carried forward to the final trail plan.
II. Fragmentation and Impacts from Increases in Human Use
Several of trail segments (including McClure Pass, Bear Creek, Avalanche Creek, Janeway
South and Red Wind Point) proposed in the draft plan would be constructed along
alignments that currently see relatively low levels of use. These include both Open
Space and Trails properties and National Forest lands with social trails that are not
designated system routes. This low level of use does impact the value of wildlife habitat
but to a relatively low degree. Constructing and promoting a multi-use trail, promoted
as one of the State’s signature trails would significantly increase the use and there for
the impact of that trail on the surrounding wildlife habitat. In all of these cases
construction of a trail along Alignment B would result in an order of magnitude increase
in human use and occupation of the habitat, resulting in a decrease in the use and
benefit of these areas to wildlife.12 As a result, the County cannot justify the location of
alignments based on the existence of a “social”, non-system trail or even a designated
trail with relatively low levels of use.
To emphasize this point, while there are direct impacts from construction and the
physical presence of a trail, by far the greatest impact of any trail comes from its use by
humans and the corresponding change in behavior by animals. Use of a trail causes
wildlife to change their behavior in or outright abandon the areas on either side of it.
Each time a human passes by, animals’ stress levels can increase and they are less likely
to spend time eating, caring for young or sheltering. Therefore as human use of an area
goes up, so too does the impact and degree of fragmentation and correspondingly the
value and use of the habitat decreases.
For many species, survival is strictly a mathematic equation. Individuals feed as much as
they can during the summer and fall, building up caloric reserves. During the winter,
they are slowly starving. Human caused disturbance leads to less time eating and more
time either fleeing, abandoning food and being exposed to the elements. Building a trail
12

Indirect Effects of Recreation on Wildlife. Cole and Landres. 1995. In: Wildlife and Recreationists-Coexistence Through Management and Research. Knight, Richard L.; Gutzwiller, Kevin J., eds. 1995.
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with the intent to increase human use of the area throws this equation out of balance
and tips it away from survival for individual animals. As human use increases, animals’
caloric balance decreases and results in a reduction in survival, breeding, calving and
rearing of young.13 Given the intended and projected amount of use for the Crystal
Valley trail and the projected increases in both recreational use and population for the
State of Colorado the County must weigh very carefully any decision to build trails
through currently functional wildlife habitat even if they currently have some amount of
human use.
III. Seasonal Closures
The draft plan has a short section (A1.5) on the use of seasonal closures. While a good
start, the final plan must include a much more rigorous management plan and
discussion of the benefits and challenges of the use of seasonal closures. In particular
the County must ensure that the final trail plan ties the use of the trail to the existence
of seasonal closures. If a trail segment continues to be used in areas where seasonal
closures previously existed, the justification for the placement of the trail through
sensitive wildlife habitat becomes invalid and the trail through that area must be closed
(see section B below). Lastly, we’re grateful to see the County committing funds and
resources to seasonal closures as described in section A3.4.
Seasonal closures are contemplated for several sections of Alignment B, including Red
Wind point, Janeway South, Avalanche Creek and the Narrows. The Draft Trail plan
unfortunately proposes a reduction in the length of seasonal closures for the Janeway
South segment. Under it’s current management the area is closed November 15th
through May 1st, the draft plan would decreases this period to December 1st through
April 30th14. This is clearly a step backwards for wildlife and the final plan should reflect
the original and longer seasonal closure.
The County’s report also comments on the efficacy of seasonal closures and notes that
depending on location and level of enforcement seasonal closures have varying degree
of success. What is not included in the County’s report and must be before any trail
alignment is selected that would utilizes a seasonal closure, is an analysis of how
effective a seasonal closure has to be to eliminate or minimize to an acceptable level
impacts to wildlife. While this information may be difficult to quantify, the burden of
proof is on the County to demonstrate, that enforcement will result in few enough
violations to make the closure worthwhile. Mr. Thompson’s report raised this issue
citing scientific studies that highlight the limited effectiveness of seasonal closures. In
summary: “It takes a relatively small percentage of closure violations and few people to
alter wildlife behavior and habitat use,” and even “minor, seemingly harmless human
disturbances” can “lead to habitat avoidance, lowered body weight, increased
13
14

See Thompson Report at 37 - 48.
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starvation probabilities, increased susceptibility to predators, and small pre-winter body
mass of offspring leaving them less fit for overwinter survival.”15 The County must
determine what that maximum number of closure violations each trail segment can
sustain and commit to enforcement to keep the number below that level.
A.

CPW/CDOW Managers Have Reported the Limited Effectiveness of
Seasonal Closures.
CPW / CDOW wildlife managers have repeatedly informed the County that seasonal
closures in the Crystal Valley are of limited effectiveness due to routine violations,
difficulty in enforcing remote closures, and the damage done to wildlife by just a few
violations:
•

Pat Tucker explained the position of CPW / CDOW in his 2003 letter to OST:
“[T]he Division has serious reservations about the effectiveness of such
[closures]. Past experience with agreeing to trail closures has shown them to be
ineffective and unenforced. Even if only a ‘few’ people choose to violate a
closure, impacts to wintering wildlife occur and over time will force these
animals to move out their preferred area, which could ultimately affect their
recruitment and/or survival. Enforcement in this area is complicated by the
remoteness of the location and the lack of enforcement personnel dedicated to
it. There are several local examples where, in the beginning of the project, a
seasonal closure was committed to for wildlife protection but later became
compromised due to a lack of compliance from users and a lack of enforcement
actions to the violators.”16

•

Wildlife managers Perry Will, John Groves, and John Seidel, and USFS wildlife
biologists Phil Nyland and Mark Lacy, have all written to the County expressing
similar views, based on personal experience, about the limited effectiveness of
seasonal closures due to widespread violations.17

•

Former wildlife manager Kevin Wright expressed his view in letters to the
County: “One of the more common mitigation measures for wildlife is seasonal
closures. However, seasonal closures are only as effective as they are enforced.
The public just doesn’t always comply with these closures. A prime example of
this are the constant closure violations of the government trail in the Burnt
Mountain / East Village area. People walk around physical gates with signage,
they lift their bikes over the gates, and they have even built a bandit trail in the
closure area. My faith in seasonal closures is not great anymore due to the
constant violations.”18

15

Thompson Report at 55; see also id. at 37-48.
See supra n. 4.
17
See supra notes 3-6.
16
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See supra n. 5.
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B.
Trail Use Must be Conditioned on the Existence of Seasonal Closures
Seasonal closures are only as good as the commitment and resources to enforce them.
There is no guarantee that these resources will always be available. The United States
Forest Service does not have the money or resources to fund closure enforcement. OST
depends on periodic re-authorization by voters. This creates the risk that at some point
in the future there may not be enough money, resources, or political will to maintain
and enforce the closures. As Mr. Thompson’s report notes, citing several studies,
“[w]hen trail siting and management don’t work, the trail and associated wildlife
impacts generally remain. It is rare for trails, once built, to be decommissioned, even
when negative effects are known and documented.”19
Seasonal closures should only be used as a last resort. There are certain places where
the risk to wildlife from even a few violations means that a trail should simply never be
built there. Where they are used as a mitigation measure they must include conditions
that:
• Legally guarantee their existence for the life of the trail
• Fund their enforcement for the life of the trail
• Ensure enforcement will be frequent enough to result in fewer than five
violations per season
• Require complete closure of the trail or portions of the trail if violations
surpass a certain threshold
• Tie operation and use of the trail to the existence of seasonal closures
• Periodically re-evaluate the dates of the seasonal closure based on
changing climate and wildlife use or potential use of areas where
seasonally closes trail segments exist
In the past five years the White River National Forest approved two new motorized trail
systems: the Tenderfoot and Basalt to Gypsum. Both of these approvals came with a
proactive and adaptive management plan that laid out clear thresholds for violations of
seasonal closures and construction of illegal trails that would result in management
actions up to and including closure of the trail system. If Pitkin County is committed to
protection of wildlife it should include a similar management plan as part of any new
trail that employs seasonal closures. We would welcome the opportunity to partner
with Pitkin County, the WRNF and CPW to develop a similar adaptive and proactive
management plan governing the seasonal closures and their compliance. We have
attached the Final Decision Notice for the Basalt to Gypsum project, which includes a
copy of the management plan for the County’s reference.
IV. Biodiversity Preservation and Enhancement Action Items.

19

See Thompson Report at 38.
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We’re very pleased to see the addition of section A1. Biodiversity Preservation and
Enhancement Action Items in the draft plan. In general we support all seven proposed
action plans and urge the County to maintain these action items in the final plan.
Similarly and as noted in section III of our comments we support funding for seasonal
closure as described in section A3.4. A note of caution though; inclusion of the action
items will not mitigate the impacts to wildlife from the significant impacts caused by
increased human use through miles of important wildlife habitat. With the exception of
item A1.1 that would treat 30 acres of wildlife habitat all the other action items are
either direct mitigation of impacts of the trail (A1.5 and A1.7), monitoring efforts (A1.4)
or an intention to do something but no commitment other than holding a workshop or
conducting a study (A1.1-cheatgrass study, A1.2, A1.4 and A1.6). 30 acres of habitat
improvement through mechanical thinning will be beneficial but given the scale of the
landscape, the trail and the issues facing wildlife in the Crystal Valley, it is in no way
mitigation for the impacts of the miles long trail.
There are several action items in section A1 we would be interested in partnering with
the county and others on. The table below details these potential partnerships.
Action Item

Potential Roles for Wilderness Workshop20

A1.1 Habitat Enhancement
Projects

Engage in the planning of projects; help conduct outreach to
private property owners; organize volunteers for additional
projects including barbed-wire removal.
Contribute and participate in the proposed workshop

A1.2 Crystal River Resource
Enhancements
A1.3 Wildlife Monitoring
A1.4 Bighorn Resiliency
A1.5 Seasonal Closures of
Potential Trail Routes

Engage citizen science and our wilderness-monitoring technician
to contribute to wildlife monitoring efforts.
Contribute to the efforts to minimize the impacts of domestic
sheep on Bighorn.
Work with the County, WRNF and CPW on the development of a
proactive and adaptive management plan for seasonal closures as
described in section III of our comments.

V. NEPA
The draft plan indicates that the County will move forward with trail planning and
implementation for the trail segments south of Redstone by beginning the NEPA or
National Environmental Policy process starting in 2019. The heart of the NEPA process is
the consideration of more than one alternative and the Forest Service has an obligation
to consider all reasonable alternatives21. While this obligation does not extend to
project proponents, the County would greatly improve the NEPA process by including
two or more alternatives in its proposal to the Forest Service. Several recent projects in
the Roaring Fork Valley including the Hunter Smuggler Cooperative Plan and the Upper
20

These ideas are not exhaustive or exclusive. We would welcome future conversations with the County on
possible ways to collaborate and contribute to this aspect of the plan.
21
40 C.F.R. 1502.14(a) (“agencies shall…[r]igorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable
alternatives”).
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Frying Pan Vegetation Management Project have involved a significant and generally
robust pre-NEPA process, and in both cases the end result was improved as a result of
this. While the County’s current planning process can also be seen as part of the preNEPA process, given that NEPA analysis will only be conducted on a subset of the entire
Crystal Valley trail, there is an opportunity to more carefully address the issues specific
to the trail segments south of Redstone and engage in a more collaborative process
ahead of the formal NEPA analysis.
Since NEPA will require consideration of more than one alternative (or set of trail
alignments) the County should either include two alternatives in its final plan or commit
to a process prior to the formal NEPA analysis to develop those two alternatives with
different alignments. Either action would create greater community buy in provide an
opportunity for more in depth planning and provide a model for how the future
additional planning contemplated in the draft plan for segments north of Redstone
might occur.
Conclusion
Pitkin County and the Open Space and Trail staff are to be commended for a lengthy and
rigorous process to develop the draft plan. While not perfect, the process has allowed
significant public comment. In particular the addition of the Biodiversity Preservation
and Enhancement Action Items to the draft plan represents an important, though small
(as described in section IV. above) step in broadening the scope of the project and
ensuring some benefits to wildlife.
The draft plan recognizes two important areas for wildlife and appropriately
recommends trail alignments that avoid these areas (Filoha and Janeway North. The
County should maintain these recommendations in the final plan. The plan contains
recommendations for four alignments (Red Wind Point, the Narrows, Bear Creek and
McClure Pass) that would bisect important wildlife habitat that is generally fragmented
and sees relatively little human use compared to what would be expected were the
Crystal Valley Trail to be built as envision in the draft plan. The County should change
the draft plan and recommend Alignment A for these segments in the final plan.
Similarly, the draft plan makes no recommendations for two segments that contain
significant and important habitat with both current value to wildlife and the potential
for important river and riparian area restoration (Janeway South and Avalanche Creek).
The County should make a recommendation in the final plan that selects Alignment A
for these two segments.
Pitkin County has a strong commitment to the preservation of biodiversity and
conservation of wildlife habitat. The Crystal Valley Trail is a significant project in terms of
cost, resources and potential impact to the ecosystem of the Crystal Valley. It is almost
guaranteed to be in existence for a century or more. Given the increasing population,
development of private lands, growing amount of recreation and already declining
13
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wildlife populations, the County has an obligation and responsibility to produce a final
trail plan that takes every precaution possible to ensure as little impact to wildlife to
possible.
Prepared and drafted by:

Will Roush
Conservation Director
Wilderness Workshop
PO Box 1442 Carbondale, CO 81623
will@wildernessworkshop.org
970.963.3977
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PO BOX 1442, CARBONDALE, CO 81623
www.wildernessworkshop.org
TEL 970.963.3977
FAX 970.963.8447

November 15, 2017
Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails (OST) and Board of Trustees
806 West Hallam St
Aspen, CO 81611
Submitted Electronically
Re: Wildlife Impacts of Proposed Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail

Dear Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners and Open Space and Trails Staff and Board,
This public comment is submitted by Wilderness Workshop in response to Open Space and
Trails (OST)’s proposal for the Crystal Valley portion of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail.
Wilderness Workshop (WW) is a 501(c)(3) dedicated to preservation and conservation of the
wilderness and natural resources of the White River National Forest and adjacent public lands.
WW engages in research, education, legal advocacy and grassroots organizing to protect the
ecological integrity of local landscapes and public lands. WW focuses on the monitoring and
conservation of air and water quality, wildlife species and habitat, natural communities and
lands of wilderness quality. WW is the oldest environmental nonprofit in the Roaring Fork
Valley, dating back to 1967 with a membership base of over 800. Many of our members live,
work, recreate and otherwise use and enjoy lands managed by Pitkin County and the U.S.
Forest Service including the Crystal River Valley.
Introduction
While the mission of Wilderness Workshop is to protect public lands and wildlife, we also
recognize and support the benefits that trails provide to our community - both the direct
benefits to trail users and the indirect benefit to conservation by connecting people with wild
places. The Crystal Valley portion of the larger Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail represents one
of the largest development projects in the Valley in decades and likely the largest on public
lands since Highway 133 was improved roughly 50 years ago. The trail has the potentially to
significantly impact wildlife and the quality of their habitat if not done correctly. We are
especially concerned with any trail alignments that would introduce new or increased levels of
human use into existing isolated and undisturbed habitat. While there are specific species and
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areas (described in more detail below) that are especially vulnerable to trail development and
use, any trail constructed through habitat that now sees relatively little human use will
negatively impact the quality of wildlife habitat and the frequency and benefit of use of the
area by wildlife.
As a general rule then we strongly urge OST to select Alternative A. The proposed trail would
have significant detrimental effects on wildlife if developed on Route “B” east of the Crystal
River, particularly in high-quality habitat areas such as Red Wind Point, Janeway, the Narrows,
Avalanche Creek, Filoha Meadows and the lands below McClure Pass. The trail would have a
minimal effect on wildlife, however, if developed on Route “A” west of the river, along the
Highway 133 right of way.
All ecological studies of the trail have found and district wildlife managers at Colorado Parks
and Wildlife have confirmed that a trail built with a near highway alignment would be far better
for wildlife (most notably elk and bighorn sheep) than a trail constructed through the many
blocks of unfragmented habitat on the east side of the River north of Redstone. Additionally,
several sections of the alternative B alignment would conflict with Pitkin County policies
enacted to “preserve, protect, and expand” the full range of biodiversity present in the County,
would undermine the County’s past efforts to preserve these habitats and would not represent
the County’s commitment to the “best available science”.
For these reasons and others, detailed below, the most common-sense, wildlife-friendly, and
community-unifying solution is to largely utilize the Alternative Route “A,” near to the existing
highway right of way.
I.

Impacts to Wildlife Habitat From a Crystal Valley Trail

The Crystal River Valley is a unique and scenic valley stretching approximately 25 miles from
Carbondale to McClure Pass. In the 18-mile section of the valley between the end of the
existing bike trail and the top of McClure Pass several areas provide unique, high-quality wildlife
habitat areas. These include (1) Red Wind Point, (2) Janeway, (3) Avalanche Creek, (4) the
Narrows, (5) Filoha and (6) the area below McClure Pass above Placita. Our comments
summarize some of the impacts that OST must consider when choosing an alignment, but we
note a far more detailed analysis is present in a report prepared by biologist Rick Thompson
(the Thompson Report). This report, commissioned by Wilderness Workshop, comprehensively
evaluates the several potential alignments in terms of habitat impacts and not only describes
which alignments would have the least impact to wildlife but also proposes strategies to
minimize, avoid or mitigate those impacts. The report pays particular attention to critical
wildlife habitat such as calving grounds, winter range, habitat for threatened, endangered or
locally significant species and large areas of currently un-fragmented intact habitat. The report
also examines relevant past studies and reports, and provides a general summary of
recreational impacts to wildlife. We highly recommend reading the full report, which has been
attached to these comments.
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A.
Characteristics of Habitat at Risk from a Crystal Valley Trail.
The six areas in the Crystal River Valley noted above have unique characteristics that make
them highly valuable as wildlife habitat, and also render them vulnerable to the human impacts
that would inevitably result from a multi-use trail. These special characteristics include:
•

Isolation of Habitats East of the River: With the exception of an approximately one
mile section just south of Hayes Creek, Highway 133 occurs entirely on the west side of
the Crystal River. Habitats east of the river therefore provide greater value because the
river creates an effective buffer to human impacts. While several subdivisions, private
parcels and Forest Service Campgrounds do introduce disturbance, much of the
landscape north of Redstone and east of the Crystal River sees little human impact. A
trail through this important wildlife habitat would introduce significant human impacts
into relatively undisturbed areas.

•

Wildlife Access to the Crystal River: Due to a lack of significant development, the lands
east of the Crystal River provide important year-round wildlife access to the river and
associated riparian areas. Not only are the lands important habitat in and of themselves
but they have significant value by connecting the river to the large, protected Maroon
Bells-Snowmass Wilderness Area. Red Wind Point and Filoha Meadows are two of the
few places where critical bighorn sheep and elk habitats extend down to the Crystal
River itself. A trail east of the river would create an obstacle between wildlife and the
river decreasing the value of the habitat bisected but also impacting wildlife use of
lands further to the east.

•

Crystal River Riparian Corridor: The Crystal River supports a botanically diverse,
structurally varied, and locally broad riparian corridor. This habitat type and its
associated wetlands generally support the highest wildlife diversity and abundance of
any habitat in Colorado. Alignment B would bisect significant amounts of riparian
habitat. Similarly, any bridges that would have to be constructed to link segments
alternating between Alignment B and Alignment A would impact riparian habitat. While
there is riparian habitat on both sides of the river, Highway 133 already significantly
impacts this habitat type on the west side, reducing any additional impacts from a trail.
Keeping the trail entirely or largely on the west side of the river would ensure minimal
impact to riparian areas.

•

Important Habitat Types: All of the areas listed above provide a combination of
important habitat types for several species but most notably bighorn sheep and elk.
Alignment B would bisect or come within ¼ mile of significant amounts of critical
habitat. These habitat types include winter range, winter concentration areas, severe
winter range, production areas, and migration zones for bighorn sheep and elk as well
as fall concentration areas for black bear. Please see the Thompson report for detailed
information on the overlap of wildlife habitat and different trail alignments.

B.

Current Wildlife Populations Are Below Historical Averages
3
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Existing human development and activities have already caused significant impacts to regional
wildlife populations. While the Crystal Valley Trail may not represent the most significant
impact to regional wildlife populations, a trail built through critical habitat will increase the
stress and impacts to wildlife populations already in decline. The decision of which alignment to
choose must be taken in context of recent declines in wildlife populations including:
•

Over the last 20 years, the local bighorn sheep population has declined by
approximately 80%.

•

The local deer population has declined by approximately 46% from the historical
objective in the 1980s and 1990s and is now close to its lowest level in 40 years.

•

The elk population is stressed and below its herd objective with a declining calf / cow
ratio that will continue the declining population trend.1

While certain other factors likely have greater impacts to wildlife populations than a new trail
(e.g. spread of diseases from domestic sheep to wild populations), construction and use of a
trail will further impact populations and will due so indefinitely. Adding yet another stressor to
local wildlife constitutes irresponsible management at a time with so many existing impacts.
Regardless of its relative impacts, a trail constructed through currently unfragmented habitat
will only increase the challenges faced by local wildlife populations.
C.
Vulnerable to Disturbance from the Trail’s “Zone of Influence.”
While there are direct impacts from construction and the physical presence of a trail, by far the
greatest impact of any trail comes from its use by humans and the corresponding change in
behavior by animals. Use of a trail causes wildlife to change their behavior in or outright
abandon the areas on either side of it. Each time a human passes by, animals’ stress levels can
increase and they are less likely to spend time eating, caring for young or sheltering. For many
species, survival is strictly a mathematic equation. Individuals feed as much as they can during
the summer and fall, building up caloric reserves. During the winter, they are slowly starving.
Human caused disturbance leads to less time eating and more time either fleeing, abandoning
food and being exposed to the elements. All of this causes a decreased caloric balance and
results in a reduction in survival, breeding, calving and rearing of young.2
The two proposed alignments for the Crystal Trail would cause significantly different impacts
largely due to the fact that the A alignment is located almost entirely within highway 133’s
existing zone of influence. The impacts to wildlife from Highway 133 have already significantly
affected the landscape and the addition of a trail would have minimal to no new impacts on
wildlife use of important habitat surrounding the highway. Conversely, a trail built along
1

Thompson Report at 55, n. 40.

2

See Thompson Report at 37 - 48.
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alignment B would establish a new zone of influence that would compromise hundreds of acres
of wildlife habitat. The zone of influence created by alignment B would be profound in areas
east of the river and north of Redstone that have been, up to this point, protected from
significant human disturbance. While seasonal closures may reduce the impacts from trail use
they only do so for part of the year. Many animals use the area year round through which
alignment B would run. While the greatest impacts are likely to be reduced by seasonal
closures, building a major trail through currently isolated, buffered, effective and unfragmented
habitat will have an undeniable and negative impact on wildlife using the Crystal Valley.
II.

All Studies and Wildlife Professionals Agree That a Near Highway Alignment Would Be
Significantly Better for Wildlife.

The impacts to wildlife from a potential trail up the Crystal River have been examined
numerous times over the past decade. The Crystal River Caucus, Colorado Parks and Wildlife,
the Wilderness Workshop and Pitkin County have all examined wildlife impacts from a Crystal
Trail. Without exception, all these sources document the importance of wildlife habitat along
the east side of the Crystal River north of Redstone and acknowledge that a trail alignment
largely following the old railroad grade would have greater impacts than one following a near
highway alignment.
A.
Crystal River Caucus 2007
In 2007, the Caucus commissioned an inventory and assessment of wildlife habitat in the
Crystal River valley for consideration in determining appropriate management, development,
and recreational trail plans for the valley3. The primary purpose of the study was to identify and
evaluate areas that qualified as “critical habitat” (as defined by the Pitkin County Land Use
Code) in the Crystal River valley. The analysis focused on the relatively unfragmented, intact
County Open Space and Forest Service lands buffered from human activities by the Crystal River
since approximately 1942 (65 years), now supporting bighorn sheep, elk, and a wide variety of
other wildlife.
The Caucus’s biological analysis divided the 18-mile analysis area into six, three-mile study or
heritage areas (Placita, Redstone, Filoha Meadows, Avalanche Creek, Red Wind Point, and
Thompson Creek). The report quantified the relative value of each area based on four criteria:
•

Plant habitat and vegetation

•

Rare and imperiled (threatened) species and communities

•

Wildlife activity use areas

•

Stream and riparian (streamside) habitat health

As a result of their analysis, the Crystal River Caucus (2007) provided a summary of
recommendations, some of which are particularly pertinent to OST’s current decision on where
3

Crystal River Caucus. 2007. Crystal River Caucus wildlife and habitat report, 2007, an inventory and assessment of
wildlife habitat, Crystal River Valley. Crystal River Caucus. July 16, 2016. 14 pp.
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to locate a trail in the Crystal Valley:
•

“That accessing designated critical Open Space and Forest Service lands with high
impact bicycle thoroughfare trails is not appropriate.

•

That appropriate public access of critical habitat, Open Space, and U.S. Forest lands
include minimal impact recreation and educational activities compatible with wildlife
use patterns.

•

That seasonal closures are not sustainable in protecting the winter range of elk and
bighorn sheep and cannot be used to mitigate the impact of a bike-pedestrian trail.

•

That the best long term use of the dedicated property tax is to include the proposed
trail on a safe and expanded shoulder of Highway 133 and avoiding [critical] wildlife
[habitats].”

The Crystal River Caucus endorsed the Crystal River Trail, as long as it would be located within
the Highway 133 corridor.
The Crystal River Caucus (2007) also made the following recommendation to OST:
“The Task Force recommends that no provision be made for including a trail alignment
through Pitkin County Open Space within the Crystal River Valley. There should be no plans
for a bicycle / pedestrian trail in the management plans for the Red Wind Point, Filoha
Meadows Heritage Areas or other county open spaces. It is recommended that only
minimal impact activities, compatible with existing wildlife patterns, be included. This will
provide access into Open Space for the taxpayer and allow the recreation and educational
return they deserve, while protecting wildlife and habitat.”
B.
Rick Thompson’s Analysis
In March 2017 Wilderness Workshop retained Western Ecosystems, Inc. to conduct an
independent review of the more significant wildlife issues associated with potential effects of
the Crystal River multi-use recreation trail in Pitkin County using the most current data and the
best available science. Mr. Thompson was asked to (1) educate the public about the more
significant wildlife-related issues and impacts arising from any new trail construction and (2)
provide facts to Pitkin County and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) for the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) process.
Since wildlife concerns have been one of the most important resource issues associated with
the proposed trail since its conception in the early 1990’s, Mr. Thompson was asked to not only
conduct his own analysis but to summarize past ecological work as well. The record
documenting critical, high value, and diverse wildlife habitats in the valley was consistent and
extensive. In particular, former analyses of wildlife and habitat use in the Crystal River valley
highlighted the importance of the largely intact, isolated, unfragmented, and high value wildlife
habitats on the east side of the Crystal River north of the town of Redstone.
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The evaluation of current wildlife use of the Crystal River valley was based largely on the large
wildlife and ecological databases, particularly Colorado Parks and Wildlife (CPW) mapping.
Federally-listed and proposed animal species, USFS Region 2 sensitive animal species, eight
CPW-mapped wildlife species, habitat conditions, other wildlife groups, and other noteworthy
resource issues were considered. Bighorn sheep and elk were highlighted by the report as
wildlife species of particular concern.
Additionally, Mr. Thompson summarized the general effects of recreational use on wildlife and
case studies documenting wildlife responses to different user groups pertinent to the particular
species and potential trail issues in the Crystal River analysis area. His scientific literature
review showed how all types of recreational activities can have negative effects on wildlife.
Mr. Thompson’s analysis concluded that:
• The Crystal River trail would have the least negative effects on wildlife habitats and
ecological communities if it was located within existing disturbance corridors (i.e., along
Highway 133 and Redstone Boulevard).
• A trail following a near highway alignment would cross through some important wildlife
habitats and result in direct and indirect habitat losses. However, all of the affected
habitat would be within the highway’s and Redstone Boulevard’s existing zones of
influence, where habitat effectiveness has been reduced for most species, including
those species of greatest concern (sheep and elk).
• A near highway trail alignment would be far better for the wildlife community than
introducing new trail use into currently buffered, isolated, highly effective, and large
unfragmented blocks of critical and important wildlife habitat. These conclusion’s are
consistent with ecological recommendations: (1) in the scientific literature, (2) from
CPW, (3) in the 2007 Crystal River Caucus Wildlife and Habitat Report, and (4) in the
2008 Filoha Meadows Management Plan.
• Depending on the trail segments selected, the Crystal River trail could either have
relatively minor effects on wildlife and ecological communities, or have the largest,
single, negative effect to wildlife habitats in the valley since Highway 133 was upgraded
in the late 1960’s.
C.
Pitkin County’s Analysis
As part of its trail planning process Pitkin County hired several environmental consultants to
analyze different trail alignments’ impact to wildlife and vegetation. Like the other studies,
Pitkin County’s assessment also highlighted impacts to wildlife and vegetation in places like Red
Wind Point, Janeway, Avalanche Creek, the Narrows and Filoha Meadows. In comparing
alignments, the county’s study found significant impacts to wildlife from a trail built through
undisturbed landscapes and minimal impacts from near highway alignments.
Pitkin County’s Study, while generally thorough, does fail to disclose certain habitat impacts.
Most notably, because the study assumes that existing seasonal closures will remain in place,
there is minimal discussion of how a trail would impact important seasonal wildlife habitats if
seasonal closures are not 100% effective. OST should undertake a thorough study of how
7
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effective seasonal wildlife closure have to be to ensure no impacts to wildlife populations and
how much it costs to enforce seasonal closures to ensure no impacts to wildlife.
Secondly the County’s study is inconsistent in how it describes impacts to elk habitat for
segments: Castle, Bear Creek, and McClure Pass. In the text of the full report impacts to elk
winter range are described for both trail alternatives. However, in the evaluation summary
where impacts are ranked and compared between alternatives, the impact to elk winter range
are either not mentioned at all or only mentioned with regards to the near highway alignment.
This results in the County’s analysis concluding there is no difference in environmental impacts
between the two alternatives for these three segments when in fact significant ones exists.
Lastly, the County’s report assumes that impacts to wildlife would be minor in several areas
where alignment B would be built near or over existing illegal or social trails. While it does
make sense to acknowledge this existing use, without quantifying the difference in current use
compared to the amount of new use that would occur with a new trail it is disingenuous to
describe the impacts as minor.
D.
CPW/DOW history of comments
In addition to the studies listed above, Colorado Parks and Wildlife (formerly Colorado Division
of Wildlife) has consistently raised concerns about the trail. Their district wildlife managers
have voiced similar concerns about negative impacts to wildlife and on several occasions have
requested that any trail avoid the important wildlife habitat in the Valley, most notably on the
east side of the river north of Redstone. District wildlife managers know the land and wildlife
best and have listed their main concerns as:
• The challenge of enforcing seasonal closures;
• The increased stress a trail would bring to an already diminished bighorn sheep
population;
• Damage to critical habitat in places like Avalanche Creek, the Narrows and Filoha
Meadows;
• Maintaining current habitat in its undisturbed state, given the loss of so much important
valley bottom habitat across the region.
Please see Mr. Thompson’s report for a comprehensive summary of communication and
concerns from CDOW/CPW staff regarding location of a trail in the Crystal Valley.4
III.

Specific Wildlife Habitat to Avoid

A.
Filoha
Proposed Alternative Route “Filoha B” would bisect the middle of Filoha Meadows, along the
abandoned railroad grade. This potential route would have a significant negative impact on
some of the most scenic and sensitive wildlife habitat in the Crystal River Valley. As noted in the
Thompson Report, a trail’s “zone of influence” would be particularly damaging to habitat in
4

See Thompson Report at 18.
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Filoha because it provides critical winter range and production grounds for bighorn sheep and
elk. This is due in part to the area’s unique geothermal qualities, which create snow-free range
during winter. Filoha also provides summer range and important seasonal forage for these
species. The 2007 study by the Crystal River Caucus ranked Filoha 10 out of 10 for wildlife
activity.5 The area has special geological features, including a mineral lick at Penny Hot Springs
used heavily by bighorn sheep in early summer (sheep would have to cross the trail at Filoha to
access the lick). Filoha, because of its singular ecological character and wildlife-friendly
attributes, should not be considered as a location for trail development.
i.
Wildlife Officials Have Long Recommended Against a Trail Through Filoha.
The likely negative impact of a trail along the railroad grade has been specifically commented
upon by wildlife officials for many years. The Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife (formerly
Division of Wildlife, and collectively “CPW / CDOW”) has consistently and publicly stated since
at least 2003 that a trail should not be built along this route.
In 2002, when Pitkin County applied for a grant from the Great Outdoors of Colorado (GOCO)
trust fund to acquire the 50-acre Filoha Meadows parcel from private landowners, CPW /
CDOW supported the application because of the “excellent opportunity to preserve significant
wildlife habitat,” including “important elk and bighorn sheep winter range.”6 Subsequently, Pat
Tucker, then area director of CPW / CDOW, clarified that his Division’s support of the
acquisition was “based entirely on protecting this critical area for wildlife.”7 In a December
2003 letter to Dale Will of OST, Mr. Tucker explained in detail the negative impacts on wintering
elk and bighorn sheep populations, also noting the existence of a “viable alternative” route on
the west side of the river that would have little impact. Mr. Tucker concluded that “[i]t remains
our professional judgment that a developed trail on the railroad right of way would be
detrimental to wildlife . . . and we would strongly urge that it not be built there.”
As far as Wilderness Workshop is aware, CPW / CDOW’s professional judgment remains
essentially unchanged today. Conditions in Filoha have not changed since CPW / CDOW issued
its prior recommendations strongly urging the County not to build there. If anything, conditions
for wildlife in the Crystal River Valley have deteriorated since the early 2000s.
Indeed, former CPW / CDOW area manager Kevin Wright (now retired after 30 years) has
penned two letters to Pitkin County in recent years emphasizing his expert opinion that
“[p]lacement of the trail along the old railroad grade east of the river will have significant
negative impacts to wildlife and the environment. It should not be placed along the east side
of the river.” (emphasis in original).8 Mr. Wright identified a number of threats posed by an
east-side trail, including “loss of and alteration of habitat due to construction of the trail and
5

See description of the 2007 Crystal River Caucus study above.
Letter from Pat Tucker to GOCO, Feb. 25, 2002.
7
Letter from Pat Tucker to Dale Will, Director of OST, Dec. 19, 2003.
8
Letter from Kevin Wright to Pitkin County OST and BOCC, March 23, 2017; see also Letter from Kevin Wright to
Pitkin County OST and BOCC, Nov. 15, 2015.
6
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disturbance by users, fragmentation of the habitat, displacement to less preferred habitats, and
increased stress which can lead to lower reproductive success.”
Over the years, several other CPW / CDOW wildlife managers, including John Groves, Perry Will,
and John Seidel, have communicated similar concerns about Filoha and east-side trail
development.9
Wilderness Workshop strongly urges Pitkin County and OST to heed the well-founded advice of
CPW / CDOW wildlife managers, who have the appropriate training, on-the-ground experience,
and legal responsibility for protecting wildlife. Publically funded experts’ repeated warnings
about the risks to wildlife should not be disregarded.
ii.
A Multi-use Bike and Pedestrian Trail Through Filoha Would Be Inconsistent
with Pitkin County’s History of Protecting Filoha.
To develop a paved multi-use trail through Filoha would undermine Pitkin County’s
longstanding efforts to protect the area’s unique and sensitive ecological character:
•

In 1992, before the County had acquired the 50-acre Filoha Meadows parcel, the County
rejected a proposed real estate development in the area. The County zoning board took
the position that it “would recommended that no trail be placed through the property
because of potential wildlife and visual impacts.”10

•

In 2002 Pitkin County acquired the 50-acres Filoha Meadows parcel from private
landowners. The transaction was completed with the support of a GOCO grant, on the
condition that a conservation easement for the property was granted to The Roaring
Fork Conservancy. The Deed of Conservation Easement states that its purpose is to
protect the property’s “critical wildlife habitat, bighorn sheep and elk winter range,
excellent quality aquatic habitat and wetland and riparian areas” noting the “50 acres
which remains in a substantially undisturbed and natural state.”11 The easement gives
the Roaring Fork Conservancy the power to ensure that recreational uses like bicycling
take place “in accordance with standards intended to assure non-interference with the
critical wildlife, riparian, wetland and river habitat . . .” and to ensure that “the location
of any trail will not substantially diminish or impair Conservation Values of the Property .
. . .”12

9

Letter from Perry Will to PCOST, March 31, 2008; Letter from John Groves to Crystal River Wildlife Task Force,
Dec. 26, 2006; Letter from John Seidel to Crystal River Wildlife Task Force, Dec. 19, 2006.
10
Letter from Mary Lackner, Pitkin County Planner, to Pitkin County Planning and Zoning Board, Dec. 8, 1992.
11
Deed of Conservation Easement, January 2003, at 1.
12
Id. at 4, section 5(F). See also Pitkin County Code, Title 12: Open Space and Trails, Section 12-04-090 (“The terms
and conditions of Conservation or Trail Easements or other approved agreements between the County and private
property owners are incorporated into these regulations by reference.”)
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•

In 2003, Pitkin County’s own Wildlife Biologist penned a memo to Dale Will, OST
Director, emphasizing the need to protect Filoha from a trail: “It is incumbent upon the
County to actively pursue a bicycle trail alignment that will completely avoid the east
side of the Crystal Rivers at Filoha Meadows Open Space.”13

•

In 2008, after five years of study, OST prepared a management plan for Filoha
Meadows. This plan is inconsistent with a paved, high-impact, multi-use trail. The
Management Plan currently allows only limited access for “low impact environmental
education” and “[t]o study, protect, and enhance the ecological communities with
particular emphasis on those that are unique and rare, while affirming a commitment to
“enhance the outstanding wildlife habitat areas.”

•

The Management Plan thoroughly and eloquently confirms the County’s commitment to
preserving the unique ecological characteristics of Filoha: “The property contains unique
ecological communities due to the hot springs and geothermal activity underlying the
property. The geothermal activity results in snow-free meadows, providing critical
winter range for bighorn sheep and elk. Elk calve near the Crystal River, beavers create
wetlands, and predators like coyotes and foxes use the meadows for their hunting
grounds. Filoha exemplifies the PCOST’s mission of protecting areas with outstanding
scenic, natural, and wildlife habitat values. The management of Filoha will protect and
enhance the meadows and riparian habitat that are so important to wildlife. It will also
provide soft surface nature trails and the opportunity for environmental education
highlighting the extensive wetland and riparian habitat that exists on Filoha.”

Given the County’s laudable past efforts to preserve the ecological character of Filoha (as well
as CPW / CDOW’s repeated warnings about the negative effect of a trail) it is puzzling that
OST’s current proposal says that the “Filoha B” route would have only a “moderate” impact on
wildlife habitat.14 OST’s current position that the impact of this route would be no more than
“moderate” seems likely to be based on the notion that existing or expanded seasonal closures
would satisfactorily mitigate the route’s harm.15 On the contrary, as explained further below in
Section IV of this letter, seasonal closures are unlikely to be a reliable mitigation tool in
sensitive habitat areas east of the river. Additionally, even without considering seasonally
sensitive wildlife habitat, the unique and sensitive ecosystem and habitat types with Filoha and
it’s location as an unobstructed corridor to the Crystal River from protected wildlife habitat to
the East are clear indications that any additional trail construction and increased use of the are
would be significantly detrimental to wildlife.
B.

Red Wind Point, Janeway, The Narrows, and Avalanche:

13

See Dec. 14, 2003 OST Memo.
See Slide 13 in the “Explore Trail Alternatives” page of OST’s proposal, at
http://pitkincounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=ba230179031844598caaad298f3524d3.

14

15

The methodology by which the County concluded that the impact would be “moderate” is unclear.
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While Filoha is likely the highest profile area that would be negatively affected by a trail built
along alignment B, Red Wind Point, Janeway, the Narrows, and Avalanche Creek would all be
similarly impacted by a trail. This conclusion is borne out not only in outside reports but by the
analysis commissioned by Pitkin County and completed by ERO.
The combined effects of a trail built through some or all of these areas could have a cumulative
negative impact on wildlife in the Crystal Valley, which in total could exceed the projected
impacts for any individual segment. Without repeating the comments made above, additional
specific factors relating to each distinct area are discussed below.
i.
Red Wind Point
The 65-acre Red Wind Point Open Space hosts a high degree of wildlife activity. It is a winter
concentration and production area for bighorn sheep and elk, on par with Avalanche Creek and
Filoha Meadows in importance for those species’ winter range.16 It also provides summer
range for bighorn sheep. CPW / CDOW identified this property as early as 1992 as extremely
important to preserve due to the critical winter range of the upland dry meadow and upper
slopes for bighorn sheep. From December through April bighorn sheep forage on the upper
sections of the property. Many other wildlife species use Red Wind Point for forage and
breeding sites.
The 2007 study by the Crystal River Caucus rated Red Wind Point an 8 out of 10 for wildlife
activity.17
A Management Plan for Red Wind Point was adopted in 2005. According to the plan, “to
protect bighorn sheep habitat, the upper slopes and dry meadow will be closed year-round to
public use and a seasonal closure of the entire property will be implemented from December 1
– April 30. This closure is necessary because the wildlife characteristics of the upper portions of
the property necessitate limited public access to the trail along the former Crystal River
Railroad Grade and allowing sheep access to the river during the winter.”
The Management Plan creates two overall goals that are relevant here: (1) “Protect and
enhance the bighorn sheep habitat,” and (2) “Provide a multi-use trail along the former Crystal
River Railroad grade.”
Unfortunately, these two goals are in conflict. As demonstrated in the Thompson Report, a
paved multi-use trail will bring a significant new source of human recreational activity into this
area and is likely to have a detrimental effect on wildlife.18 This is particularly true of sensitive
winter range for bighorn sheep, which are already under severe duress, where even a small
number of closure violations can negatively affect lamb / sheep ratios.

16

See Thompson Report Tables 5.1-5.3 at 11-12.
See Thompson Report Table 5.3 at 12.
18
See Thompson Report at 37-48.
17
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Having already declined by 80% in recent decades, the Crystal Valley’s sheep population is
simply too fragile to allow a major new disturbance in their winter range. The trail, therefore,
should not be developed on Alternative Route “B” through Red Wind Point, but should instead
take the “A” route where impacts are low.
ii.
Janeway
The proposed Alternative Route “Janeway North B” intersects high-quality riparian habitat,
leading to the possible removal of trees and native species during construction and permanent
loss of some riparian vegetation where the trail would be sited. Route “B” through Janeway
also would intersect high-quality undisturbed habitat of elk and bighorn sheep. These
disturbances are unwarranted because of the viable low-impact alternative west of the river
along the “Janeway North A” and “Janeway South A” routes.
iii.
Avalanche Creek
Avalanche Creek is a winter concentration and production area for bighorn sheep and elk, on
par with Red Wind Point and Filoha Meadows in importance for those species’ winter range.19
It also provides summer range for bighorn sheep and elk.
Avalanche Creek contains seasonal closures that already are not strictly enforced. Additional
closures are likely to fare no better given the increased use and awareness a trail would bring to
this area.
The 2007 study by the Crystal River Caucus rated Avalanche Creek a 9 out of 10 for wildlife
activity.20 Additionally, the proposed route “B” south of Avalanche Creek would intersect a
previously undisturbed diverse native-plant community.
For all of the above reasons, a trail should not be developed east of the river on the “B” route
through Avalanche Creek, or through any other critical habitat east of the Crystal River, but
should instead be developed along the low-impact “A” route west of the river. The potential
impacts on individual segments of habitat, and cumulatively on the entire east side of the trail,
are significant and cannot be reliably mitigated.
iv.
The Narrows
A bighorn sheep migration corridor occurs in the Narrows on the west side of Elephant
Mountain. Much of the sheep movements through this corridor follow the historic railroad
grade and a closely parallel grade. Overall sheep use of this local corridor occurs from
November 15 to May 1. CPW / CDOW officials have documented bighorn sheep traveling along
this railroad corridor between Penny Hot Springs and Lower Avalanche Creek from as early as
August to as late as June. CPW / CDOW considers this area crucial for bighorns due to the
adequate escape cover provided by the rockslide and cliffs to the east, the mineral rich grounds

19
20

See Thompson Report Tables 5.1-5.3 at 11-12.
See Thompson Report Table 5.3 at 12.
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provided by the natural hot springs, and the effective buffer of the Crystal River from vehicle
and other human-caused disturbances.21
Alternative Route “Narrows B” would occupy one of the two parallel railroad grades that are
the centerlines of this sheep migration corridor. As pointed out in more detail below in Section
V, the Pitkin County Land Use Code generally protects “corridors of movement” for wildlife.
A trail, therefore, should not be developed through this important wildlife corridor along Route
“B” through the Narrows, particularly given the availability of the west-side alternative “A”
which would not affect the corridor.
v.
McClure Pass
The old McClure Pass Road switchbacks are currently used to some extent year-round. Their
use is limited by parking availability, winter snowpack on the trail, and the site’s relative
remoteness from recreationist starting points. There are important wildlife habitats that are
bisected by the switchbacks that could be negatively affected by increased trail use, including
breeding birds and elk, bald eagle, black bear, and moose habitats.
Because a recreation trail could be located along the highway from Hayes Creek Canyon all of
the way up to the McClure Pass summit, impacts to wildlife would be minimized if the trail was
associated with the highway. Such a trail would occur largely within habitats whose
effectiveness is already compromised by highway effects. Improving and increasing use of the
old McClure Pass Road switchbacks through largely effective habitat would negatively affect a
moderate number of important wildlife species.
IV.

Seasonal Closures Are Not Sufficient to Protect Wildlife from Impacts

Seasonal closures are contemplated for several sections of Alignment B, including Red Wind
point, Janeway, Avalanche Creek and Filoha Meadows. The County’s report also seems to
indicate that additional closures might be put in place south of Redstone but the language in
the report is not definitive. The County should clarify their intent with precise dates and
locations. Please see Mr. Thompson’s report for detailed recommendations on both use and
construction closures for any off-highway trail alignment.
The County’s report also comments on the efficacy of seasonal closures and notes that
depending on location and level of enforcement seasonal closures have varying degree of
success. What is not included in the County’s report and must be before any trail alignment is
selected that would utilizes a seasonal closure, is an analysis of how effective a seasonal closure
has to be to eliminate or minimize to an acceptable level impacts to wildlife. While this
information may be difficult to quantify, the burden of proof is on the County to demonstrate
that enforcement will result in few enough violations to make the closure worthwhile. Mr.
Thompson’s report raised this issue citing scientific studies that highlight the limited
21

See Thompson Report at 26.
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effectiveness of seasonal closures. In summary: “It takes a relatively small percentage of
closure violations and few people to alter wildlife behavior and habitat use,” and even “minor,
seemingly harmless human disturbances” can “lead to habitat avoidance, lowered body weight,
increased starvation probabilities, increased susceptibility to predators, and small pre-winter
body mass of offspring leaving them less fit for overwinter survival.”22 The County must
determine what that maximum number of closure violations each trail segment can sustain and
commit to enforcement to keep the number below that level.
A.

CPW/CDOW Managers Have Reported the Limited Effectiveness of Seasonal
Closures.
CPW / CDOW wildlife managers have repeatedly informed the County that seasonal closures in
the Crystal Valley are of limited effectiveness due to routine violations, difficulty in enforcing
remote closures, and the damage done to wildlife by just a few violations:
•

Pat Tucker explained the position of CPW / CDOW in his 2003 letter to OST: “[T]he
Division has serious reservations about the effectiveness of such [closures]. Past
experience with agreeing to trail closures has shown them to be ineffective and
unenforced. Even if only a ‘few’ people choose to violate a closure, impacts to wintering
wildlife occur and over time will force these animals to move out their preferred area,
which could ultimately affect their recruitment and/or survival. Enforcement in this
area is complicated by the remoteness of the location and the lack of enforcement
personnel dedicated to it. There are several local examples where, in the beginning of
the project, a seasonal closure was committed to for wildlife protection but later
became compromised due to a lack of compliance from users and a lack of enforcement
actions to the violators.”23

•

Wildlife managers Perry Will, John Groves, and John Seidel, and USFS wildlife biologists
Phil Nyland and Mark Lacy, have all written to the County expressing similar views,
based on personal experience, about the limited effectiveness of seasonal closures due
to widespread violations.24

•

Former wildlife manager Kevin Wright expressed his view in letters to the County: “One
of the more common mitigation measures for wildlife is seasonal closures. However,
seasonal closures are only as effective as they are enforced. The public just doesn’t
always comply with these closures. A prime example of this are the constant closure
violations of the government trail in the Burnt Mountain / East Village area. People
walk around physical gates with signage, they lift their bikes over the gates, and they

22

Thompson Report at 55; see also id. at 37-48.
See supra n. 4.
24
See supra notes 3-6.
23
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have even built a bandit trail in the closure area. My faith in seasonal closures is not
great anymore due to the constant violations.”25
B.

Current East-Side Closures Are Easier to Enforce Due to Limited Access, but
There Are Still Widespread Violations.
It is worth noting that existing seasonal closures east of the Crystal River (including those at
Filoha, Avalanche Creek, and elsewhere) are currently violated by the public even though
access east of the river is limited. The proposed Alternative Route “B” would introduce far
greater human access to the east side of the river, dramatically increasing the number of
visitors and access point and therefore the number of potential closure violations.
C.
The Rio Grande Closures Are Not Analogous.
Wilderness Workshop is aware of the argument that seasonal closures on Alternative Route “B”
should be viewed as reliable mitigation tools because the County has had success with closures
on the Rio Grande Trail.26 This is a misguided comparison. The Rio Grande Trail seasonal
closures are not analogous for at least two reasons: (1) the Rio Grande closures are on the edge
of critical winter range, whereas the Crystal Valley is the heart of critical winter habitat for elk
and bighorn sheep and deer, any violations in the Crystal Valley will have a much greater
impacts than those on the Rio Grand Trail; and (2) the closures at Rock Bottom Ranch and
Catherine’s Store are much more easily monitored given their easy-to-access locations, in
contrast with the numerous remote closures in the Crystal Valley which would be difficult to
monitor.
D.
Any Use of Seasonal Closures Must be Guaranteed in Perpetuity
Seasonal closures are only as good as the commitment and resources to enforce them. There is
no guarantee that these resources will always be available. The United States Forest Service
does not have the money or resources to fund closure enforcement. OST depends on periodic
re-authorization by voters. This creates the risk that at some point in the future there may not
be enough money, resources, or political support to enforce the closures. As Mr. Thompson’s
report notes, citing several studies, “[w]hen trail siting and management don’t work, the trail
and associated wildlife impacts generally remain. It is rare for trails, once built, to be
decommissioned, even when negative effects are known and documented.”27
Seasonal closures should only be used as a last resort. There are certain places where the risk
to wildlife from even a few violations means that a trail should simply never be built there.
Where they are used as a mitigation measure they must include conditions that:
25

See supra n. 5.

26

See Guest Opinion: The Path Is Clear for Crystal Valley Trail, by Bill Spence, The Post Independent, published May
27, 2017, available at http://www.postindependent.com/opinion/guest-opinion-the-path-is-clear-for-crystalvalley-trail/; see also Rio Grande Trail, 2013 Wildlife Monitoring Update, available at https://www.rfta.com/wpcontent/uploads/2015/09/2013_rgt_wildlife_monitoring_report.pdf.
27

See Thompson Report at 38.
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•
•
•
•

Legally guarantee their existence perpetuity
Fund their enforcement in perpetuity
Ensure enforcement will be frequent enough to result in fewer than five
violations per season
Require complete closure of the trail or portions of the trail if violations surpass
a certain threshold

In the past five years the White River National Forest approved two new motorized trail
systems: the Tenderfoot and Basalt to Gypsum. Both of these approvals came with a proactive
and adaptive management plan that laid out clear thresholds for violations of seasonal closures
and construction of illegal trails that would result in management actions up to and including
closure of the trail system. If Pitkin County is committed to protection of wildlife it should
include a similar management plan as part of any new trail that employs seasonal closures.
V.

Many Pitkin County Policies Require the Protection of Biodiversity.

When making its alignment recommendations, OST should carefully consider
Pitkin County’s existing policies regarding wildlife protection. Numerous policies mandate the
preservation of biodiversity.
Of particular note, as explained further below in subsection B, Pitkin County’s general land use
standards contain strong protections for wildlife. If the trail development were undertaken by
any entity other than the County itself, an east-side alignment would directly violate several
provisions of the Land Use Code. Were OST to recommend an alignment that violated its own
general land use standards, this would send the wrong message to the community and would
undermine the County’s role as a leader in biodiversity protection.
A.

Under the “Location and Extent Review,” An East-Side Alignment Would Be
Inappropriate.
In 2006, Pitkin County exempted itself from the Land Use Code for trail construction on public
lands, thereby revising the standards concerning wildlife habitat protection to make them more
lenient for the County than for other types of developers. To satisfy the Code in this instance,
the County must perform a “Location and Extent” review and conform trail development to any
applicable Master Plan. Even under this lenient standard, the proposed east-side alignment
would be inappropriate.
Pursuant to “Location and Extent” review provisions, Section 2-30-30, the primary criterion is
conformance of the proposed trail development with any applicable Master Plan. Here, the
Crystal River Valley Master Plan of 2016 is relevant.
The Crystal River Valley Master Plan contemplates both the development of a trail and the
protection of wildlife. Importantly, the Plan repeatedly states that wildlife protection is of
paramount concern and that any impact on wildlife should be minimized:
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•

“The Caucus supports development of a Pedestrian and Bicycle Path as part of the West
Elk Loop path within the existing highway right-of-way and / or on a separate grade
where appropriate. The safety of users and wildlife protection should be paramount in
planning such a path.”28

•

“Maintain lands within the Crystal River Valley Planning Area in a manner that protects
the natural environment and maintains the rural character of the valley.”29

•

“A bicycle and pedestrian trail as part of the West Elk Loop should be developed. Trails
should be designed to protect human safety and utility while minimizing impact upon
wildlife, habitat, and stream health and integrity. The Caucus supports expanding nonmotorized recreational activities, to maintain the integrity of the Valley’s ecosystems . . .
.”30

•

“Future development must:
o “Protect wildlife and wildlife habitat, and air and water quality and quantity.”
o “Preserve, protect and improve water resources and riparian and wetland
habitat throughout the Crystal River vally.”
o “Protect wildlife and wildlife habitat, and air and water quality and quantity.”
o “Support ecologically sustainable development setbacks from streams.”31

The only way for the County to fully conform to the above wildlife-protection principles and
goals articulated in the Crystal River Valley Master Plan is to avoid an off-highway alignment,
particularly through segments east of the Crystal River containing critical and sensitive habitat
such as Red Wind Point, Janeway, Avalanche Creek, The Narrows, Filoha Meadow and lands
below McClure Pass.
B.

The County’s General Land Use Standards Would, If Applicable, Prohibit an
East-Side Alignment in Several Segments.
The sections of the Land Use Code noted below would apply to the trail in question if the
development were undertaken by any entity other than the County. These code provisions
illustrate the County’s general policy of protecting biodiversity and wildlife habitat. OST should
take these standards into account when making its alignment recommendations, and should
not simply disregard them because the County is technically exempt from compliance.

28

Crystal River Valley Master Plan at 2.
Crystal River Valley Master Plan at 3.
30
Crystal River Valley Master Plan at 3.
31
Crystal River Valley Master Plan at 5 – 7.
29
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1.

Section 7-20-70(b) of the Pitkin County Land Use Code: Wildlife Habitat
Areas.

Section 7-20-70 of the Land Use Code “establishes land use standards for wildlife habitat to
preserve, protect, and expand the full range of biodiversity present in Pitkin County. Wildlife
habitat shall be addressed broadly to include locations that are ecologically significant and
where activities . . . would interfere with important wildlife functions and activities.”
(emphasis added).
This section of the Land Use Code lists five “principles” designed to protect wildlife habitat
(defined as “Constrained Areas”):
•

7-20-70(b)(1): “Maintain large, intact areas of native vegetation and habitat area by
preventing fragmentation of those patches by development.” (emphasis added).
o Comment: Alignment “B” would fragment several habitat areas east of the
Crystal River including Red Wind Point, Janeway, Avalanche Creek, The Narrows,
Filoha Meadow and lands below McClure Pass.

•

7-20-70(b)(3) “Maintain connections among wildlife habitats by identifying and
protecting corridors for movement.” (emphasis added).
o Comment: Alignment “B” would affect at least one wildlife corridor of
movement. The Narrows is a well-established corridor for bighorn sheep
movement.

•

7-20-70(b)(5) “Minimize the combined and cumulative impacts of activities and
development on wildlife species, wildlife habitat, wildlife movement, and unique
landscape elements.” (emphasis added).
o Comment: The combined and cumulative effects on wildlife can be minimized
only by developing the trail on Alignment “A” with a near highway alignment.
2.

•

Section 7-20-70(f) of the Land Use Code: Additional Species-Specific Standards

Section 70-20-70(f)(1). “Development is prohibited within deer, elk, and bighorn sheep
winter concentration areas and severe winter range areas.” (emphasis added).
o Comment: This section prohibits “development” in winter range. The term
“development” usually includes trails. See section 70-10-20 (“The construction
of new trails and the relocation of existing trails are subject to the standards in
this Chapter 7.”)

•

Section 70-20-70(f)(2)(a) “High impact recreational uses are prohibited.”
19
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o Comment: This section prohibits “high impact” recreation in deer, elk, and
bighorn sheep winter range. Route Alternative “B” potentially brings “high
impact” recreation to winter range east of the river.
•

Section 70-20-20(f)(4) “Development is prohibited within deer and elk production
areas.”
o Comment: This section prohibits development in deer and elk production areas,
and would apply to several areas east of the river including Filoha Meadows,
Avalanche Creek, and Red Wind Point.

3. Section 70-20-80: River and Stream Corridors and Wetlands Exceptions.
•

Section 70-20-80(c)(1): “Bridges, roads, paved and gravel trails . . . may be permitted in
riparian and wetland buffer areas upon a finding that there is no feasible alternative
location and that any adverse impacts will be adequately mitigated as required by
subsection (d) below.
o Comment: This provision would prohibit bridge and trail development in any
riparian and wetland buffer areas found in Filoha Meadows, Janeway North, and
Avalanche Creek, because there is a feasible alternative location for the trail
west of the river.

4. Section 7-10-60: Priorities in Locating Activity or Development.
•

Section 7-10-60(a) Avoidance: “The activity or development shall be located on a
portion of the site that is free from Constrained Areas . . .”
o Comment: This section establishes a principle of “avoidance,” meaning that
development should be directed to portions of property free of wildlife habitat.
This principle weighs in favor of locating the trail on Alignment “A” along the
Highway 133 right of way where there is little to no constrained habitat.

C.
Pitkin County’s Biodiversity Policy Weighs in Favor of Near-Highway Alignment.
In 2016, Pitkin County Open Space and Trails passed a Biodiversity Policy to guide OST’s
approach to habitat preservation as balanced against recreational use and development.
The Policy contains strong wording mandating the protection of biodiversity, which in this
case would weigh in favor of a near-highway alignment that protects habitat east of the
Crystal River:
•

“[I]t is incumbent on the Open Space program to manage human uses in a manner that
preserves and protects native biodiversity . . . .”
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•

“[O]ur management actions should optimize the habitat health across a greater
landscape . . .”

•

“Caution dictates that we seek to protect and preserve as many natural habitat areas as
possible . . .”

D.

Pitkin County’s Ecological Bill of Rights Weighs in Favor of a Near-Highway
Alignment.
Pitkin County’s Ecological Bill of Rights (Land Use Code Section 1-60-180) creates several
citizen “rights” favoring a near-highway alignment that would preserve habitat east of the
Crystal River:
•

“The right to the preservation of natural riparian areas and wetlands.”

•

“The right to the preservation and restoration of native wildlife and plant diversity by
preservation of sufficient habitat.”

•

“The right to protection of designated wilderness through management of adjoining
land in a way that preserves the integrity of the wilderness areas.”

•

“The right to dedicated open space protected from urbanization and development.”

E.
OST’s Charter Was Recently Amended to Emphasize Protection of Biodiversity.
In 2016, Section 13.5.1(2) of OST’s charter was amended to declare that a “purpose” of the
board’s activities shall be “[p]rotecting natural biodiversity, including but not limited to
incorporating or protecting significant wildlife habitat connectivity and corridors.” Further,
the purpose of “providing recreational opportunities” in section 13.5.1(8) must not be
“inconsistent with the foregoing purposes,” meaning that recreation is subordinate to
protection of natural biodiversity. Much of the discussion from OST staff and board
members leading up to the reauthorization centered on the renewed emphasis of
protecting natural biodiversity. Voters were encouraged to support reauthorization due to
OST’s commitment to preserving biodiversity. As a result it’s not unreasonable to infer that
voter intent behind amending OST’s charter in this manner was to add emphasis to the
aspect of OST’s mission relating to biodiversity preservation. OST should honor this
renewed commitment as it chooses an alignment. Only a near-highway alignment would be
consistent with this aspect of OST’s mission.
VI.

Further Analysis on Critical Issues is Needed

There are several factors, which OST did not analyze in its series of reports that should be fully
examined before OST staff and board make a decision on a preferred alignment. Several of
these factors could significantly increase the impacts to wildlife and/or offer solutions that
would reduce impacts. Full analysis of the issues described below is likely to change the calculus
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for which alignment is most appropriate for any given segment and could impact the project as
a whole.
A.
Private Landowner Disputes.
Several private owners have expressed objections to the development of a trail running
through their properties, and have publicly vowed to fight any attempts by the County to
secure the necessary rights-of-way. Wilderness Workshop remains agnostic on whether the
County has the moral right to pursue aggressive land or right-of-way acquisition strategies.
However, there are several potential consequences of private landowner disputes that could
have direct impacts to the ecology and habitat along the trail corridor and might set dangerous
environmental precedents.
Specifically, the County has not explained how disputes with private landowners over rights-ofway could affect the route. Disputes with landowners, specifically, may require additional
bridges to be constructed across the Crystal River to provide access back and forth, around
private parcels. The construction of numerous bridges over the Crystal River has the potential
to dramatically increase the impact on riparian habitat, and on the scenic qualities of the river.
OST’s current proposal contemplates a large number of “potential” bridge sites, but the
increased risk posed by extensive bridge-building and associated changes in trail alignment due
to holdout landowners has not been fully disclosed. Nor has the County disclosed what legal
tools it plans to use in disputes with landowners (including eminent domain or RS-2477). These
are costly, time-consuming, and controversial measures that could set dangerous
environmental precedents.
i.
Bridges
OST’s proposal contemplates at least fourteen potential bridge sites. These bridges would
grant access back and forth, over the Crystal River, in a number of “B” trail segments. As OST’s
own environmental report indicates, the construction of numerous bridges would impact
stream and riparian habitat in and around the Crystal River. Bridge construction could require
clearing away high-quality riparian vegetation, further constrict and dissect the floodplain,
constrict stream morphology, and result in increased channelization.32 This much is known.
Without more specific information about bridge design and location, however, it is impossible
to determine the full range of impacts that would result from bridges. OST’s environmental
report expressly concludes that the effect of each of these potential bridges is unmeasurable at
this time, using the term “impacts undefined” to describe every proposed bridge.33 While it is
clear that the individual impact of each bridge remains currently “undefined,” it is also clear
that the aggregate environmental and visual impact of so many new bridges spanning the
Crystal River has not been thoroughly evaluated. OST has not fully apprised the public of the
effect that numerous bridges would have on the river’s scenic character and its ecological
qualities.
32
33

See ERO Report at 20 – 25.
See ERO Report at 22.
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Disputes with landowners to the east of the Crystal River, moreover, could require additional
bridges to be constructed to provide access back and forth, around private parcels, if a “B”
alignment is pursued. OST’s proposal does not consider the enhanced risk posed by potential
bridge-building due to holdout landowners.
Until OST provides more information about the specific design and location of bridges, and their
individual and aggregate effects on the Crystal River and its surrounding habitat, neither OST
nor Pitkin County nor the public has a sound basis for making decisions about potential trail
alignments that could include bridges.
ii.
R.S. 2477
OST’S current proposal does not explain how disputes with private landowners over rights of
way could affect the trail alignment. Nor has OST disclosed what legal tools it plans to use in
the inevitable disputes that would arise with landowners, particularly if an off-highway
alignment is recommended. Two tools potentially at the County’s disposal are eminent domain
and Revised Statute 2477 (RS 2477). If the County were to deploy either of these measures the
result would be costly and time-consuming legal controversies.
In particular, if OST were to use (or even publicly consider using) RS 2477, this would set a
dangerous precedent for Pitkin County that would be extremely divisive in the community.
RS2477 is essentially a loophole that is left over from a 150-year-old mining law that originally
allowed the construction of “highways” across public land. The law was repealed in 1976, but
still allows certain public rights of way to be “grandfathered” for routes that had been in use
prior to repeal.
Perhaps the greatest problem with R2477 is that it has been widely abused in notorious anticonservation efforts by state and local governments to enable development on otherwise
protected or pristine public lands such as Wilderness Study Areas and Roadless Areas. In 2012,
for instance, Utah filed numerous lawsuits against the federal government attempting to gain
rights of way to approximately 14,000 supposed “highways” totaling 35,965 miles. These
claims crisscrossed BLM lands, National Parks, U.S. Forest Service lands, National Monuments,
proposed Wilderness areas, and other federal public lands.34 Similarly claims have also been
made against private landowners whose property was once public.35 In reality, most of these
purported “highways” are nothing but old wagon routes, cow paths, or creek bottoms with
faint tracks. Determining whether and to what extent the route was in prior public use often
requires an intensive factual inquiry and adversarial legal proceedings.

34

See generally “Hoax Highways (RS 2477), published by Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance, available at
https://suwa.org/issues/phantom-roads-r-s-2477/.
35
See generally “How Does RS 2477 Affect Private Property?” published by Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance,
available at https://suwa.org/issues/phantom-roads-r-s-2477/how-does-rs-2477-affect-private-property/.
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Were OST to use (or publicly consider using) RS2477 to claim rights-of-way for a trail alignment,
such a move would align Pitkin County with state and local governments that have a very
outspoken record of being anti-public lands and anti-conservation. This would be entirely
inconsistent with Pitkin County’s leadership in the areas of public land preservation and
biodiversity protection. Furthermore it would likely embolden anti-public land groups and
governments by providing them with an example of an ecologically minded local government
using RS2477; thereby justifying its use in other damaging instances.
B.
The Federal NEPA Process.
The federal approval process that the trail proposal must undergo pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is a long, complex legal process. OST and Pitkin County should
reach community consensus before submitting this project to the Forest Service for NEPA
analysis. The County should not punt serious issues and a controversial project to the federal
government without first resolving all significant issues at a local level first.
C.
Social Trails.
The proliferation of illegal “social” or “bandit trails” (informal trails created by users) stemming
from major trails in this region creates a pronounced risk of additional impacts on sensitive
wildlife habitat. As described in section IV D above any trail that gives access and opportunity
for illegal trail construction must be accompanied by a management plan that allows for closure
of the trail if illegal trail development associated with the Crystal Valley Trail occurs.
D.
OST Should Analyze Additional Trail Alternatives
Pitkin County has presented a significant amount of information concerning the ecology,
engineering, financial costs and user experience of the potential Crystal Valley Trail. This work is
to be commended. However, nowhere in the report prepared by ERO is the decision of why
alignment A and B are the only options discussed. The report does not indicate whether
additional alignments might have been considered and discarded or analyze where additional
alignments might be located. It does not analyze or even mention a “no trail” alternative, which
will be required by the federal NEPA process. A number of private citizens, it should be noted,
have expressed their desire to be presented with a “no trail” option.
Open Space and Trails should analyze a more comprehensive set of alternatives before making
a decision on a preferred alignment. Specifically, we urge OST to analyze a “no trail” alternative,
an alternative for each segment that involves widening the shoulder of highway 133 with a
barrier between the trail and traffic, and any additional alignments for segments where there is
more room in the valley. It is unclear whether Alternative A would exist entirely on one side of
the highway or whether the trail planning process contemplates the flexibility to have the trail
cross the highway. We urge OST to analyze a greater variety of trail alignments as it seems
improbable that for the entire 18 mile length of the trail there exist only two alignments in
which to place a trail. Examining more options might provide alignments that are better for
wildlife, reduce cost, and enhance the visitor experience.
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VII.

The Existence of a Viable Low-Impact Alternative Route Should Be the Determining
Factor.

Fortunately, most of the impacts on wildlife and the legal complexities cited above can be
minimized, if not avoided altogether, by building the trail along Alternative Route “A” on the
west side of the Crystal River. Highway 133 has already created a “zone of influence” affecting
wildlife to the west of the river, and the addition of a trail within the right of way on that side of
the river will not have a significant additional effect. Every study commissioned on this issue
has concluded that a near-highway route would have a much lower impact on wildlife. The
existence of a low-impact alternative, therefore, should be the determinative factor when the
final route decision is made.
In addition to reduced impact on wildlife, a near-highway route has other advantages:
•

It is a community-unifying option. While the trail contemplated along alignment B can
be a divisive prospect pitting “pro-recreation” groups against “pro-wildlife” groups, a
west-side trail would be an asset for the community that virtually everyone could
support.

•

Building on or near the highway right of way avoids expensive, protracted, and
controversial private-property disputes, which are sure to arise on any trail north of
Redstone on the east side of the Crystal River.

•

A trail with a near highway alignment could be used year round. Portions of a trail built
on the east side of the river north of Redstone would be closed except for four months
per year due to the necessary (but insufficient) seasonal closures. The community
would be more likely to support a significant expenditure of County funds to construct
the trail if the route can be used for more than four months of the year.

VIII.

Conclusion

There are numerous factors that OST will have to consider when choosing a preferred
alignment. Fortunately, the science, ecological record and past input from wildlife managers lay
out a very clear path with regards to making an ecologically minded decision. OST can and
should choose a preferred alignment in line with Pitkin County’s record and reputation as not
just a steward but also an advocate of the lands, water and wildlife within the County. OST’s
and the County’s relevant policies on the subjects of land-use, wildlife and the preservation of
natural biodiversity provide clear guidance to choose an alignment that does minimal to no
harm to wildlife even if that means a diminished recreational experience. The OST charter is
very clear that recreational goals are subordinate to protecting wildlife and preserving
biodiversity.
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There is a long and consistent record documenting the impacts that would come with many of
the proposed trail segments that do not follow a near highway alignment. The experts who
know the landscape and wildlife the best, staff with Colorado Parks and Wildlife, have been
clear about the significant consequences of a trail through important wildlife habitat largely
located on the east side of the river north of the town of Redstone. While there are likely a
number of measures that could be taken to mitigate or reduce impacts were a trail to be built
through any or all of the important wildlife habitat in the trail corridor, no amount of mitigation
can prevent the habitat fragmentation and transformation of currently isolated, undisturbed
habitat into lands impacted by human use. While it is likely that OST would put in place
measures to blunt the most significant impacts, there is very little high quality valley bottom
habitat left in Pitkin County. Building a trail through the middle of this greatly diminished
ecological zone runs counter to the values and priorities of Pitkin County and its residents.
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Reprinted from:
Knight, Richard L.; Gutzwiller, Kevin J., eds.
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Through Management and Research. Washington,
DC: Island Press: Chapter 11, 183-202.

Indirect Effects of
Recreation on Wildlife
David N. Cole and Peter B. Landres

Most of this book focuses on direct impacts to wildlife that result from contact
with people. The purpose of our chapter is to provide a broad overview of the
indirect influences that recreation has on wildlife. Recreational activities can
change the habitat of an animal. This, in turn, affects the behavior, survival.
reproduction, and distribution of individuals. Although more difficult to isolate and study, these indirect impacts may be as serious and long-lasting as direct impacts for many species.

Recreational Influences
Virtually all types of recreation alter some characteristics of soil, vegetation, or
aquatic systems. By directly impacting these components, people affect an animal’s food supply and availability as well as shelter, or living space. In turn,
impacts on food and living space influence behavior, survival, reproduction,
and/or distribution. These relationships (Fig. 11.1) provide the structure with
which our chapter describes research on (1) recreational impacts to soil, vegetation, and aquatic systems, (2) the effects of these habitat changes on animals, and (3) the effects of recreation on wildlife in situations where habitat
change appears to be the primary mechanism of impact.
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Recreational Impact on Animal Habitats
Though a wide variety of outdoor recreational pursuits impact soil. vegetation, and aquatic systems, we will not distinguish between the effects of different forms of recreation except in the few cases where impacts are caused
only by a particular sport or related business. The significance and magnitude
of any effect are related to the extensiveness, intensity, and timing of the activity. The vulnerability and rarity of the habitat, and its importance to
wildlife, should also be considered.
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Recreational Activities
Soil/Vegetation/Water
-------------Living Space/Food
Animals
Figure 11.1 Simple conceptual model
of the indirect effects of recreation on
animals.
Numerous studies have documented the effects of recreation on vegetation
and soils. Most of these studies report results of human trampling caused by
hiking, camping, fishing, and nature study. Significantly fewer studies report
the consequences of horse and bicycle riding or that of off-road vehicles and
snowmobiles. Useful reviews of this literature include Liddle ( 1975), Manning
( 1979), Cole ( 1987), Hammitt and Cole (1987), and Kuss et al. (1990).
Impacts on soil include loss of surface organic horizons (Burden and Randerson 1972). compaction of mineral soil (Iverson et al. 1981), reductions in
macro and total porosity (Monti and Mackintosh 1979), reductions in infiltration rates (James et al. 1979), and increases in soil erosion (Wilshire et al.
1978). Localized changes in soil chemistry have also been reported, but the
precise changes noted have been inconsistent (Chappell et al. 1971; Cole 1982;
Stohlgren and Parsons 1986). Other impacts include both reductions and increases in soil moisture (Settergren and Cole 1970; Blom 1976) and increases
in the diurnal and, perhaps, seasonal range of soil temperature (Liddle and
Moore 1974).
These changes in soil characteristics adversely affect the germination, establishment, growth, and reproduction of plants. Compaction reduces the
heterogeneity of soil surfaces and, therefore, the density of favorable germination sites (Harper et al. 1965). Compaction increases the mechanical resistance
of the soil to root penetration and can reduce the emergence of seedlings. Reduced macroporosity can result in oxygen shortages and less water being available to plants. These physical changes, along with reductions in organic matter
and changes in soil microbiota, can seriously disrupt ecosystem processes
(e.g., decomposition). They can impede soil-plant-animal interactions (e.g.,
nutrient cycling), causing decreased primary productivity.
The most obvious direct impacts on vegetation come from the crushing,
bruising, shearing, and uprooting of vegetation that often accompanies recreational use. Various changes in individual plant characteristics occur, including reductions in plant height, stem length, leaf area, flower and seed proCarbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments
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duction, and carbohydrate reserves (Liddle 1975; Hartley 1976). Plants are
often killed outright. Those that survive typically are not as vigorous and reproduce less successfully. Consequently, recreation areas characteristically
have vegetation that is less abundant (reduced density and cover), of a reduced
stature, and with a different species composition from undisturbed areas
(Cole 1982; Luckenbach and Bury 1983; Cole 1993).
Species composition and vegetation structure change because species and
growth forms differ in their ability to tolerate recreational disturbance (Dale
and Weaver 1974; Cole 1982). They vary in their ability to resist being damaged, in their ability to recover from damage, and in their ability to flourish in
the soil and microclimatic conditions that occur on disturbed sites. Some of
the characteristics that individually, or in combination, make plants tolerant
of recreational disturbance include: (1) being either very small or very large;
(2) growing flat along the ground or in dense tufts; (3) having leaves that are
tough and/or flexible; (4) having growth points at or below the ground surface; (5) having a rapid growth rate; (6) producing numerous seeds; and
(7) being an annual (Frenkel 1970; Kuss 1986; Cole 1993). Composition also
changes due to propagules of exotic species carried into the area by recreationists. Such species are often well-adapted to periodic disturbance.
Vegetation cover can also be reduced and species composition altered by
intensive grazing of meadows where camping trips are supported by horses
and other pack animals (Cole 1987). This can reduce the availability of forage
that is important to indigenous herbivores.
Generally, species richness and diversity declined where recreational impact was pronounced (Young 1978; Cole 1993); however, diversity may be
greatest at low to moderate levels of disturbance (Liddle 1975; Slatter 1978).
The complexity of vertical structure of vegetation may respond in a similar
manner. The vulnerability of vegetation of moderate height means that
heavily used recreation areas often lose intermediate vegetation layers, even if
it is possible to maintain an overstory and some resistant groundcover. Tree
saplings and pole-sized trees are also thinned out, both purposely by management and by recreationists (Bratton et al. 1982). Low levels of disturbance,
however, may result in increases in the complexity of both vertical structure
and the spatial pattern of vegetation, for example, by creating canopy openings and areas of nutrient enrichment (Dale and Weaver 1974).
The implications of recreational impacts on vegetation, then, vary with intensity of disturbance. With few exceptions, the abundance and total biomass
of vegetation will decline as disturbance increases. However, habitat diversity
can increase at low to moderate levels of disturbance due to increases in vertical stratification, spatial heterogeneity, and even species richness.
Aboveground dead vegetation, from standing dead trees to fallen logs and
111
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brush piles, tends to decline in recreation areas. It can be pulverized underfoot, collected as firewood, or cleared out either for aesthetic reasons or to reduce fire hazard. Loss of downed woody material can adversely affect water
and nutrient conservation on the site, as well as biological activity (Maser et al.
1988).
Snow-based recreation can also affect soils and vegetation. The most pronounced impacts are those associated with ski-resort development, which can
involve substantial tree felling and ground-surface leveling, in addition to facility construction. Such developments can fragment and reduce the availability of critical habitat. Of the more extensive activities, the impacts of snowmobiling appear most pronounced. Snowmobiling damages shrubs and
saplings (Neumann and Merriam 1972), reduces vegetative standing crop,
and changes species composition (Keddy et al. 1979).
Water is impacted by both water-based recreational activities, such as motorboating and canoeing, and by land-based activities, such as fishing, hiking,
and off-road vehicle travel. Trampling and other recreational impacts to the
shoreline can alter flow regimes and eliminate the protective cover afforded by
overhanging banks. It can result in increased sedimentation and turbidity
caused by runoff across denuded surfaces. Loss of vegetation can reduce organic matter input to water bodies. Streambeds and lake bottoms can be disturbed by vehicular travel and also by wading.
Motorboating and shore-based activities can alter the chemical qualities of
water. Outboard motors discharge oil and gasoline. These certainly contribute
to chemical changes, though the effects on aquatic organisms are, as yet,
poorly understood (Jackivicz and Kuzminski 1973). Shore-based activities
can contribute nutrient influxes, such as the exceptionally high level of phosphorus recorded at a semi-wilderness lake in Canada that had experienced a
20-fold increase in recreational use (Dickman and Dorais 1977).
Aquatic plants can also be altered by recreational use. It is sometimes a result of direct mechanical disturbance by boats, but more often due to nutrient
influxes. For example, in King’s Canyon National Park, California, Taylor and
Erman (1979, 1980) found that heavily used lakes had less nitrate, more iron,
and more aquatic plants than lightly used lakes. They postulate that many
years of heavy camping contributed trace elements, such as iron, that had restricted plant growth in the past. Heightened plant growth would have increased nitrogen uptake, decreasing nitrate levels. They also found more
abundant insects, aquatic worms, and clams on the bottoms of the heavily
used lakes. Chemical changes, along with biological and physical changes
(such as increased turbidity), can have ripple effects throughout the entire
aquatic community. This may include increases or decreases in productivity
and nutrient cycling.
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Eeffcts of Habitat Change on Animals
Recreation impacts discussed in the preceding section influence important
characteristics of animal habitats (Table 11.1 ), in turn affecting the quality and
quantity of food and living space of animals (Fig. 11.1). The type of recreation
activity, its location and areal extent, the severity or magnitude of impact, and
its timing (interval, frequency, and predictability) all shape the “habitat template” (Southwood 1977) and an animal’s subsequent response (Knight and
Cole 1991). The following discussion focuses on selected examples that illustrate how habitat characteristics sensitive to recreational activities affect the
behavior, distribution, survivorship, and reproductive ability of individual animals. Over a longer time period, impacts also occur to the population, community, and ecosystem; these are discussed at the end of this section.
F OOD

Habitat changes that alter the type, distribution, and food amount available
will impact animals, whether in water or on land. For example, in soil, any activity that removes or reduces the overlying organic layers, or organic material
Table 11.1
Primary Recreational Impacts
on Animal Habitat
Soil characteristics
Loss of surface organic horizons
Reduced soil porosity
Altered soil chemistry
Altered soil moisture and temperature
Altered soil microbiota
Vegetation characteristics
Reduced plant density/cover
Altered species composition
Altered vertical structure
Altered spatial pattern
Altered individual plant characteristics
Aquatic system characteristics
Altered bank/shoreline characteristics
Altered bed/bottom characteristics
Altered flow regimes
Increased sedimentation/turbidity
Altered organic matter content
Altered water chemistry
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within the soil, reduces a primary food source for many species. Seastedt
(1984) found that about 95% of the 300,000 microarthropods living in one
square meter of soil in northern coniferous and deciduous forests were mites
and collembolans (organisms feeding exclusively on decaying organic
matter). Recreation disturbances that remove this organic matter remove the
food source for these primary decomposers in temperate climate ecosystems
(Seastedt 1984).
Different plant species present different types of food (including leaves,
flowers, fruit, and seeds) at different times of the year. They also exhibit different chemical and morphological defenses and attractants. Each of these
features significantly impacts food availability. For example, Holmes and
Robinson (1984) found that all 10 of the foliage-gleaning birds in a New
Hampshire forest foraged preferentially on yellow birch trees. They avoided
beech and sugar maple. Differences in tree preferences were partly attributable
to differences in insect abundance among the three trees. Yellow birch had a
higher density of all arthropods and lepidopteran larvae. Recreation that
changes plant species composition will very likely change availability of food
for animals.
Disturbances created by recreation also favor the germination, establishment, and growth ofexotic annual plant species (Mack 1986), substantially altering food availability within a habitat. In Manitoba, Canada, for example,
Wilson and Belcher (1989) found that exotic grasslands with a high proportion of exotic Eurasian grasses had a significantly different resident bird community than native grasslands. Differences in resident birds were attributable
to differences in food supply and habitat structure.
For many streams, allochthonous organic input from riparian vegetation is
a primary source of food and nutrients for the entire aquatic ecosystem
(Gregory et al. 1991). For example, Fisher and Likens (1973) showed that 98%
of the organic matter in Bear Brook, New Hampshire, came from the surrounding forest. The quantity of riparian vegetation entering a stream
strongly affects the invertebrate community. For example, biomass of shredders feeding on vascular plant tissues typically reaches a maximum at the time
of greatest litter availability (Cummins et al. 1989). Consequently, recreation
that alters natural litter input to streams may substantially change the animal
community.
In addition, recreational activities that reduce riparian vegetation will increase soil erosion; resulting sedimentation can cover and kill the aufwuchs
community of periphyton, bacteria, and fungi on the surface of rocks (Cordone and Kelly 1961; Murphy et al. 1981). These are an important food source
for arthropods, many amphibians, and fish. Sedimentation also increases the
turbidity of water; this caused up to a 50% reduction in bluegill feeding rates
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments
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(Gardner 1981). Both the concentration of suspended sediments and the duration they are in the water will have a large impact on aquatic ecosystems
(Newcombe and MacDonald 199 1).
LIVING SPACE

Changes in habitat that alter living space, whether for breeding, feeding, or
any other use, will have a large impact on wildlife communities. In soil, for example, many organisms live in the pore spaces between mineral particles, and
require pores of sufficient size to survive and reproduce. Soil compaction reduces the size of pore spaces, altering the soil fauna. Wallwork (1970) found
that collembolan species were restricted to certain soil types based on the size
of available pores; smaller species were found in compacted soil in comparatively smaller pore spaces than the larger species. In addition, pore size can become so minimal that water completely fills the pore space, reducing oxygen
levels sufficiently to inhibit aerobic metabolism. This causes a shift in composition toward anaerobic species (Paul and Clark 1989). Recreation that compacts soil is, therefore, likely to cause dramatic shifts in the distribution and
species composition of the soil fauna.
Organic matter lying on the soil’s surface provides a variety of microhabitats for vertebrate and invertebrate animals. In general, the greater the variety
of habitats, the greater the variety of soil organisms. For example, Anderson
(1978) found a strong, positive correlation between microhabitat diversity related to organic matter and mite species diversity. Recreational activities that
remove organic layers from the soil will remove these microhabitats and their
associated animal communities.
The physiognomy, density, and spatial pattern of plants strongly affect the
living space of terrestrial animals. Numerous studies have shown the influence
of vegetation physiognomy on birds (Holmes et al. 1986), small mammals
(Harney and Dueser 1987), and insects (Lawton 1983). For example, plants
with greater structural diversity offer insects a greater variety of microclimates, oviposition sites, predator refugia, overwintering sites, and food
sources than plants of simpler structure (Strong et al. 1984). Well-known relationships also exist between the vertical distribution of vegetation, or “foliage
height diversity,” and the distribution of birds within a habitat. Stauffer and
Best (1980) studiedmicrohabitat selection of 41 birds nesting in riparian vegetation in Iowa. Based on regression of bird counts to microhabitat variables,
Stauffer and Best predicted that removing woody vegetation would eliminate
32 of the bird species, while reducing woody vegetation to narrow strips along
stream margins would eliminate six species and decrease the abundance of 16
others.
Plant density and other attributes of a habitat closely related to plant density.
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such as canopy cover, basal area of trees, shrub density, and fruit or cone density, can affect animal distribution. Lundquist and Mariani (1991) found that
chestnut-backed chickadees and Vaux’s swifts were “strongly (positively) correlated with density of total live trees” in the Cascade Range of southern Washington. Lundquist and Mariani attributed these correlations to a greater
number of either insects or cones for the chickadees, and a greater abundance
of nesting sites and insects for the swifts. For some species, plant density provides protection from predators; Dwernychuk and Boag (1972) found an inverse correlation between egg loss in artificial nests in relation to the quantity
of plant cover.
Spatial pattern of plants is an important component of the living space of
animals. Increasing the heterogeneity or patchiness of vegetation traditionally
was considered “good” for animal habitat because it increased the proportion
of “edge.” Although increasing heterogeneity benefits some species, notably
game species, several studies have recently shown the importance of contiguous, undisturbed habitat for many native species. For example, Robinson
(1988) found that increasing habitat heterogeneity caused local reproductive
failure of rare, endemic bird species. The causes were heightened competition
for food between edge and endemic species, elevated brood parasitism, and
higher nest predation. Recreational pursuits impacting the spatial pattern of
plants may strongly affect animal assemblages.
Riparian vegetation greatly determines the living space of aquatic organisms. Riparian vegetation and overhanging banks provide protective cover for
many fish and salamanders (Hawkins et al. 1983). By shading the water,
streamside vegetation controls water temperature and solar radiation; this, in
turn, directly governs primary and secondary productivity. For example,
heavily shaded stream reaches have lower densities and relative abundances of
herbivores than comparable stream reaches with open riparian canopies
(Hawkins and Sedell 1981). In addition, woody debris that falls into streams
provides important habitat for invertebrates and fish as well as retention of organic material (Harmon et al. 1986; Gregory et al. 1991). Speaker et al. (1988),
for example, found that woody debris dams were the most efficient structures
for retaining leaves, and that stream reaches in Oregon with debris dams retained four times more organic matter than reaches without debris dams.
Water flow regime (e.g., velocity, turbulence, and temporal pattern),
strongly influences the behavior and metabolism of all major groups of
aquatic organisms. Statnzer et al. (1988) found that mean water velocity and
complex hydraulic characteristics were major factors in the distribution of microorganisms, macroinvertebrates, and fish within a stream reach. In addition, the size, surface area, texture, heterogeneity, and stability of substrate
particles affect the living space of aquatic organisms (Minshall 1984) by pro-
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viding, for example, attachment and oviposition sites. Malmqvist and Otto
(1987) experimentally altered substrate stability, causing changes in macroinvertebrate composition and densities. Recreation activities that alter flow
regime or substrate size wi!! therefore have a large impact on the aquatic organisms within a stream.
Long Term Effects of Habitat Change
When food or living space are altered, short-term effects on the behavior, survival, reproduction, and distribution of individual animals will likely cause
long-term reactions throughout an animal community. These “trophic cascades” generally occur because habitat alterations either allow a variety of parasites, pathogens, and competitors into an area; or, they eliminate native
species, often with long-term effects on the remaining species. For example,
recreational activities that create clearings in forest provide favorable habitat
for species such as the brown-headed cowbird that requires open foraging
areas. Brown-headed cowbirds are nest parasites, laying their eggs in the nests
of other birds. Several studies have shown decreases in the abundance of native birds caused by brown-headed cowbirds (e.g., Brittingham and Temple
1983).
Aquatic ecosystems may show time lags regarding the influence of recreational activities. For example, reducing streamside vegetation could cause increased erosion after substantial rainfall. Pollutants produced by recreational
activities (e.g., gasoline and oil leaked by off-road vehicles) or sewage effluent
may take considerable time to flow into groundwater or be flushed from the
soil surface to streams or lakes. Aquatic systems also demonstrate that impacts
to one species may ripple widely throughout the aquatic community (Power
et al. 1988), even extending to terrestrial species. Spencer et al. (1991) showed
how inadvertent introduction of opossum shrimp to Flathead Lake, Montana,
caused the decline of zooplankton populations. This contributed to the collapse of kokanee salmon, an important food source for bald eagles and many
other terrestrial vertebrates. Fall concentrations of feeding eagles dropped
precipitously a few years after shrimp introduction.
If recreation affects the density or distribution of species that functionally
dominate a community or ecosystem, resulting impacts will be especially severe. For example, Brown and Heske (1990) showed that experimental removal of kangaroo rats caused Chihuahuan desert shrub habitat to be converted into arid grassland. Similarly, beaver have been shown to dramatically
alter the hydrology, biogeochemistry, and productivity of forest streams
(Naiman et al. 1986). Consequently, activities that adversely impact species
like the kangaroo rat and beaver can be expected to dramatically alter the present vegetation and animal community.
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Indirect Impacts on Animals
In contrast to the sizeable literature of direct effects on wildlife, very few
studies have documented impacts resulting from habitat changes induced by
recreational activities. Accordingly, our review is based on limited empirical
data.
Several studies have documented declines in numbers of a wide variety of
soil invertebrates in trampled places (Chappell et al. 1971; Duffey 1975). One
study found decreases in soil mites on footpaths, while springtails were most
abundant in moderately trampled soils (Newton and Thomas 1979). Declines
were caused, to some extent, by direct impact to soil invertebrates, but alteration of living spaces and food sources was important as well (Bayfield 1979).
Several studies have reported indirect effects of off-road vehicles (ORVs)
on animal populations. In the Algodones Dunes, California, control plots had
1.8 times the number of lizard species, 3.5 times the number of individual
lizards, and 5.9 times the lizard biomass of ORV-impacted areas. Controls also
had 1.5 times the number of mammal species, 5.1 times the number of individual mammals, and 2.2 times the mammal biomass of ORV-impacted areas
(Luckenbach and Bury 1983). In addition, control plots had 40 times the
shrub volume of ORV-impacted areas, and cover and volume of perennial
vegetation were both positively correlated with the number of individuals and
number of species of lizards and mammals. This suggests that at least some of
the decline in animal populations was indirectly the result of vegetation
damage, although the precise causal mechanisms remain unknown.
Several studies compared animal populations in campgrounds to those in
adjacent undisturbed areas to ascertain the effects of campground development on animals. Blakesley and Reese (1988) found seven bird species to be
positively associated with campgrounds and another seven species to be associated with noncampgrounds. Changes in both food sources and living space
provided likely explanations for differential species responses. Those species
associated with the campgrounds nested in trees. Most of the noncampground associates, in contrast, nested on the ground, in shrubs, or in small
trees, where disturbance was more severe. Ground foragers attracted to
human food sources (such as the American robin) were associated with campgrounds, while ground foragers wary of humans (such as the fox sparrow)
were associated with noncampgrounds. Mixed hardwood campgrounds in
Wisconsin had a greater density of birds than adjacent noncampground
forests (Guth 1978). They had slightly greater species richness, but less equitability. Moreover, a greater proportion of campground species were widespread species, in contrast to the number of rare forest species that were found
only away from campgrounds.
Small mammal populations were significantly greater in campgrounds at
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Canyonlands and Arches National Parks, Utah, than in adjacent controls (Clevenger and Workman 1977). The authors attribute this to increased food supplies due to camping use. In campgrounds at Yosemite National Park, California, “the animal populations studied display the full range of direct vs.
secondary (indirect) and positive vs. negative visitor impacts” (Foin et al.
1977). Deer mouse populations responded positively to human use of campgrounds, while montane vole populations were unrelated to the distribution
of human use. Some bird species, such as the junco, were negatively impacted
both directly and indirectly. They nested and foraged on the ground and were
influenced directly by human disturbance and indirectly through vegetation
removal.
In sum, the indirect effects of recreation on animal populations are likely to
be substantial, but there is little rigorous documentation of these impacts.
Recreational activities clearly have substantial and generally adverse influences on terrestrial vegetation and soil, and on aquatic systems. Since these
provide living space, shelter, and food for wildlife, animals are affected by
these changes. For invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles, small birds, small
mammals, and many fish, these indirect effects are likely to be more substantial than direct impacts of recreationists.

Management Options for Coexistence
Indirect impacts differ from direct impacts in two ways: (1) Indirect impacts
are inevitable, occurring wherever and whenever recreational use occurs; and
(2) they generally occur over long periods of time, with effects that are
long-lasting and that may take place only after a time lag. Consequently, the
timing of activities has less influence on indirect than on direct impacts.
These differences suggest that the appropriateness of various management
strategies will vary given the nature of the activity. In particular, strategies that
restrict the amount, type, and spatial distribution of use, as well as those
that enhance site durability, seem well-suited for managing indirect impacts.
Strategies that emphasize visitor education and temporal restrictions, while
worthwhile in some situations, are less effective on indirect impacts than on
direct ones.
Restrictions on Amount of Use
The severity of most recreational impacts on animal habitat is influenced by
the amount of use that occurs. Since impact levels generally increase as use
levels increase, indirect influences on wildlife could be limited by controlling
the amount of recreation allowed. Numerous studies show, however, that the
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relationship between amount of use and amount of impact is highly curvilinear; as use levels increase, additional use has less and less effect on amount
of impact (refer to Cole 1987 and Kuss et al. 1990 for reviews). This suggests
that limiting recreation is effective in reducing indirect impacts only when
usage can be virtually eliminated.
Restrictions on Type of Use
The nature and severity of recreational impacts are influenced by the type of
recreational activities involved. Limiting or prohibiting particularly destructive types of use is an approach with considerable promise. This approach is
most commonly used to manage motorized recreational activities, which are
generally much more disruptive than nonmotorized activities. Motorized use
is often prohibited in an area of concern (a campground or a nesting area); or,
it is restricted to particular trails or locations while nonmotorized use is
allowed anywhere. This latter strategy (zoning), where certain uses are allowed
only in certain places, is a common means ofavoiding extensive impact caused
by particularly destructive pursuits. Other examples include creating nature
preserves that allow nonconsumptive uses while prohibiting consumptive
activities.
Restrictions on the Spatial Distribution of Use
Because impact is almost synonymous with use, impacts can be reduced by
limiting the spatial extent of use. This confinement strategy is one of the most
commonly employed techniques in recreation management. Visitors are required to stay on trails, keep out of meadows, and camp only in designated
campsites. Motor vehicles are required to stay on trails and in designated “sacrifice areas.” Recreational use can also be concentrated more subtly by developing small high-use areas that provide for visitor needs, such as water and
picnic facilities (Usher et al. 1974). Other examples include providing a ramp
for launching boats or a raised boardwalk for viewing birds. The zoning
strategy described as a restriction on type of activity also involves restricting
use spatially.
The effectiveness of this approach can be amplified by confining use to sites
that are particularly durable and able to withstand repeated disturbance, and
by keeping use away from habitat that is rare or critical to animals. To illustrate, trails and campgrounds might be situated away from critical strips of riparian vegetation, while periodic opportunities for visitors to access the watercourses they find so attractive are maintained.
The success of attempts to employ spatial control as a management technique can be greatly increased through thoughtful site design. A good design
will meet the needs and aspirations of recreationists, while minimizing both
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the extent and severity of impact. Activity zones can be interspersed with
buffer zones and truly undisturbed zones (McEwen and Tocher 1976) to provide for the needs of a variety of animal species. Barriers, signs, and attention
to the attractiveness and location of trails and facilities can all be used to minimize the proportion of an area that is frequently disturbed (Hammitt and
Cole 1987).
Enhancing Site Durability
Maintenance and hardening of recreation sites can also reduce impact to animal habitats. Sites may need to be hardened, for example, to avoid increasing
sediment inputs to streams. At off-road vehicle areas in California, debris
basins have been built to trap sediment eroded from the area (Smith 1980).
Active intervention may be necessary to maintain a diverse vertical structure
and appropriate spatial pattern for vegetation in frequently disturbed places
such as campgrounds (Blakesley and Reese 1988). In some cases, active rehabilitation must be engaged to restore the habitat requirements of animal
species. This “hands-on” approach has costs as well as benefits, which must be
carefully considered.

Knowledge Gaps
The preceding review should make it clear that animals are impacted by recreational disturbance of habitat. Two important questions remain, however:
how significant are these impacts to wildlife populations and communities,
and which habitat disturbances are most damaging to wildlife? Answers to
these questions will require research designs radically different than the
short-term correlational analyses that characterized previous research on indirect impacts.
Clearly, individual animals and localized populations can be impacted indirectly by recreation; but are these impacts significant when considered from
the perspective of a larger spatial scale? Significant impacts might be those that
are both extensive and severe, those that affect rare or important habitat, and
those that affect rare, threatened, or keystone species. For example, impacts to
small aquatic ecosystems might be more significant than those to large terrestrial ecosystems because more of the ecosystem is altered. Off-road vehicle impacts on dunes occupied by a rare herpetofauna might be more significant
than camping impacts on forests occupied by a relatively common avifauna.
Other examples of significant impacts include those that are long-lasting and
those that impact populations and communities rather than just the behavior
of individuals.
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Research on these questions should begin by developing criteria for evaluating the significance of different impacts. It might proceed by identifying
species, communities, and habitats that are particularly important or rare.
Specific studies of the impacts of recreation on these species and habitats
could then be conducted, including an assessment of the proportion of animals and habitat being affected. These studies should be long-term and attempt to identify changes at the population and community levels. Long-term
changes at these higher levels of the biological hierarchy are particularly important because they incorporate a broad range of ecosystem interactions and
processes. For such studies, research designs must be capable of providing the
large spatial and long temporal perspectives that are needed.
Understanding the importance of various habitat disturbances will depend
on a better understanding of (1) cause-and-effect relationships and (2) the importance of individual factors that influence the severity of impact. To unravel
cause-and-effect, studies need to adopt experimental designs (Gutzwiller
1991), in contrast to the correlational analyses commonly used because of
their relative ease. For specific disturbances, it is necessary to conduct experiments that separate effects on food sources from effects on living space.
An in-depth discussion of the factors that influence the severity of impact
is beyond the scope of this review. A general treatment of the subject is presented in Chapter 5. Characteristics of the recreational disturbance (frequency, type of activity, timing, location, etc.), vulnerability of the habitat,
and vulnerability of the animals all determine the impact of any recreational
activity. Factorial research designs are capable of contributing to our knowledge about the importance of individual factors. For example, recreation areas
with similar environments but different use levels can be compared to assess
the relationship between amount of use and amount of impact. Alternatively,
similar amounts of recreational use can be studied in different habitats to assess variation in the vulnerability of those habitats. Since it is often virtually
impossible to control all these variables in the real world, the alternative is
simuIation of recreational disturbance under controlled experimental situations. Cole and Baytield ( 1993) describe a simple experimental procedure for
assessing the effects of both amount of trampling and vegetation vulnerability
on vegetation impact. This approach could be extended to the secondary effects of vegetation change on animals.
The indirect impacts of recreation on wildlife are clearly substantial but
even more poorly understood than the direct impacts. Reasons for this lack of
understanding include the difficulty of unraveling cause-and-effect and the
lack of interest in those animals most affected in indirect ways. Nevertheless,
these less conspicuous species are important, and indirect impacts are extensive. So, we need to better understand recreational impacts resulting from
habitat change and to find improved means of minimizing these impacts.
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Introduction
We are proposing to establish motorized singletrack trails and a parking area, perform wetland
restoration and rehabilitation of non-system routes on approximately 9 acres. These actions
are proposed to be implemented on the Aspen-Sopris and Eagle-Holy Cross Ranger
Districts of the White River National Forest (WRNF).
We prepared this environmental assessment (EA) to determine whether implementation of
establishing motorized singletrack trails, a parking area, restoration and rehabilitation of nonsystem routes, and restoration of a wetland currently being used as a parking area, may
significantly affect the quality of the human environment and thereby require the preparation of
an environmental impact statement. By preparing this EA, we are fulfilling agency policy and
direction to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). For more details of the
proposed action, see the Proposed Action and Alternatives section of this document.

Project Location
The project area encompasses approximately 12,000 acres of National Forest System (NFS) lands
in several sections of Township 6 Range 86 and Township 7 Range 86 in Eagle County, Colorado.
The area is further defined as a polygon roughly 4.5 miles square that includes Cattle Creek Road
509 to the south, 430.1 to the north, and includes the first 7 miles of Red Table Road 514.

Purpose and Need for Action
This proposal is needed to update and create new motorized recreation opportunities,
address user created routes, and improve wetland conditions in the vicinity of Red Table
Mountain.
The purpose is driven by the need for:
• Improved and maintained trails
• A connector route between authorized motorized routes on the Aspen-Sopris
and Eagle-Holy Cross Ranger Districts
• A sustainable motorized trail system with low gradients that allow for
drainage and a variety of skill levels
• Protecting wetland resources
• Rehabilitating user-created routes
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Public Involvement and Tribal Consultation
Motorcycle use in the project area has been prevalent for many years. Managing this area for
additional miles of motorized singletrack was introduced in the 2011 WRNF Travel Management
Plan EIS (TMP). Many people submitted comments during the TMP planning process. A public
meeting was conducted July 23rd, 2011, in Carbondale, CO to discuss motorized trails and the
TMP. In June of 2012, the proposal for the Basalt to Gypsum Motorized Singletrack was first
listed in the Schedule of Proposed Actions report. A grant was secured from Colorado Parks and
Wildlife to fund education, maintenance, and reconstruction on existing routes, rehabilitation of
closed areas, parking area improvements, and analysis of potential new motorized singletrack
routes. On March 24, 2014, a scoping notice was mailed to approximately 50 community
residents, individuals, public agencies, and other organizations. This notice was designed to elicit
comments, concerns, and issues pertaining to the Proposed Action. A legal notice was published
on March 27, 2014 in the Glenwood Springs Post Independent, the newspaper of record for the
WRNF, announcing the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Action. Open Houses were held
in El Jebel and Eagle, CO on April 8th and 9th, respectively. The public was asked to submit
comments by April 26, 2014. In response to the Forest Service’s solicitation for public comment,
48 letters were received.
Substantive comments were extracted from the letters, entered into a database, and categorized by
resource issue. The Forest Service considered the information gathered through public scoping
along with the input from the Interdisciplinary Team (ID Team) in identifying specific resources
that required further analysis in Chapter 3 of this EA.
The Forest Service consulted the following individuals, Federal, State, tribal, and local agencies
during the development of this EA:
The Forest Service met with individuals from the Wilderness Workshop, Roaring Fork Audubon,
Rocky Mountain Sierra Club, Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Rocky Mountain Recreation
Initiative, Colorado Backcountry Trail Riders, and Rocky Mountain Sport Riders. The product of
several meetings with representatives from the above organizations is found in the project Design
Criteria (Appendix A), and specifically the Adaptive and Proactive Management Plan (Appendix
B).
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Alternatives Considered
The proposed action and following alternatives were considered:

No-Action Alternative (Alternative 1)
The No Action Alternative reflects a continuation of management practices without changes,
additions or upgrades. Under the No Action Alternative, the current travel management plan
would guide the management of the project area. Existing conditions would persist for the
foreseeable future.

Proposed Action (Alternative 2)
The action proposed by the Forest Service to meet the purpose and need consists of four
elements: 1) Construction of an approximately 80’ x 200’ parking area, near the beginning of the
Red Table Road, National Forest System Road (NFSR) 514 on the north side of County Road 10
near Cottonwood Pass; 2) Reconstruction of a total of 8.2 miles of motorized trail at the “Green
Gate Trail”, and the Milepost 1 Trail, to create a more logical and sustainable trail system; 3)
Restoration of a wetland impacted by the existing parking area at the junction of NFSR 514 and
County Road 10 and; 4) rehabilitation of 27.4 miles of trail. All elements of the proposed action
would be implemented by the WRNF, and their partners, beginning in 2015.
The existing parking area near the kiosk at the beginning of Red Table Road is located in a
wetland. A new parking area approximately 16,000 square feet in size is proposed to be
constructed a few hundred feet north, just above the junction of County Road 10 and NFSR 514.
The proposed parking area would accommodate 7 vehicles with trailers. An access trail from the
new parking area would allow OHV users to cross County Road 10 in a single location, to access
NFSR 514.
The 6.6 mile long “Green Gate Trail”, and the 1.6 mile long “Milepost 1 Trail” would be included
in the White River National Forest’s Travel Plan, for a total of 8.2 miles of motorized singletrack.
The Green Gate Trail would connect the existing Lone Pine motorized trails on the Aspen-Sopris
Ranger District with motorized routes on the Eagle-Holy Cross Ranger District and on Bureau of
Land Management Lands. The Green Gate Trail begins near milepost 2 on NFSR 514,
continuing northeast, above Sawmill Gulch, connecting with NFSR 430.1B, near N266.1. The
addition of the Milepost 1 Trail to the travel plan would create two motorized ingress/egress
points on the Red Table Road creating loop opportunities. This would allow access for riders of
varying degrees of skill, and travel management flexibility. The Milepost 1 Trail begins at the
Red Table Ditch head gate terminating near milepost 1 on NFSR 514. Trail reroutes totaling
approximately 8,000 feet would ensure that the trail system follows sustainable alignments. The
travel corridor for system routes would be 6 feet. The tread width would be 18-24”.
A wetland, which has been impacted by the existing parking area, located near the kiosk at the
beginning of NFSR 514, would be restored. The existing parking area would be closed, soils
would be de-compacted and amended, and the site would be planted with desired native species
to mimic reference conditions found just a few feet downstream. Two parking spaces near the
kiosk, and an area to turn vehicles around, would be incorporated in the restoration of the current
parking area at the kiosk.
Lastly, 27.4 miles of trails, not currently recognized as authorized system trails in the travel plan,
would be closed and rehabilitated. Trails currently not on the White River Travel Plan, including
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1913.1, N1913W.1K, 1913W.1D, 1913W.1E, 1913W.1C, 1913.2, N203.1, N204.1, N265.1,
N266.1, 464W.3, 464W.2N, 514W.2B, 514W.2C, 514W.2D, 514W.2E, 464W.2E, and N612.1
would be rehabilitated and managed as closed to unauthorized mechanized and motorized uses.
Woody debris, scarification, seeding, and signage would help prevent mechanized and motorized
incursions and would promote the return to natural conditions.

Habitat Fragmentation Minimization (Alternative 3)
Alternative 3 proposed by the Forest Service to meet the purpose and need, includes a change to
Alternative 2 above, decreasing the total miles of trail reconstruction from 8.2 to 6.5miles. The
modification would decrease the mileage of the Green Gate Trail from 6.6 miles to 4.9 miles,
eliminating a motorized singletrack trail that is parallel to a system road. The Green Gate trail
would begin at road NFSR 514 and terminate at NFSR 430.1B utilizing N6045.1 and N265.1.
The amount of reroutes necessary in this alternative is approximately 5000 feet. Rehabilitation
and closure would occur on 28.4 miles of trails, not currently recognized as authorized system
trails in the travel plan. Alternative 3 is driven by comments received in scoping that address
habitat fragmentation. Alternative 3 is also driven by internal comments concerning the
recreation resource and the WRNF’s ability to sustainably maintain the additional miles of
motorized trail.

Alternatives and Design Components Considered But
Eliminated From Detailed Analysis
The range of alternatives considered by the Responsible Official includes all reasonable
alternatives to the Proposed Action that are analyzed in the document, as well as other alternatives
eliminated from detailed study. Alternatives not considered in detail may include, but are not
limited to, those that fail to meet the Purpose and Need, are technologically infeasible or illegal,
or would result in an unreasonable environmental harm (Forest Service Handbook, 1909.15).
Historical roads and trails near Forest Road 464, Bowers Gulch Routes, the upper North Fork
corridor, and the two-track between the Association Ditch and milepost 2 of Forest Road 514
were all eliminated from detailed analysis because they would not address the Purpose and Need
related to improved, maintained, and sustainable trail systems. These routes would have required
a substantial amount of analysis, rerouting and reconstruction, to provide a sustainable link to the
existing motorized routes.

Decision/ Selected Alternative
I have decided to select Alternative 2, the Proposed Action as analyzed in the 2015 Basalt to
Gypsum Motorized Singletrack EA. A map of the selected alternative is shown in Figure 1 below.
While I still have concerns about managing and maintaining additional miles of trail, I am
encouraged by the participation of area organizations and Forest Service partners to ensure that
the goals of this project are sustainably achieved.

Rationale for Decision
My decision involved balancing several considerations, including which trail routes best support
the purpose and need for action described in the EA while at the same time maintaining healthy
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watersheds and meeting the needs of local communities. I reached my decision after careful
consideration of the environmental effects of the alternatives discussed in the EA, the associated
planning records, the issues identified during the planning process, and public comments. My
decision meets the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and best
responds to the purpose and need of the project while being responsive to public comments and
considerate of local communities. The rationale for my decision is further detailed below.
1. The project proposal is consistent with management direction in the Forest Plan as
required by 36 CFR 219.10 (e). Specifically, the project conforms to the White River
Forest Plan’s Goals and Objectives and Management Area direction. Resource reports
located in the project file, detail more fully how Alternative 2 achieves consistency with
the Forest Plan.
2. The selected Alternative meets the purpose and need, providing improved and maintained
motorized singletrack trails, a connector route, and a sustainable trail system. It also
addresses user created routes, and protects wetland resources.
3. The selected alternative will have no significant adverse effects on vegetation, wildlife
and their habitat, hydrologic function, soils, fisheries, scenic integrity, cultural, or
recreation resources as documented in the EA.
4. The selected alternative responds to issues brought up during scoping. A proactive and
adaptive management plan has been developed and has been incorporated to balance the
concerns of user groups.
5. There is community and local government support for the Basalt to Gypsum Motorized
Singletrack project. Public comments are part of the project record.
6. I did not choose Alternative 1 (No Action) because it will not meet the objectives of
protecting wetland resources and addressing user created routes. I did not choose
Alternative 3 because it will not meet the objectives of a sustainable motorized trail
system.

Project Design Criteria
The EA presents PDC in Appendix A of the EA, which have been incorporated into the selected
alternative. My decision includes the PDC as described in the EA, along with PDC, which are
included in Appendix A of this Decision Notice. Project activities must comply with the required
PDC.
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Finding of No Significant Impact
As the responsible official, I am responsible for evaluating the effects of the project relative to the
definition of significance established by the CEQ Regulations (40 CFR 1508.13). I have reviewed
and considered the EA and documentation included in the project record, and I have determined
that the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the quality of the human
environment. As a result, no environmental impact statement will be prepared. My rationale for
this finding is as follows, organized by sub-section of the CEQ definition of significance cited
above.

Context
For the proposed action and alternatives the context of the environmental effects is based on the
environmental analysis in this EA. The direct and indirect effects analysis contained in the EA
focuses on the Basalt to Gypsum project area, and may extend further for cumulative effects
analysis, depending on the resource.

Intensity
Intensity is a measure of the severity, extent, or quantity of effects, and is based on information
from the effects analysis of this EA and the references in the project record. The effects of this
project have been appropriately and thoroughly considered with an analysis that is responsive to
concerns and issues raised by the public. The agency has taken a hard look at the environmental
effects using relevant scientific information and knowledge of site-specific conditions gained
from field visits. My finding of no significant impact is based on the context of the project and
intensity of effects using the ten factors identified in 40 CFR 1508.27(b).
1. Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the
Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial.
The beneficial effects of the Basalt to Gypsum Motorized Singletrack have not overshadowed
the agency’s analysis. No significant adverse effects will result from the implementation of
the alternatives.
2. The degree to which the proposed action affects public health or safety.
The Action Alternatives do not adversely affect public health or safety. Safety is addressed in
the Recreation report.
3. Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as the proximity to historical or cultural
resources, parklands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically
critical areas.
The project area contains wetlands. The Action Alternatives improve wetland conditions,
stream health and water quality within project area watersheds. See the Watershed report.
No cultural resources exist within the project area.
4. The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be
highly controversial.
The effects on the quality of the human environment are not likely to be controversial. The
Action Alternatives of the project occur on less than 10 acres. Rehabilitation would occur on
seven acres, and across 27.4 miles of routes. The link trail improves recreational pursuits as
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it connects motorized routes in the Basalt area with motorized routes in the Gypsum area.
See Soils and Recreation reports.
Roadless character and qualities are upheld, and in some cases improved. See Roadless
Report.
5. The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain or
involve unique or unknown risks.
The possible effects on the human environment are not highly uncertain. Parking areas and
Motorized singletrack trails currently exist across the forest. Rehabilitation efforts are
ongoing throughout the forest.
6. The degree to which the action may establish precedent for future actions with significant
effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.
This project is not intended to establish precedent for future actions. Among other reasons,
this project arose from a need to rehabilitate user created routes, protect wetland resources,
and to provide a connector route from NFS roads and trails to the south of the existing
motorized singletrack, to NFS and BLM roads and trails to the north.
7. Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant impacts. Significance exists if it is reasonable to anticipate a cumulatively
significant impact on the environment. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action
temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.
There are no significant cumulative effects. See Cumulative Effects sections of resource
reports.
8. The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or
objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may cause
loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.
A cultural inventory has been taken and there are no known cultural resources present.
9. The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or
its habitat that has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.
The Selected Alternative may affect but are not likely to adversely affect the Canada Lynx.
See the Wildlife report. The proposed action may affect, and is not likely to adversely affect
greenback cutthroat trout and its available habitat. The Selected Alternative would have no
impact to boreal toads or northern leopard frogs. See the Aquatics report.
10. Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements
imposed for the protection of the environment.
The Selected Alternative does not threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or
requirements imposed for the protection of the environment. The Selected Alternative may
impact Region 2 Sensitive Species, but is not likely to cause a trend towards Federal listing or
result in loss of viability in the planning area. See the Wildlife report.
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Figure 1. Basalt to Gypsum Motorized Singletrack Project Map
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Appendix A: Project Design Criteria
Table 2-2: Project Design Criteria
Recreation
Trail Standards consistent for a Class II single-track motorized trail: Tread Width 18-24”; Clearing Height
6-8’; Clearing Width 36-72”; Shoulder Clearance 6-12”; Grade 5-20%; Short Pitch Maximum 40%; Target
Cross Slope 5-10%; Maximum Cross Slope 15% ; Designed Turn Radius 4’ minimum; Surface Type Native
with limited grading, may be continuously rough; Sections of soft or unstable tread on grades less than
5% may be common and continuous; Protrusions less than or equal to 6” may be common and
continuous; Obstacles up to 18” may be common or placed for increased challenge
Forest Service and volunteer patrols will monitor closed routes and rehabilitation. Collaborating with
partners through an ambassador program, the target number of patrols during the first year of trail
system use is eight per month. When an incident of off-trail use, or use of closed routes is observed,
obliterate all evidence of such use as soon as possible.
Closed trails are re-vegetated to a natural state within sight distance or along their entire length,
whichever is deemed appropriate by the Forest Service. Closure of trails will occur by placing debris,
signs, and drainage structures as well as scarification as needed to break up the soil.
All signs and other necessary infrastructure will be installed before trails are opened. Cost of sign
replacement will be borne by user groups or those determined to have stolen or vandalized the signs.
Signs will be posted at all kiosks informing users of hunting season dates and recommending limiting use
of the trail system to the middle of the day (between 10am and 3pm) during hunting season to minimize
user conflicts and reduce use during the time when animals are most active. Kiosk and information
materials will inform all users to expect to encounter motorized users. The Forest Service will determine
the number of signs needed. “Closed throttle” zones may be identified and signed where there is shared
use near trailheads and in other locations as deemed appropriate.
Seasonal motorized trail closures occur from October 10 through June 20. Signs educating the public and
users about the seasonal closure will be installed at both parking areas. User groups including CBTRA and
RMSR will educate their members about seasonal trail closures and impacts to wildlife. If significant
changes in elk, mule deer, or big horn sheep behavior, and/or use of historical calving areas can be
specifically attributed to motorized use, the Forest Service will consider management options including
additional seasonal closures. If continued illegal use of closed roads or trails occurs, the entire trail
system or portions of it may be subject to closure.
The Forest Service will prepare and follow an Education and Enforcement Plan.
The Forest Service will prepare and follow an Implementation Schedule prior to implementation.
Scenery
All trail construction produces debris of some sort. Rock and earth which are excess in a cut area can
often be deposited in the adjacent fill section. Tree trunks, branches, stumps, root wads and other
vegetative matter (commonly known as slash) are usually unsatisfactorily fill materials and must be
disposed of in other ways.
Vegetative contrast is created if slash is left along road or trail clearing limits; the color, texture and line
are not in tune with its surroundings and thus attract attention. If suitably crushed or chipped, small trees,
shrubs, and the branches, needles, leaves etc., can often be beneficially used as mulch on newly exposed
soil. Along with slash disposal, color contrast reduction can be greatly reduced if freshly cut stumps are
treated with paint or dirt and/or cut to a minimal height to reduce scenery contrast.
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Where there is disturbed ground from new construction, put any excess material back to the area with
grading to maintain a natural appearance at transitions. Any site grading should blend disturbance into
the existing topography to achieve a natural appearance and minimize cuts and fills at the transition with
proposed grading and existing terrain.
Utilize construction techniques that facilitate revegetation of cut and fill slopes (leave in roughened
condition). Fills should be stabilized and maintained to prevent erosion. Height of cut and fill slopes along
trails should be minimized and varied to blend to adjacent terrain. Slope rounding should be considered.
2 to 1 slope maximum, 3 to 1 or flatter preferred. Minimizing cut slopes, if 2 to 1 slopes. Cut and fill slopes
should be graded to conform the site to the adjacent terrain. Vary the pitch of cut and fill slopes. Use
construction techniques that facilitate revegetation of cut and fill slopes (leave in roughened condition).
This involves slope rounding in both vertical and horizontal form as a more natural extension of landform
surface configurations. Use excess excavation material to create low earth mounds (berms) that blend
into the natural landform and create less uniformly graded surface.
Large boulders found in the excavation should be randomly placed along the edge of the trailhead parking
area or in the cut bank to help stabilize the slope. Place boulders in groups or individually. Boulders should
be planted with 2/3 of the boulders below the surface and 1/3 of the boulder above the surface for a
more natural appearance.
All disturbed areas shall be revegetated after the site has been satisfactorily prepared. Revegetation
should include planting and seeding. Seed with a native seed mixture using a variety of native seed
grasses and forbs when possible. The forest botanist shall provide a recommended seed mix.
All facilities including parking area and kiosk must meet the Accessibility Guidelines. These can be found at
the following website; http://www.fs.fed.us/recreation/programs/accessibility
Range
Install trail cattle guards with an adjacent metal (easily closed) gate at all trail/fence crossings. Work
closely with range and recreation staff and grazing permittees on design.
Include an approximately 600 foot fence extension on the north end of this fence with this analysis to
more effectively separate two range pastures. Fence will be a four-barbed wire, laydown fence. Fence
construction could be funded with Range Betterment funding in the future. Location is in section 34, T-6S,
R-86SW, between the following UTM points (NAD 83):
13S 0325628
4372631
13S 0325556
4372764
Many decommissioned trails will need to be closed with signage and woody vegetation such as downed
logs that horses and motorized equipment (ATV/UTV) can easily cross. Some decommissioning can be
more extensive as long as the work can temporarily be undone and then redone by heavy equipment used
to clean ponds and repair spring developments.
The upper elevation portions of the proposed trail occur along an existing livestock driveway. Motorized
trail design needs to accommodate efficient livestock travel. This means a trail that is at least 5 feet wide
and not dramatically incised (sloped in a “v” shape). It also may be necessary to close the route to
motorized traffic for short periods of time 1-2 days per year to facilitate safe and efficient livestock
movement and for public safety (Figure G-1, Cottonwood Range Map).
Pretreatment of existing infestations with approved herbicides within the project area, especially on
existing and proposed trail corridors should be conducted along with project implementation. Herbicide
choices and application rates for treatment are available from the District/Forest Weed Program Manager
or County Weed Manager. Some funding is available for this as part of the state OHV grant. Other
projects in the area such as the wildlife habitat improvement project also may contribute to accomplishing
pretreatment. Implemented in 2013 and 2014.
Clean Equipment. Ensure that prior to moving on to National Forest Lands, all off-road equipment used in
project implementation is free of soil, seeds, vegetative matter, or other debris that could contain or hold
noxious weed seeds. “Off-road equipment” includes all construction machinery or off highway vehicles,
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except for trucks, service vehicles, water trucks, pickup trucks, cars, and similar vehicles. The project
administrator will inspect the equipment prior to entrance onto the Forest to see that it is free of debris.
All disturbed ground will be re-vegetated with desirable plant species. Utilize seed mix approved by the
Forest Botanist and certified to be free of weed species. Seed mixes that incorporate native plant species
similar to those within the project area are desirable. Any mulch used in re-vegetation efforts must be
certified to be free of weed species.
Monitor project area for at least 3 years after completion for presence of invasive plants and successful
establishment of desirable vegetation. Re-treat invasive plants as needed.
Wildlife
The Forest Service will post signs at each trailhead and on brochures and websites requiring users to stay
on designated trails and a violation phone number. If illegal or off-trail use occurs, signs will be posted
specifying management actions up to and including trail system closure. If illegal or off-trail use
continues, the deciding officer may close the entire trail system or portions of it.
If re-vegetation is not occurring naturally, then seeding (overseen by the Forest Service) with only
certified native grass and shrub mix will occur in the following fall. Closed trails will be monitored; success
is 75% vegetation coverage after 24 months, or a calibrated per cent in areas with cattle grazing.
Missing or damaged signs and other infrastructure will be replaced as soon as practical. If chronic
vandalism or theft occurs, other actions will be considered. A sign plan will be developed and monitored
by partners on an annual basis.
Signs will be posted at all kiosks informing users of hunting season dates and recommending limiting use
of the trail system to the middle of the day (between 10am and 3pm) during hunting season to minimize
user conflicts and reduce use during the time when animals are most active. Kiosk and information
materials will inform all users to expect to encounter motorized users. Educational materials and visitor
contacts will include emphasis on slow speeds on the Red Table and Basalt Mountain roads. Signs and
trail features may be installed in locations that are subject to habitual concerns if determined to be
effective and feasible. Alternating days of use between the various user groups may be instituted, after
additional analysis.
Seasonal motorized trail closures occur from October 10th through June 20th. Forest service staff and
volunteers will monitor compliance with seasonal closures. Signs educating the public and users about
the seasonal closure will be installed at both parking areas. User groups including CBTRA and RMSR will
educate their members about seasonal trail closures and impacts to wildlife. If significant changes in elk,
mule deer, or bighorn sheep behavior, and/or use of historical calving areas can be specifically attributed
to motorized use, the F.S. will consider management options including additional seasonal closures.
To maintain the suitability and use of elk transition zones, calving areas, and winter range, as well as to
provide for avian nesting/brood rearing, all trail and parking lot construction should occur after June 20
(potentially June 30 depending on winter snow accumulations and spring weather conditions) and end
before November 15 annually.
During the year that trail construction or decommissioning is planned, conduct any appropriate avian
surveys identified below to identify necessary restrictions for nesting birds. Surveys done prior to the
season of implementation are not valid for identifying necessary restrictions.
If additional territories of raptors are discovered within the project area, establish and maintain these
territories with adequate permanent buffer zones and seasonal activity use restrictions around breeding
sites if possible to prevent the loss of those individuals. Specifically, if a newly discovered goshawk nest is
found, maintain a 30-acre buffer around the nest site (whether active or inactive). For Cooper’s hawks, a
20-acre buffer is needed. For sharp-shinned hawks, a 10-acre buffer is needed. For red-tailed and
Swainson’s hawks, a minimal buffer is needed to prevent blowdown of the nest tree. Within these buffer
zones, do not locate trails, temporary construction staging areas, or new developments.
Snags and trees used for nesting that are identified during pre-construction wildlife surveys will be
retained, unless they pose a hazard. Establish and maintain these territories with adequate permanent
buffer zones and seasonal activity use restrictions around breeding sites if possible to prevent the loss of
those individuals. Leave snags and woody material on-site to benefit species dependent upon these
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habitat structural elements. For the purple martin a 10-acre buffer is needed. For the Flammulated owl,
a minimal buffer is needed to prevent blowdown of the nest tree. Any deviation of the polygon sizes in
this criterion would be done in coordination with a Forest Service Wildlife Biologist.
To provide for avian nesting/brood rearing, all trail and parking lot construction should occur after June 20
(potentially June 30 depending on winter snow accumulations and spring weather conditions) annually.
Soils
Apply Best Management Practices, and application of sustainable trail design principles to help ensure a
minimal loss of soil organic material such as topsoil (mineral A horizon) and forest litter (duff layer, Ohorizons).
The existing parking area will be closed, soils will be de-compacted and amended, and the site will be
planted with desired native species to mimic adjacent (undisturbed) conditions. Compost is
recommended as soil amendment, to be applied at 3 inch depth and ripped into compacted soil for
alleviating compaction and soil organic matter loss.
Provide stable drainage that disperses runoff into filter strips and maintains stable fills. Stockpile topsoil
where practicable to be used in site restoration. Use certified local native plants as practicable; avoid
persistent or invasive exotic plants.
Adequately block vehicle access to former parking area (following wetlands reclamation) through the use
of natural materials/techniques including but not limited to boulder placement, woody material barriers,
and earth works.
Do not locate trails on slopes that show signs of instability, such as slope failure, mass movement, or
slumps.
Cultural Resources
If undocumented historic and/or prehistoric properties are located during ground disturbing activities or
planning activities associated with approved construction activities, all construction in the immediate
vicinity would cease and they would be treated as specified in 36 CFR §800.11 concerning Properties
Discovered During Implementation of an Undertaking.
Watershed
Minimize Connected Disturbed Areas and sediment delivery to streams by ensuring that trails drain to
undisturbed soils rather than directly to streams. Source: WCPH Management Measures 1 and 10.
Wherever possible, align trails using natural topography to create grade reversals or rolling dips to
facilitate maintenance-free drainage. Use waterbars, ditches and cross drains only when grade reversals
and rolling dips are not practical. Schedule maintenance of waterbars, ditches and cross drains to
maintain function. Source: IDT.
When planning and building re-routes, field fit trail alignments to minimize impacts to streams, wetlands
or erosion prone slopes.
When rehabilitating closed trails, ensure an adequate number of drainage features such as check dams,
water-bars and sediment traps are installed to address minor erosion problems. Re-contour slopes where
trails have become entrenched or where there are major erosion problems. Focus the most intensive
rehabilitation efforts where maximum resource benefits can be achieved, such as in the water influence
zone, in or near wetlands and on erosion-prone slopes. Customize individual rehabilitation treatments to
meet the particular needs of each site. Apply soil amendments if needed. Re-vegetate closed trails with
native species wherever possible. Source: IDT.
Rehabilitate 0.5 acres of currently impacted wetland adjacent to Cottonwood Creek by applying soil
amendment and planting with native sedges and shrubs. Source: IDT.
Keep heavy equipment out of streams, swales, and lakes, except to cross at designated points, build
crossings or to do restoration work. Source: WCPH Management Measure 3.
Size culverts to maintain the bankful width, depth, and slope, of the natural stream channel, and to easily
pass sediment and debris transported by the stream to be crossed. Source: WCPH Management Measure
4.
Keep ground vehicles out of wetlands except to do restoration work. Do not disrupt water supply or
drainage patterns into wetlands. Source: WCPH Management Measure 6.
Outslope trails where practical to shed water rather than concentrating water on the trail surface. Install
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cross drains to disperse runoff into filter strips. Design trails to drain water to undisturbed soils rather
than retaining water, or draining to streams. Locate and construct trails in such a way as to minimize the
amount of excavation needed and to reduce the potential for soil erosion. Source: WCPH Management
Measure 9.
Do not install culverts during spring runoff, or during periods of heavy precipitation. Source: WCP
Management Measure 9.
Do not locate trails on slopes that show signs of instability, such as slope failure, mass movement, or
slumps. Source: WCPH Management Measure 9.
Locate vehicle service and fuel areas on gentle upland sites at least 100 feet away from streams to
prevent pollutants from contaminating water. Source: WCPH Management Measure 15.
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Appendix B – Basalt to Gypsum Motorcycle Trail System Proactive and Adaptive Management Plan
Management Category

Desired Conditions *

Proactive Recommendations

Monitoring Protocol

Off-trail Use and Use of
Closed Routes

Motorcycles, ATVs and mountain bikes do not
travel off designated routes.
Closed routes are not being used.

There will be signs at each trailhead and on
brochures and websites requiring users to stay
on designated trails. All informational
materials will include a phone number that
allows any individual to report violations to the
Forest Service.

A reportable incident will be
defined as a first person observation
or clear evidence on the ground
(e.g. tire tracks or trampled
vegetation) of illegal mechanized or
motorized activity.

During the first year of the system use,
frequent volunteer or agency patrols will be
conducted during the riding season by the
Maintenance Patrol crew, other District FPOs,
RMSR, CBTRA or other trained volunteers,
and CPW staff (when possible). The frequency
of patrols will be re-assessed annually based on
system use and compliance.

The target number for patrols in the
first year is 8 per month.

Restoration and
Decommissioning of
Routes Identified For
Closure

Closed trails are decommissioned and recontoured along the line of sight from open
routes or trailheads, or further if needed to deter
use of closed trails

If evidence of off-trail use or use of closed
routes is observed or reported, either a 5300-1
(Incident Report) will be completed by USFS
staff or trained volunteers or another land and
wildlife management agency form. Annual
field reports summarizing the location and
number of off-trail incidents will be
documented.
Physical closure and scarification include
active restoration that includes re-vegetation
with a native seed mix.

Kiosk and information materials will inform all
Closed trails are re-vegetated to a natural state
users to expect to encounter motorized users.
within sight distance or along their entire length,
whichever is deemed appropriate by the Forest
Service and are managed to eliminate nonnative, noxious plant species including state of
Colorado category “A, “B” and “C” list species.
Throughout the entire length of closed trails
drainage is adequate and causes no erosion.

Volunteers and Staff will patrol
system routes. Patrols will also be
conducted at entry and exit points
for decommissioned routes.

Thresholds Triggering
Management Actions
Management Action
When an incident of off-trail use or use of closed routes is observed all
evidence of such use will be obliterated as soon as possible. If use
continues, signs will be posted specifying management actions up to and
including trail system closure.

If continued illegal off-trail use or use of closed roads or trails occurs the
District Ranger or Forest Supervisor may close the entire trail system or
substantial portions of it. Closures would remain in effect until a new
management strategy can be developed and implemented to deal with offtrail incidents.
The number of off-trail incidents should steadily decrease as the trail system
ages. If a trend toward fewer off trail incidents is not observed, reevaluation
and additional actions will be considered including possible trail closures.

Areas where there are reoccurring
violations will be identified, and
documented and monitored more
frequently to discourage continued
use.

Closed trails will be monitored by
Volunteers, the Maintenance/Patrol
Crew and FS specialists for
successful re-vegetation and
noxious weeds starting after
closure.
Re-vegetation will be considered
successful if there is at least 75%
vegetation coverage compared with
adjacent native vegetation after 24
months. Representative samples
will be taken on the trail length to
determine the composition and
cover of re-vegetation.

Less than 75% of re-vegetation
coverage or consistent with adjacent
natural areas.
In locations where active cattle
allotments are preventing revegetation, less than a 75% revegetation coverage is permissible
without management action if cattle
are determined to be the cause of the
lack of re-vegetation.
Cattle exclusions will be considered
as a tool while vegetation is reestablished.

If re-vegetation is not occurring
naturally, then seeding (overseen by
the Forest Service) with only
certified native grass and shrub mix
will occur in the following fall.
Closure of trails will occur by
placing debris, signs, and drainage
structures as well as scarification as
needed to break up the soil.
District weed specialist and/or staff
management will perform noxious
weed control if monitoring identifies
the presence of noxious weeds.

No further use of routes identified for closure
occurs.

*

These conditions apply to Forest Service lands and Basalt to Gypsum Motorized Singletrack project routes shown on the map labeled Figure 1 and included in the Environmental Assessment and Decision Notice
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Management Category

Desired Conditions *

Proactive Recommendations

Monitoring Protocol

Thresholds Triggering
Management Action

Management Actions

Signs and
Infrastructure

All route and seasonal closure signs and
infrastructure continue to function as intended,
remain in the locations they were placed and are
maintained in good working condition.

All signs and other necessary infrastructure
will be installed before trails are opened.

Sign location waypoints will be
established using GPS and
infrastructure will be monitored.
Maintenance/Patrol Crews will
continually monitor all signs and
other infrastructure.

Chronic vandalism or theft in
localized areas.

Missing or damaged signs and other
infrastructure will be replaced as
soon as practical. If chronic
vandalism or theft occurs, other
actions will be considered.

CBTRA and RMSR will work with USFS to
replace damaged or missing signs.
Appropriate Ranger District phone numbers
will be posted at the kiosk to report trail system
issues.

Cost of sign replacement will be
borne by user groups or those
determined to have stolen or
vandalized the signs.

SHARE THE ROAD and right of way signs
are posted in appropriate locations.

If constant or chronic vandalism
occurs in a particular place a
motion-activated camera may be
used to help deter and stop such
activity.

A sign plan will be developed and monitored
for functionality on an annual basis.

User Conflicts

Riders of OHVs and vehicles slow down when
encountering other users on system road. Other
users notice this reduction in speed.
Complaints about excessive speed occur less
than 5 times during the entire season.
Conflicts between hunters and other users of the
trails and roads in the area are minimal.

Kiosk and information materials will inform all
users to expect to encounter motorized users.
The Forest Service will determine the number
of signs needed.
Educational materials and visitor contacts will
include emphasis on slow speeds on the Red
Table and Basalt Mountain roads.
Signs will be posted at all kiosks informing
users of hunting season dates and
recommending limiting use of the trail system
to the middle of the day (between 10am and
3pm) during hunting season to minimize user
conflicts and reduce use during the time when
animals are most active.

The Forest Service will document in
the relevant Cost share Agreement
or Permit the number of comments
received, concerning the Basalt to
Gypsum trail system.

Numerous concerns received per
riding season may trigger a range of
potential additional management
options as determined appropriate by
the Forest Service.

The system trails and roads will be
patrolled by the Forest Service and
volunteer Maintenance / Patrol
Crews according to the frequency
previously identified under the Offtrail Use and Use of Closed Routes
section of this table. These crews
will document complaints about
excessive speeds. Forest Protection
Officers will issue warnings to
riders observed exceeding
reasonable speed. Volunteers will
provide verbal warnings to riders
who are observed exceeding
reasonable speed.

User conflicts will be monitored and
actions will be considered, as
determined appropriate by the Forest
Service.

One or more of the following
management actions may be
implemented, as determined by the
Forest Service:
Signage and trail features may be
installed in locations that are subject
to habitual concerns if determined to
be effective and feasible.
After appropriate level of
environmental analysis, alternating
days of use between the various user
groups may be instituted.
“Closed throttle” zones may be
identified and signed where there is
shared use near trailheads and in
other locations as deemed
appropriate.

The Forest Service will obtain
baseline user data (amount) and
monitor trail use on a yearly basis to
help inform future management of
the system.
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Management Category

Desired Conditions *

Proactive Recommendations

Monitoring Protocol

Wildlife and Ecosystem
Integrity and Impacts

The seasonal motorized trail closures from
October 10th - June 20th are complied with and
enforced as necessary

Signs educating the public and users about the
seasonal closure will be installed at both
parking areas.

Forest Service staff and volunteers
will monitor compliance with
seasonal closures.

User groups including CBTRA and RMSR will
educate their members about seasonal trail
closures and impacts to wildlife

All violations of the closure will be
documented and reported.

Thresholds Triggering
Management Actions
Management Action
If significant changes in elk, mule deer, or big horn sheep behavior, and/or
use of historical calving areas can be specifically attributed to motorized
use, the F.S. will consider management options including additional
seasonal closures. This plan acknowledges that there are many factors that
could affect wildlife behavior and us of calving areas including grazing and
natural population cycles.

CPW will monitor the health and
migration patterns of the elk, mule
deer, and big horn sheep
populations.

When an incident of off-trail use, or use of closed routes is observed all
evidence of such use will be obliterated as soon as possible. If use
continues, signs will be posted specifying management actions up to and
including trail system closure.

“Indicator” species, including
breeding birds will also be
monitored as indicators of
ecosystem integrity, through a
partnership with Roaring Fork
Audubon and Roaring Fork Sierra
Club.

If continued illegal off-trail use or use of closed roads or trails occurs the
District Ranger or Forest Supervisor may close the entire trail system or
substantial portions of it. Closures would remain in effect until a new
management strategy can be developed and implemented to deal with offtrail incidents.

Monitor to be sure the three
implementation activities are
sequenced in sync.

Funding is not obtained for
decommissioning, closures,
restoration, enforcement,
monitoring, and maintenance.

Allow for trail maintenance/clearing prior to
trail system opening.
Seasonal closure of the area will last from
October 10 through June 20. (Rifle season
generally opens on the second weekend of
October, depending on the year).

Funding and
maintenance.

Funding should be sought proportionately for all
portions of this trail system including:
construction, restoration, maintenance, and
compliance. Because outside grants may be
more likely to fund trail construction than other
portions of the project the F.S. will make all
reasonable efforts to provide funding and
resources for portions of the project that are not
funded from grants.

Create a yearly timetable that specifies the mix
of activities to take place each year, such that
resources for decommissioning and
enforcement stay in sync with resources for
trail construction.

The number of off-trail incidents should steadily decrease as the trail system
ages. If a trend toward fewer off trail incidents is not observed, reevaluation
and additional actions will be considered including possible trail closures.

Monitor to be sure funding is
balanced between the three.

Funding for more trail construction
should not be sought until funding
for decommissioning, closures,
restoration, enforcement,
monitoring, and maintenance is
obtained.

Estimate costs associated with each of the three
activities, and attempt to obtain funding
commitments for all three before proceeding
with any one of them.

Funding for trail construction should not
increase the challenges of trail restoration,
maintenance, enforcement and monitoring.

A Challenge Cost Share Agreement or Permit System will be in place between CBTRA, RMSR, RFOV and the White River National Forest, beginning in 2015. The Agreement will identify roles and
responsibilities regarding trail restoration, maintenance, reconstruction, education, enforcement, and monitoring.

*

These conditions apply to Forest Service lands and Basalt to Gypsum Motorized Singletrack project routes shown on the map labeled Figure 1 and included in the Environmental Assessment and Decision Notice
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Letters Received from Individuals
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Pitkin County Commissioners and Board of PCOST,
Thank you for the opportunity to listen, think, and plan on the possibility of the
Carbondale to Crested Butte trail system. It is an enormous task. I wanted to
share my thoughts at your listening session at Carbondale June 26, however I had
a volunteer schedule conflict to speak up at this session and could only attend one
hour.
There are several thoughts I would like to convey about this trail planning process
and my thoughts all start with a P.
1. Possibility – I never thought this trail could be possible when it was
conceived. However, after a decade of planning from feasibility to planning
this trail I believe it is now possible. This process reminds me of leaders
discussing the interstate road system, going to the moon, to the river trail in
Grand Junction from state park (Island Acres) to state park (Fruita). All
happened because leaders thought big picture and moved it in increments.
This is what I believe should happen with this trail system. My suggestion is
to build pieces in increments slowly and surely and make it Possible!
Decision makers, I encourage you all to follow your intuition and strongly consider
alternative B. This alternative is the best for the 3 P’s; - planning, pay, and
people. If you realize the possibility for this proposed Carbondale to Crested
Butte trail, it will highlight the county, state, forest and nation’s natural resource
legacy. Moving forward with this trail is for the greatest good for the greatest
number especially with the plan B design.
2. Planning - The B trail alternative is the best choice for this trail because it
is the most sustainable. Sustainable design and planning for this trail in the
economic, environmental, and human dimension balance realm is plan B. This
will make the trail accessible and safe for all to enjoy and will make the trail
economically feasible. Seasonal closures for wildlife will work because of
the vigilance of PCOST with their direction and emphasis.
3. Pay - In order for this trail to be sustainable, it is key to balance the
financials of building this trail and not build many bridges to accommodate
the neighbors. Balance the financial costs with the environment (with
seasonal closures) and provide an amazing accessible trail to the people.
Outdoor recreation contributes greatly to the well-being of Americans –
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getting outside has been proven to have psychological, physical, social, and
economic benefits. Understanding this proposed trail role in providing
recreational opportunities and benefits is key. I am glad it is being
thoroughly assessed and vetted however. I believe the new roles of RFMBA
in providing help in trail maintenance on other trails will spill over to this
trail as well for future needs. It is key to focus on utilizing the old roads
and railroad grade except for the special Filoha interest area.
4. People - The “NIMBYism” for keeping this trail out of the alignment of the
“best place” to put this trail needs to be examined and evaluated because of
the people and pay aspect. Yes, it is true the landowners don’t want this
area open to all because they bought their piece of paradise and they are
some of the toughest and most vocal folks I have ever encountered.
However, the benefits for this trail in the B alignment out way the risks.
I am aware there are wildlife sensitivities, yet wildlife uses our trails for
transportation. I have also observed bighorn sheep adapting to people on
trails and roads in numerous places examples include; Glenwood Canyon
Georgetown Area with Hwy 70, and Poudre River Canyon. The sheep have a
fungus from domestic sheep and this is not the reason to close this door to
the public. With careful design and purposeful management (of which POST
is excellent at), I believe we can minimize negative impacts on wildlife. In
actuality, the hunting system structure with CPW are way more impactful
than an existing trail and railroad prism.
Start slowly with increments and Please choose plan B!
Happy Trails,
Martha Moran
269 Crystal Road
Carbondale 81623
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My name is M. Rebecca Argeros, a longtime resident of Pitkin County. I hereby proclaim that the
proposed bike trail remains on the highway only, or no bike trail at all.
This is my vote.
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Dear BOCC,
I wholeheartedly endorse the opinions of the Crystal River Caucus Board that the trail should only follow the
Hwy 133 road alignment (Plan A). Any other alignment would cause me to vote against the trail in whole.
I am a resident of Redstone and have raised my family here for the precise reason that is one of the last places
that has remained a natural wonder and hasn’t been over-populated or over-developed. I want my legacy to be
that I voted to protect our valley. What do you want your legacy to be?
Thanks for your consideration, Bill.
Bill Argeros
0049 Bobcat Lane
Redstone, CO 81623
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BOCC,
We are currently in the process of building a new home at 726 Coal Creek Road.
We would like to advocate that trail alignment “Plan A” along Colorado Highway #133 be
selected for the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail.
We believe that Plan A would be the least detrimental to wildlife, the Crystal River, and the
beautiful Crystal River Valley.
Respectfully Submitted,
Al and Bessie Arlian
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Too Whom it may concern:
I am writing to voice my support for developing the Crystal Trail on the east side of the Crystal
River. I believe that continuing the trail from the KOA resort up the east side of the river to the
Filoha Meadows north boundary (across from the Penny Hot Springs) best serves the public.
Relocation of the trail onto the west side of the river at this point is necessary to avoid
impacting Filoha Meadows. The trail should quickly return to the east side of the river by
crossing the river on the Larson Open Space and continuing south on the Wildrose Access
(Dorais Way).
This route secures trail separation from Highway 133 which protects trail users from conflict
with motor vehicles and vehicular pollution, while accessing a tranquil, safe and beautiful scenic
corridor. Following the Wildrose Easement is the only way to protect the users and the trail
from the chronic and destructive mud slides that too frequently close and damage the highway
just north of the Redstone North Bridge on Highway 133.
The Carbondale to Redstone section of trail should be paved. The construction cost disparity
between Option A versus Option B is dramatic.
Resistance to this route comes from residents living in proximity of the proposed route and is
based on wildlife protection. The location of their homes, very often with dogs, is the greatest
impact on wildlife. A seasonal restriction on trail use will mitigate much of this impact.
To continue the trail on the east side of the river guarantees Redstone businesses some walk
through/ride through business. The final section of the trail to McClure Pass should be routed
on the east side to Hayes Creek.
Whenever possible, the highway corridor should be avoided. Building in the CDOT right of way
is extremely expensive, compromises trail users safety and degrades the trail experience with
noise and pollution.
Seasonal closures to protect wildlife habitat must be instituted and strictly enforced. A strong
educational component backed by vigilant patrolling and stiff penalties is necessary to protect
the strong bio-diversity of this unique valley.
I view the necessary bridges on the trail as a great opportunity for PCOST to improve degraded
the river and restore riparian areas.
Thank you very much for compiling such an incredible body of work on which to make an
informed decision.
John B Armstrong
1122 County Road 106
Carbondale, CO 81623
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Janet Urquhart <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com>

Re: June 26th listening session
Gary Bascom <abstractmarble@gmail.com>
To: Janet Urquhart <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com>

Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 9:52 AM

We live in Marble, I drive Hwy 133 Monday thru Friday to work.
We have paid for a beautiful bike trail - BIKERS DO NOT USE IT. They continue to impact Hwy 133 traffic by refusing to
use the bike path.
Today, a perfect example of a "ride" that put hundreds of bikers on Hwy 133 this a.m. I counted 25 bikers that used the
bike path, and many in groups of 4 to 20 that were dangerously in the 133 Hwy vehicle lanes.
Shame on them! When do they get ticketed for impeding traffic? Observed a Pitkin County sheriff vehicle, parked in a
turn-out watching bikers coming towards her while traffic was slowed to their pace.
Why expend more money on bike paths that will not be used?
Gary Bascom
ABSTRACT MARBLE
303 W. Park Street
Marble, CO 81623
970-963-1318 Shop
970-963-9815 Home
abstractmarble@gmail.com
On Fri, Jun 22, 2018 at 10:31 AM, Janet Urquhart <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com> wrote:
Hello,
We just want to remind you that the Board of County Commissioners and Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board
will host a listening session on Tuesday, June 26th for those who'd like to comment on the draft Carbondale to
Crested Butte Trail Plan. It starts at 4 p.m. in the Calaway Room at the Third Street Center in Carbondale.
The deadline to comment on the draft plan is July 27th. Find more on the plan, and a survey link, at
www.pitkinOSTprojects.com.
-Janet Urquhart
Stewardship Outreach Coordinator
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
970-920-5232
We've moved! Our offices are at 806 W. Hallam St., Aspen (the Forest Service building)
Find us online at www.pitkincounty/ost
We're on facebook
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TO: Pitco BOCC
Open Space and Trails
Dale Will
RE: False information presented at the public hearing June 29, trail to CB
Some people seem to feel they need to represent false information to the public in order to sway interest to personally benefit. It was
called to my attention, by several friends in attendance, that false information had been “announced” at your public hearing for the “trail
to CB” public hearing. Subsequent review of the respective Webcast confirms this.
Mr. Charles Ogilby suggested that the HSR be purchased and that he had “inside information” that the owner Sharon Boucher just turned
down an offer and this would be ripe time to get a great “deal” on the property. And that this property was of 6.5 acres. Both these
statements are false. I am not dropping my price and the property is and has been over 9 acres. Yes, we have, in the past, turned down
offers because we are firm on our price. Including verbal offers from Mr. Ogilby via his broker.
The only motivation for misrepresenting to the public and to the county would be for his personal gain.
I urge you to please simply make of record that these statements are false and to disregard them. And further to note that purposefully
making false statement at a public hearing such as this is meant to influence the officials and voting public that this is true information .
Mr. Ogilby has made this bold statement about someone else’s business clearly for some personal benefit.
Please make this “correction” of public record.
Respectfully, Sharon Boucher, owner Hot Springs Ranch, Redstone, CO
PS. if indeed Mr. Ogilby had real and pertinent “inside” information, would it be ethical to announce it to the public?
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The crystal bike trail. No trail is needed. My friend road his bike here from Ohio
and never left. Each state did not build him a trail so he could be any more safe
than the roads that guided him thru each state. Give taxpayers a refund and
reduce waste.
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Commissioners and Trustees,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the current draft and recommended
alignments of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail, Dated May 2018. I received my
B.S in Fisheries Biology from the University of Washington at Seattle, and my Ph.D. in
Environmental Biology (essentially ecology) from the University of Colorado at Boulder.
My home is in the Crystal River Valley near Redstone, I have spent a lot of time
observing wildlife in the area since moving there in 2006, and I was involved in a study
of the Crystal River instream and riparian habitats in 2005.
I strongly support the construction of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail, however, I
am opposed to placing the trail in sensitive wildlife habitats. I do not believe that
seasonal closures work, especially in more remote places such as the Crystal River
Valley, and I am concerned about the proliferation of bandit trails. The situation on
Crown Mountain is an example of the abject failure of land managers to prevent such
trails from being created and impacting our wildlife. Furthermore, the present draft of the
trail plan includes several bridges along the river, and I am concerned not only about
the costs of the bridges, but the accompanying riparian impacts.
Specific segments that the trail should avoid on the east side of the Crystal River
between Redstone and the end of Phase 1 of the Crystal Trail include Red Wind Point,
North and South Janeway, Avalanche, the Narrows, and Filoha Meadows. This is the
view espoused by several retired Colorado Parks and Wildlife officials, by an
independent biologist hired by Wilderness Workshop, and to a certain extent by the
County’s own environmental consultant. If Alternative A were selected for these
segments, that would eliminate the need for several bridges and avoid the associated
costs and environmental impacts. Money saved by not building those bridges could be
redirected toward construction of some of the more difficult sections in the Highway 133
corridor, as well as toward river restoration.
The Avalanche, Narrows, and Filoha Segments deserve special comment. The current
draft plan shows no recommended alternative for the Avalanche Segment, it
recommends Alternative B along the old railroad grade for the Narrows Segment and
recommends Alternative A along the Highway 133 corridor for the Filoha Segment.
I certainly applaud and support the recommendation to route the trail along Alternative A
for the Filoha Segment. Filoha Meadows has high wildlife value, and especially to
bighorn, the mineral-rich soils that provide them vital nutrients during several months of
the year.
What most concerns me is the recommendation of Alternative B for the Narrows
Segment, which would have a recommended closure from December 1 through April
30. This is an extremely important migration corridor for sheep and elk during the Winter
and Spring or other times when there is snow on the tops of the ridges. Sheep
especially access Filoha Meadows through the Narrows, along the old railroad grade.
We commonly see them there from October through May. That route isn’t only a critical
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travel corridor for the sheep, it has mineral rich soils as well, and the mineral deposits
can be seen along the east side river bank just as at Filoha. It makes no sense to me to
keep the trail out of Filoha, but not off the east side of the narrows. For wildlife
protection, the Filoha and Narrows segments should be treated as one.
I urge the county to keep the trail along the highway corridor for the Narrows segment.
Except for a short section where the trail would probably need to be cantilevered, there
is adequate room for a trail along the highway. If Alternative A were chosen for this
segment, I would suspect that the savings of the money otherwise spent on 2 bridges
would largely offset the expense of a cantilevered trail segment. Moreover, cantilevering
would be constructed over a portion of the stream bank that has been completely riprapped with boulders and the pre-existing riparian vegetation eliminated. In my
judgement, a trail within the highway corridor in the narrows segment would have
substantially less impact on stream health and wildlife than building two bridges and
locating the trail on the east side.
The Avalanche segment has been identified as perhaps the most important wildlife area
in the valley by CPW biologists, by Rick Thompson who conducted an independent
wildlife impact study for Wilderness Workshop, as well as by ERO, the county’s own
environmental consultant for the trail. I would urge Pitkin County to keep the trail out of
Avalanche Alternative B. A trail through that area would bring a huge influx of human
activity, where today there is almost none. Even with closures, wildlife impacts would
likely be significant.
Finally, two other segments upstream of Redstone should be addressed regarding
potential wildlife impacts. Alternative B (the off-highway option) is recommended for the
Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments. Both of those areas contain important wildlife
habitat. Although there is an existing trail along both of those routes that experienced
mountain bikers can negotiate, the trails see mostly light foot traffic, and appear to have
minor impact on the vibrant wildlife community that exists in those segments.
“Improving” the trail in the manner suggested in the trail planning document (e.g. 3 ft.
wide natural surface trail) would encourage many more people to enter those areas,
which would have a more significant impact on wildlife. A relatively narrow trail of that
width could easily be accommodated in the highway corridor. I urge the County to keep
the trail in the highway corridor in the Bear Creek and McClure Pass segments.
Thank you for your consideration.
John C. Emerick
111 Mountain Lion Way
Redstone
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July 19, 2018

Lindsay Utter
Planning and Outreach Manager, Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
806 W. Hallam Street,
Aspen, CO 81611
Re: Draft Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan

We would like to express our opinion regarding the proposed bike path trail. The
proposed segment between the Town of Redstone and McClure Pass has to our knowledge has
two options of which one of the options is proposed to be in our subdivision Redstone Ranch
Acres and specifically in front of our house on Beaver Drive. We reviewed this proposal and
discussed it several neighbors and while everyone around us opposes this plan we are
speaking for ourselves and would like to express in strongest terms our objection to this option,
for the following reasons:

- Safety First - The existing road is very narrow and windy, with many blind spots, and can
barely contain the existing traffic, such as gas delivery, trash pickup, and regular residential
vehicular use. Any additional traffic weather cyclists, or cross country skiers will most certainly
risk locals and users and result in conflict and perhaps, injury of fatality.

- Character of the subdivision - Any proposed change to the current character and nature of the
subdivision and the properties it serves would stately impact serene and private nature of this
little subdivision and will result in decreasing the value of our assets.

- Liability - under this proposal it could be assumed that people will chose to park their vehicles
along the highway, near the bridge, and on private property, which will result in disturbance to
the normal flow which will certainly raise issues of liability that we do not agree in the first
place.
Therefore, we vehemently OBJECT to this option and as locals who know this
subdivision in and out request that you value our opinion with the highest regard and abandon
what we consider to be a very dangerous an ridiculous option.

Best,
Daniel & Sabrina Ferguson
173 Beaver Drive,
Redstone, CO 81623
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COMMENT
EDUCATION Boosting creative
teaching in India’s
schools p.148

FUNDING Recognize the reach
and needs of interdisciplinary
research p.148

DIVERSITY The forgotten
women of Antarctic
research p.148

MOHD SAMSUL MOHD SAID/GETTY

BOOKS Journey through the
microbiological jungle
within us p.146

A container of seized African elephant tusks in Malaysia.

The ravages of guns,
nets and bulldozers

The threats of old are still the dominant drivers of current species loss,
indicates an analysis of IUCN Red List data by Sean Maxwell and colleagues.

T

here is a growing tendency for media
reports about threats to biodiversity
to focus on climate change.
Here we report an analysis of threat
information gathered for more than 8,000
species. These data revealed a contrasting
picture. We found that by far the biggest
drivers of biodiversity decline are overexploitation (the harvesting of species from
the wild at rates that cannot be compensated for by reproduction or regrowth) and
agriculture (the production of food, fodder,

fibre and fuel crops; livestock farming;
aquaculture; and the cultivation of trees).
Early next month, representatives from
government, industry and non-governmental organizations will define future
directions for conservation at the World
Conservation Congress of the International Union for Conservation of Nature
(IUCN). High on the agenda for political leaders, non-governmental organizations, conservationists and many others
will be taking steps to turn the 2015 Paris

climate agreement into action. It is also
crucial that the World Conservation Congress delegates — and society in general
— ensure that efforts to address climate
change do not overshadow more immediate priorities for the survival of the world’s
flora and fauna.

ON THE LIST

Since 2001, the categories and criteria of the
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species — a
standard for the evaluation of extinction
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BIG KILLERS

Overexploitation and agriculture are the most prevalent threats facing
the 8,688 threatened or near-threatened species from comprehensively
assessed species groups on the IUCN Red List.

OVEREXPLOITATION

AGRICULTURAL
ACTIVITY

URBAN
DEVELOPMENT
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AND DISEASE
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MODIFICATION
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5,407

3,014
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2,084

1,523

1,269

More than 80% of
species analysed are
harmed by more than
one sub-class threat.
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risk — have guided assessments, now for
82,845 species. Assessors assign species to
categories, including ‘near-threatened’, ‘vulnerable’, ‘endangered’ or ‘critically endangered’ depending on their population size;
past, current and projected population
trends; geographic range and other symptoms of extinction risk. Species in the latter
three groups are collectively referred to as
‘threatened’.
To assess the relative prevalence of current hazards to biodiversity, we quantified
threat information for 8,688 near-threatened or threatened species belonging to
species groups in which all known species
have been assessed (for complete list of taxa
included, see Supplementary Information;
go.nature.com/2ajen88).
The basic message emerging from these
data is that whatever the threat category or
species group, overexploitation and agriculture have the greatest current impact on
biodiversity (see ‘Big killers’).
Of the species listed as threatened or

The common hippopotamus
(Hippopotamus amphibius) and
leatherback turtle (Dermochelys
coriacea) are being affected by
droughts and high temperatures.

The Sumatran rhinoceros (Dicerorhinus sumatrensis)
and Western gorilla (Gorilla gorilla) are being harmed
by overexploitation; Africa’s cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus)
and Asia’s hairy-nosed otter (Lutra sumatrana) are
being imperilled by agricultural activity.

112
AQUACULTURE

near-threatened, 72% (6,241) are being
overexploited for commerce, recreation or
subsistence.
The Sumatran rhinoceros (Dicerorhinus
sumatrensis), Western gorilla (Gorilla
gorilla) and Chinese pangolin (Manis
pentad actyla, a scaly mammal), for
instance, are all illegally hunted as a result
of high market demand for their body
parts and meat. These are just three of
the more than 2,700 species affected by
hunting or fishing, or by people collecting live specimens for the pet trade. At
the same time, unsustainable logging is
contributing to the decline of more than
4,000 forest-dependent species, such as
the Bornean wren-babbler (Ptilocichla
leucogrammica), India’s Nicobar shrew
(Crocidura nicobarica), and the Myanmar
snub-nosed monkey (Rhinopithecus
strykeri).
The expansion and intensification
of agricultural activity is imperilling
5,407 species — 62% of those listed as
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threatened or near-threatened. Africa’s
cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus), Asia’s
hairy-nosed otter (Lutra sumatrana)
and South America’s huemul deer (Hippocamelus bisulcus) are among more than
2,300 species affected by livestock farming
and aquaculture. And the Fresno kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides) and the
African wild dog (Lycaon pictus) are two
of more than 4,600 species currently under
threat from land modification associated
with the production of food, fodder or fuel
crops.
Meanwhile, anthropogenic climate
change — including increases in storms,
flooding, extreme temperatures or
drought that exceed background variability, as well as sea-level rise — is currently affecting 19% of species listed as
threatened or near-threatened. Hooded
seals (Cystophora cristata) are among the
1,688 species affected. These have dropped
in abundance by 90% in the northeastern
Atlantic Arctic over the past few decades
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COMMENT
The Spanish imperial eagle
(Aquila adalberti) and giant panda
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca) are
being harmed by road building.

HUMAN
ENERGY
DISTURBANCE TRANSPORT PRODUCTION
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1,219
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949
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833

RECREATION

ROADS AND
RAILWAYS

MINING
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WORK†

121
WAR

492
SHIPPING
LANES

95
SERVICE
LINES AND
INFRASTRUCTURE

56
OIL AND
GAS
56
RENEWABLE
ENERGY

†Threats

from people spending time in or travelling in
natural environments for reasons other than recreation
or military activities.
Major threat classes (orange circles) that harm fewer
than 110 species and sub-class threats (red rings) that
harm fewer than 50 species are not included.

GRAPHIC BY WES FERNANDES/NATURE

Source: The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species,
Version 2016-1; www.iucnredlist.org

as a result of extensive declines in regional
sea ice, and so in the availability of sites for
resting and raising pups.

DATA LIMITATIONS

There are three obvious difficulties in
interpreting the Red List data.
First, the patterns we report here do not
necessarily extend to taxonomic groups that
haven’t been monitored. The comprehensively assessed groups included here are not
a random sample from the tree of life1, but
those that are generally better-studied. All
known bird species have been assessed, for
instance. But information on extinction risk
has been gathered for only some 0.1% of the
more than 50,000 species of fungi thought
to exist.
A second potential limitation of our
analysis is that it treats threats as discrete
when, in fact, hazards rarely affect organisms
in isolation. Agriculture is a major driver of
greenhouse-gas emissions, for example. And
new roads to enable agricultural expansion

can increase bush-meat harvesting, the
incidence of forest fires and habitat fragmentation2. In fact, more than 80% of the species
included in our analysis are affected by more
than one major threat.
Finally, the balance of threats driving
extinction risk for many of the world’s species will change, even over the next few
decades 3 . For Red
List assessments, the “Climate
impacts of future change will
threats (including become an
climate change) in increasingly
reducing a species’ dominant
population size are problem in the
projected across three biodiversity
generations or over a crisis.”
ten-year period —
whichever is longer. Hence, unless the
species being assessed is long-lived (with
an expected lifespan of 30–50 years, say),
projections cover a period during which the
effects of climate change, in particular, will
be relatively modest.
Yet we do not think that any of these
caveats alter the overall message. Because
agricultural activity and overexploitation
tend to occur in fertile places with naturally
high levels of biodiversity4, the patterns
emerging from our analysis probably extend
to many of the other species that have not
yet been assessed. Also, until a better understanding is obtained of how threats act additively, synergistically or antagonistically, a
pragmatic course of action is to limit those
impacts that are currently harming the most
species5. Finally, studies have shown Red List
categorizations reflecting projected extinction risk from climate change to be more
robust than was previously thought6.

WHAT NEXT?

Of all the plant, amphibian, reptile, bird and
mammal species that have gone extinct since
ad 1500, 75% were harmed by overexploitation or agricultural activity or both (often
in combination with the introduction of
invasive alien species7). Climate change will
become an increasingly dominant problem
in the biodiversity crisis3. But human development and population growth mean that
the impacts of overexploitation and agricultural expansion will also increase.
The aim of the World Conservation Congress is to translate sustainable development and carbon neutrality agreements into
action. We urge delegates to focus on proposing and funding actions that prioritize
the biggest current threats to biodiversity.
Thankfully, there are effective tools and
approaches to alleviate harm caused by
overexploitation and agricultural activities8. These include the development and
governance of sustainable harvest regimes;
the enforcement of hunting regulations
and no-take marine protected areas;

the maintenance of international policy
mechanisms; such as the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species;
and public education (for instance, on where
ivory comes from) to reduce demand. Also
powerful are the establishment of protected
areas to safeguard key biodiversity areas9;
the management of agricultural systems in
ways that allow threatened species to persist within them; the regulation of pesticide
and fertilizer use; the certification of agricultural sustainability; and the reduction of
food waste, for example, using urban foodtransfer programmes.
Crucially, ensuring that overexploitation and agricultural activities today do not
compromise ecosystems tomorrow will help
to ameliorate the challenges presented by
impending climate change. Healthy ecosystems are better repositories for carbon. They
are also more likely to provide the physical
connectivity and genetic diversity needed to
enable species to adapt to the large shifts in
climate expected later this century10.
Conservationists, weary of tackling
herculean, long-standing problems, could
be forgiven for being drawn to newer ones.
Nonetheless, we appeal to all concerned
with the sustainability of life on Earth to take
stock of the current balance of threats — and
refocus their efforts on the enemies of old. ■
Sean L. Maxwell is a PhD student in
the School of Geography, Planning and
Environmental Management, University
of Queensland, Brisbane, Australia.
Richard A. Fuller is an associate professor
in the School of Biological Sciences,
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science and knowledge at the International
Union for Conservation of Nature,
Gland, Switzerland. James E. M. Watson
is associate professor in the School of
Geography, Planning and Environmental
Management, University of Queensland,
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Global Conservation Program, Wildlife
Conservation Society, New York, USA.
e-mail: smaxwell@uq.edu.au
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Janet Urquhart <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com>

Crystal Trail Note
'Mark Hilberman' via web_open_space <web_open_space@pitkincounty.com>
Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 9:43 AM
Reply-To: Mark Hilberman <mhilberman@yahoo.com>
To: Patti Clapper <patti.clapper@pitkincounty.com>, Rachael Richards <rachelrichards@comcast.net>, George Newman
<george.newman@pitkincounty.com>, Steve Child <steve.child@pitkincounty.com>, Greg Poschman
<greg.poschman@pitkincounty.com>
Cc: Gary Tennenbaum <gary.tennenbaum@pitkincounty.com>, Lindsey Utter <lindsey.utter@pitkincounty.com>, Dale Will
<dale.will@pitkincounty.com>, OSTTrustees <web_open_space@pitkincounty.com>

Unfortunately, due to a scheduling conflict, I cannot make the listening session tomorrow, so here is my input.
Independently of route, the Crystal Valley portion of the proposed recreation trail will not have a measurable impact on
wildlife.
Internationally, wildlife impact analysis in the prestigious journal Nature put non-lethal recreation near the bottom of
wildlife threats. (attached)
Land Use: the 2014 P&Z buildout analysis indicated a likely increase in housing in the Crystal River Valley of
~80%. At that time 435 dwellings existed, another 351 homes were deemed likely (less than the maximum of 585
due to a number of factors.) This is the dominant factor internationally.
In the U.S., Road Kill is a dominant issue: Over 7 years ending in 2015 a CDOT spreadsheet focused on Hwy
133, showed an average of one road-killed animal per mile per year. This is a minimum as some animals will be
struck and die off highway — we had a struck elk doe collapse outside our bedroom window two years ago with
evidence of being hit in the head by a car, with skin taken off per the CPW folks who came to help remove her as
her yearling fawn looked on. It is not conceivable that bicyclists and pedestrians will have a measurable impact
compared to motor vehicles alone. The Insurance Institute for Highway Safety estimated 150 million deer-motor
vehicle collisions a year in the U.S. — the most expensive payouts were in Colorado!
Hunters shoot a lot of game in Colorado each year. The CPW website provides a rolliong 5 year summary of
hunter kills. The total over the 5 year period ending in 2015 was nearly half a million per year. Annually 85-90,00
large game, a similar amount of small game and several hundred thousands small birds, squirrels, etc. are shot.
There are important issues of right of way, etc.
However, the independent analysis by ERO Resources and Loris Engineering remains excellent and largely supports the
above and is well summarized in the on-line document prepared by the OST staff. Trail routing can maximize use of old
road and rail grades, still visible throughout the valley, with minimal impact on our beautiful natural surroundings. This
should include Filoha Meadows with dynamic seasonal closure dates as the length of winter shortens. This year, my
casual observation indicated that the Elk and Bighorn Sheep had moved upland by mid-April to early May — it is not
surprising that people enter this closed area when the prolonged closure makes no evident sense.
I do believe that new pedestrian bridge construction should be minimized as routing plans unfold.
Mark
970-704-1238

16 08 11 GlobalWildlifeThreats-Nature.pdf
796K
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July 26, 2018
Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners
530 East Main Street, Suite 302
Aspen, CO 81611
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
806 West Hallam Street
Aspen, CO 81611
Re: Comment on the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail May 2018 Draft Trail Plan
Dear Members of the BOCC and Open Space and Trails Board and Staff:
As a resident of both Pitkin County and the Crystal River Valley, I am submitting my personal
comments on the May 2018 Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan that has been presented to the
public by the staff of the Pitkin County Open Space and Trails and the BOCC, by the July 27, 2018
comment deadline set by the Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners.
Thank you for affording the public, and in particular, the residents of Pitkin County and the
Crystal River Valley the important opportunity to weigh in on this project. The opportunity to give this
input is particularly important to citizens of Pitkin County, whose money as taxpayers is being spent on
the proposed trail, and to the citizens of the Crystal River Valley who will likely be most impacted by the
construction, as well as the subsequent use of the trail.
Given both my professional and personal interest in protecting rivers and streams and in
maintaining and improving water quality and quantity within the Roaring Fork watershed, including the
Crystal River, I have focused my comments on 1) concerns about anticipated aquatic and riparian
impacts that the draft May 2018 Trail plan has the potential to cause and on 2) recommendations for
actions that the County Commissioners can take in order to avoid or minimize those river and riparian
impacts to the maximum extent possible. I am particularly concerned because, as noted by at least one
expert:
“Building a new trail up the valley will introduce long-term impacts to river health, and these
impacts will be difficult or impossible to reverse in the future. . . . River impacts are especially
important in this case, and considering these impacts when planning a project as big as the
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail is critical in order to minimize the amount of permanent
damage to a healthy river that, itself, provides great social benefits.”
Mark Beardlsey, EcoMetrics, Impacts of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail on the health of the
Crystal River, November 8, 2017.
The significant risk that any trail up the Crystal River Valley could result in potentially irreversible
impacts to one of the jewels of our valley, and a major tributary to the Roaring Fork River, highlights the
importance of the BOCC’s careful, full and deliberate consideration of whether such a trail should be
built at all, as well as the importance of the Commissioners having all of the information they need
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regarding potential impacts to the river and associated riparian habitats, before making any decision
about whether to proceed with trail construction, whether phased or not.
I.

Potential Aquatic and Riparian Impacts Likely to result from Construction of the Trail
Recommended by the Draft Plan

In documents that the BOCC and OST have before them, as a part of the record of the Trail
consideration process, there is substantial evidence of the potential of any trail alignment to have
considerable negative impacts on the long term health of the Crystal River. Both Open Space Staff and
independent consultants have confirmed that construction of the Trail, based on the Trail alternatives
considered in the Draft Plan, including the Recommended Alignments, has the potential to cause
significant aquatic and riparian impacts.
1. In a September 28, 2017 letter from the Pitkin County Healthy Rivers and Streams Board (River
Board) to OST staff (attached), the River Board requested that Open Space and Trails provide
information about likely aquatic and riparian impacts. Potential trail impacts that concerned the River
Board included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Potential to cause bank hardening;
Anticipated total acres of native riparian and upland plant habitat disturbed by
construction;
Potential for increased channelization of the Crystal River;
Identification of probable sedimentation and drainage locations, materials
suspended, and volumes;
Potential impacts to wetlands;
Identification of any trail segments with in‐river construction, as well as any proposed
management plan to mitigate anticipated short and long term impacts of any of the above
riverine topics.

In its response to the River Board (attached), OST summarized potential impacts to aquatic
resources by Alignment Alternatives (Alignment A – the “Highway” Alignment, on the east/ river side of
Highway 133 along the bank of the Crystal River, and Alignment B – on the east side of the Crystal River,
following existing trails and roads) in the following manner (emphasis added):
“Anticipated impacts from Alternative A include the following:
•
•
•
•

Existing riparian vegetation would likely be removed to make way for the trail bench,
with little opportunity for revegetation and mitigation.
Assuming a narrow trail disturbance width of up to 15 feet from centerline, the trail
would disturb up to about 75 acres of vegetation throughout the corridor, most of
which would be adjacent to the Crystal River.
Challenging trail design solutions along the narrow strip between the highway and the
streambank would require about 11,300 feet (2.1 miles) of new riprap, walls, piers, or
other hardened structures.
New hardened structures would further incise and degrade stream function in affected
areas.
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•

New construction and excavation along the Crystal River streambank, and in some cases
within the channel, would increase erosion and sedimentation and the potential for
impacts to water quality and in‐stream habitat. While these impacts would be reduced
by construction timing, best management practices (BMPs) and engineered solutions, the
location and extent of this impact would elevate the risk of impacts.”

“Anticipated impacts from Alternative B include the following:
•
•
•

•

Several small areas of wetland and riparian vegetation would be disturbed during
construction.
A larger extent of wetland and riparian vegetation in the Janeway North area (about 0.35 acre)
would be impacted.
Increased drainage and sedimentation would occur along the length of the trail during
and immediately following construction, potentially impacting water quality and in‐
stream habitat. Construction BMPs and the vegetated buffer distance between the trail
alignment and the Crystal River in many areas would reduce these impacts.
Besides the localized wetland impacts described above, the overall incremental impact
would be minor.”

“Bridges: Fourteen potential bridge locations are identified in the study area. Some are new
structures, while others are adjacent to or replacements of existing bridges. To the extent that trail
alignment options utilize bridges to switch between Alternative A and Alternative B segments, new
bridge abutments could result in impacts to wetlands, riparian habitat, or stream function.
However, the location, extent, and significance of these impacts is not known at this time, since the
exact location and span length of new bridges has not been determined.”
2. In Mark Beardlsey’s Report on the impacts of the trail on health of the Crystal River,
dated November 8, 2017 (attached), Beardsley found that bridges presented the greatest risk of
impacts to river health by the proposed trail. He concluded that 8 of the 10 new bridges proposed
would have “high to very high levels of impact to the river because they cross at areas where the
river has active floodplain and wider riparian area. . . . Building bridges in these locations would
likely involve channelizing and armoring segments of the river and filling portions of active and
functional floodplain with native riparian vegetation.”
His report concluded the following regarding the risks to river health associated with any
trail construction up the Crystal River Valley (emphasis added):
This segment of the Crystal is generally a very healthy river, and special care is needed to
protect it. Building a new trail up the valley will introduce long-term impacts to river
health, and these impacts will be difficult or impossible to reverse in the future. It is
important to weigh these sacrifices to river health, alongside other environmental impacts
such as wildlife, vegetation and wetland, and cultural resources, against the social benefits
of a trail. River impacts are especially important in this case, and considering these
impacts when planning a project as big as the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail is
critical in order to minimize the amount of permanent damage to a healthy river that,
itself, provides great social benefits.
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II.

The Need to Fully Evaluate and Understand Potential Impacts to the Health of the
Crystal River before any Decision is Made to Proceed with any portion of the Trail
Recommended in the Draft Trail Plan

Given the significant potential for permanent, long term impacts to river health to the Crystal
River as a result of implementation of the Draft Trail Plan, whether over the short or the long
term, it is essential that these impacts be fully understood and considered before the BOCC before
makes any decisions to even commence construction of a portion of the trail proposed in the
Draft Plan. This is particularly important because a segmented review, approval and construction
approach could lead to the need for construction of multiple bridges to link previously constructed
sections in the future.
I therefore respectfully urge the BOCC not to postpone, until after you vote on this draft trail
plan, a full consideration of potential river impacts associated with possible future trail
construction, along alignments yet to be determined, requiring an unknown number of bridges,
whose river impacts are likely to be significant. Although this trail project could, in theory,
potentially be developed in phases, the Crystal River is not a “phased” environment. Any and all
impacts associated with a construction of a particular trail phase, as well as the cumulative
impacts of multiple phases, will significantly impact the entire river, a healthy river that is the
focus of already ongoing restoration efforts.
Consequently, I would urge the BOCC not to approve the Recommended Draft Trail Plan at
this time, but rather defer such a decision until further expert opinion can be assembled regarding
the potential environmental impacts associated with the entire proposed plan, in particular
aquatic and riparian impacts that could detrimentally and permanently impact the health of the
Crystal River, to inform your decision-making.
Recommendations
1. I strongly recommend that BOCC do not approve the Recommended Draft Trail Plan at
this time, but rather defer such a decision until further expert opinion can be assembled
regarding the potential environmental impacts associated with the entire proposed plan,
in particular river impacts which have not been the focus of close examination during the
trail development process up to now, in order to inform your decision-making.
2. In addition, I urge the BOCC to seriously consider, at this time, selecting the option that
no further trail be constructed up the Crystal River Valley, based on a careful weighing of
whatever social benefits such a trail might have against the sacrifices to river health, as
well as other environmental impacts, such as wildlife, vegetation and wetland, and
cultural resources, that such a trail is likely to cause.
3. Finally, I recommend that the BOCC retain the authority to make all alignment decisions,
now and in the future, with the goal that if there is a decision to construct a trail, that
trail is designed and constructed to minimize to the maximum extent possible all of the
environmental impacts that such a trail has the potential to cause, giving equal weight to
the importance of all such impacts, whether aquatic, riparian, wildlife or any other, rather
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than trying to pick an alignment that elevates the avoiding of one set of impacts over
another (for instance, wildlife impacts over river impacts).
Thank you for the opportunity to submit my comments on the May 2018 Draft Carbondale to
Crested Butte Trail Plan and appreciate your serious consideration of these comments and
recommendations.
Sincerely,

Kate Hudson
Resident, Roaring Fork and Crystal River Watersheds
266 Cherokee Lane
Carbondale, CO 81623
970-430-5017 (home)
914-388-5016 (cell)
TO:

Pitkin County Commissioners:
Patti Clapper, Chair
Rachel Richards
George Newman
Greg Poschman, Vice Chair
Steve Child
Open Space and Trails Board of Trustees:
Graeme Means, Chair
Howie Mallory
Amy Barrow
Michael Kinsley
Wayne Ives
Open Space and Trails Program:
Gary Tennenbaum, Director

Attachments:
HRSB 9-28-17 letter to OST re river impacts.docx
OST response to HRSB 9-28-17 ltr re river impacts.docx
Beardsley Crystal River Assessment.pdf
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September 28, 2017

Gary Tennenbaum, Director
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Department 806
West Hallam Street
Aspen, CO 81611

Via email only to: gary.tennennbaum@pitkincounty.com

RE:

Comments on the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail

Dear Gary:

The Pitkin County Healthy Rivers and Streams Board (River Board) assists the Board of County
Commissioners of Pitkin County in administering the Healthy Rivers and Streams Fund Program
authorized by Pitkin County voters. The voter mandated goals of the River Board include
maintaining and improving water quality and quantity within the Roaring Fork watershed,
working to secure, create and augment minimum stream flows to ensure ecological health,
recreational opportunities, and wildlife and riparian habitat.

The River Board anticipates participating in the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Planning
process by providing comments by the current comment deadline of October 30th. To ensure the
River Board comments are of assistance to the Board of County Commissioners in their
evaluation of the proposed project, the River Board requests Open Space and Trails provide the
River Board with data to enable comments on the following riverine topics for any proposed
trail segment alignments:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Potential impacts to riparian wildlife and habitat;
Potential to cause bank hardening;
Anticipated total acres of native riparian and upland plant habitat disturbed by
construction;
Potential for increased channelization of the Crystal River;
Identification of probable sedimentation and drainage locations, materials
suspended, and volumes;
Potential impacts to wetlands;
Identification of any trail segments with in‐river construction, as well as any proposed
management plan to mitigate anticipated short and long term impacts of any of the
above riverine topics.

If Open Space and Trails is unable to provide this data by our October 19th meeting and prior to
the current Crystal River Trail comment deadline, the River Board will ask the
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Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Study
Re: Public Comments from Pitkin County Healthy Rivers
On September 28, 2017, Lisa Tasker on behalf of the Pitkin County Healthy Rivers and Streams
Board, submitted a letter to Pitkin County Open Space and Trails (OST), requesting additional
information regarding potential impacts to aquatic resources from the Carbondale to Crested
Butte trail. Below is a response to the topics identified in the comment letter.
Existing Stream Habitat Condition
Most of the Crystal River through the study area has been constricted by past developments,
including the historic railroad grade, Highway 133, and numerous bridges. Banks are hardened
and stabilized by riprap, retaining walls, and vegetated fill material. These past impacts have left
the Crystal River in an impaired ecological condition through much of the study area (Roaring
Fork Conservancy 2016, Beardsley and Johnson 2014).
Based on this existing stream condition, the potential impacts of trail implementation within and
along the Crystal River stream channel and floodplain stem from new structures or hardening
(e.g., riprap, walls, bridge abutments, or piers) that further degrade or constrict the stream
channel, or result in a significant loss of wetland and riparian habitat.
The 2017 field review focused on wetlands and riparian areas where potential disturbance from
the trail alternatives would be most likely: near potential bridge locations, along the actual
footprint of the alignment, and in areas where construction in floodplains and stabilization of
streambanks would potentially occur.
Potential Impacts of the Trail Alternatives
Thirty‐one wetland and riparian areas were identified, including the high‐quality areas described
in the public environmental report in Error! Reference source not found., and shown on Error!
Reference source not found. through Error! Reference source not found.. A modified version of
Table 3 from the public report addresses presence of wetlands and riparian areas along the
alternatives, and whether potential impacts would occur.
Trail Segment or
Bridge Option
Bridge Option 1
7 Oaks

Alternative A
•
•
•
•
•

Crystal River
Parcel

•
•
•

Bridge Option 2

•
•

Alternative B

No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream impacts
Existing bridge improvements
No wetland or riparian impacts
Wall, riprap, or piers along or
• No wetland, riparian or in‐stream
within streambed
impacts
About 1,300 feet along highway
embankment
• Potential for moderate impact to
Wall, riprap, or piers along or
riparian and wetland vegetation up
within streambed
to 0.25 acres, but can likely be
About 400 feet along highway
reduced
embankment
• No in‐stream impacts
Potential for 0.1 acres of impact to riparian vegetation or wetlands on east
bank
New bridge construction
Bridge width and impacts undefined
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Trail Segment or
Bridge Option
Bridge Option 3
Nettle Creek

Bridge Option 4

Red Wind Point

Crystal River
Country Estates

Bridge Option 5
Bridge Option 6

Andrews

Bridge Option 7
Perham

Bridge Option 8
Janeway North

Janeway South

Alternative A

Alternative B

• Potential for 0.1 acres of impact to riparian vegetation or wetlands on east
bank
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• Alignment would follow existing
• No wetland or riparian impacts
trail/road and riparian vegetation
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
removal could be avoided
within streambed for about 1,800
• No wetland impacts
feet
• No in‐stream impacts
• Potential for less than .01 acres of impact to narrow wetland fringe along east
bank
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• Alignment would follow existing
trail/road and riparian vegetation
• No wetland or riparian impacts
removal and impacts to wetlands
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
would be avoided or mitigated
within streambed for about 1,700
• No wetland impacts
feet along highway embankment
• No in‐stream impacts
• Alignment would follow existing
• No wetland or riparian impacts
trail/road and riparian vegetation
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
removal could be avoided
within streambed for about 2,000
• No wetland impacts
feet along highway embankment
• No in‐stream impacts
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland impacts
• Potential impacts to less than 0.01
• Potential impact to 0.07 acres of
acres of riparian vegetation
riparian vegetation
• No wetland impacts
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
• No in‐stream impacts
within streambed for about 1,000
feet along highway embankment
• Potential impact to less than .01 acres of riparian vegetation and possible
fringe wetland on east bank
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• Potential riparian vegetation
disturbance up to 0.05 acres
• No wetland impacts
• Alignment would follow existing
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
trail/road and riparian vegetation
within streambed about 1,000 feet
removal could be avoided
along highway embankment
• No wetland impacts
• No in‐stream impacts
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• Potential for up to 0.35 acre of
• No wetland impacts
disturbance through riparian area
• Potential riparian disturbance up
• Trail through high quality floodplain
to 0.04 acres
riparian area
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
• Trail would mimize impacts to
within streambed for about 300
wetlands by remaining on existing
feet along highway embankment
trail/grade
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland or riparian impacts
impacts
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Trail Segment or
Bridge Option

Bridge Option 9
Bridge Option 10

Avalanche

Bridge Option 11
Bridge Option 12
Narrows

Filoha

Bridge Option 13

Wild Rose
Redstone
Castle
Hawk Creek
Bridge Option 14
Hays Falls
Bear Creek
Placita
McClure Pass

Alternative A

Alternative B

• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
within streambed for about 1,500
feet along highway embankment
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland or riparian habitat present
• Existing bridge
• No new impacts
• No impacts to wetlands
• Potential for up to 0.04 acres of
• Potential for up to 0.4 acres of
disturbance to riparian habitat from
disturbance to riparian vegetation
new bridge construction across
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
Avalanche Creek
within streambed for about 1,900
• Bridge width and impacts undefined
feet along highway embankment
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• Alignment would follow existing
trail/road and riparian vegetation
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
removal would be avoided
within streambed for about 2,200
feet along highway embankment
• No wetland impacts
• No in‐stream impacts
• Alignment would follow existing
• No wetland or riparian impacts
trail/road and riparian vegetation
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
removal would be avoided
within streambed for about 2,100
• No wetland impacts
feet along highway embankment
• No in‐stream impacts
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or within streambed
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland or riparian impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or
impacts
within streambed for about 2,300
feet along highway embankment
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
• Potential for up to 0.1 acres of disturbance to willow scrub‐shrub wetland
along west bank and patches of willows along east bank
• Wall, riprap, or piers along or within streambed
• Width and impacts of new bridge construction undefined
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts
impacts
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Trail Segment or
Bridge Option
Top of McClure
Pass

Alternative A
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts

Alternative B
• No wetland, riparian, or in‐stream
impacts

Note that many of the specific impacts from trail alternatives are uncertain at this time. At this
level of planning, the general types of engineered trail and bridge solutions have been
identified, but specific locations and designs (i.e., retaining walls, piers, bridge span) have not
been identified. These specific design features, and the specific impacts of those features, will
be identified later in the process.
Summary of Impacts by Alignment Alternatives
For either trail alternative, the approximate length of the corridor is 17 miles. The impacts of
each alternative (if implemented over the entire length of the study area) are summarized
below.
Alternative A: Alternative A follows the existing alignment of SH 133 for its entire length. During
the field review, limited native vegetation was observed in the highway right‐of‐way.
Anticipated impacts from Alternative A include the following:
•
•

•

•
•

•

Existing riparian vegetation would likely be removed to make way for the trail bench,
with little opportunity for revegetation and mitigation.
Assuming a narrow trail disturbance width of up to 15 feet from centerline, the trail
would disturb up to about 75 acres of vegetation throughout the corridor, most of
which would be adjacent to the Crystal River.
Challenging trail design solutions along the narrow strip between the highway and the
streambank would require about 11,300 feet (2.1 miles) of new riprap, walls, piers, or
other hardened structures.
New hardened structures would further incise and degrade stream function in affected
areas.
New construction and excavation along the Crystal River streambank, and in some cases
within the channel, would increase erosion and sedimentation and the potential for
impacts to water quality and in‐stream habitat. While these impacts would be reduced
by construction timing, best management practices (BMPs) and engineered solutions,
the location and extent of this impact would elevate the risk of impacts.
However, since a significant extent of the streambank is already degraded by past
development and stabilization, the overall incremental impact would still be minor.

Alternative B: Assuming that a 25‐foot area would be the limits of disturbance from the center
of the trail, about 50 acres of ground disturbance would occur from construction. This would be
an over‐estimation for either trail alternative, as both segments follow existing trails and roads
for almost their entirety. Anticipated impacts from Alternative A include the following:
•
•
•

Several small areas of wetland and riparian vegetation would be disturbed during
construction.
A larger extent of wetland and riparian vegetation in the Janeway North area (about
0.35 acre) would be impacted.
Assuming a wider trail disturbance of up to 25 feet from centerline, the trail would
disturb up to about 120 acres of vegetation throughout the corridor, most of which
would be in upland locations.
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•

•

Increased drainage and sedimentation would occur along the length of the trail during
and immediately following construction, potentially impacting water quality and in‐
stream habitat. Construction BMPs and the vegetated buffer distance between the trail
alignment and the Crystal River in many areas would reduce these impacts.
Besides the localized wetland impacts described above, the overall incremental impact
would be minor.

Bridges: Fourteen potential bridge locations are identified in the study area. Some are new
structures, while others are adjacent to or replacements of existing bridges. To the extent that
trail alignment options utilize bridges to switch between Alternative A and Alternative B
segments, new bridge abutments could result in impacts to wetlands, riparian habitat, or stream
function. However, the location, extent, and significance of these impacts is not known at this
time, since the exact location and span length of new bridges has not been determined.
Potential Design Measures to Mitigate Impacts and Improve Stream Conditions
In some locations, trail and bridge implementation has the potential to reduce existing impacts
or potentially improve stream and habitat conditions. These opportunities include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Avoid removal of riparian vegetation whenever possible
Incorporate riparian and upland vegetation as appropriate into stabilization design to
support and increase habitat and hydrologic balance
Design bridges with the maximum feasible width to minimize floodplain constriction
and promote channel migration, hydrological balance, and riparian habitat succession
Replace existing narrow bridges with wider structures to withstand bankfull flows and
minimize flow deflection
Avoid and minimize the use of impermeable materials along the river bank to support
hydrological balance
Design piers and bridges so that flow deflection from pilings or structures is minimized.

In addition, there is potential to for breaching railroad grade or other confining structures at key
locations (such as Red Wind Point), thus re‐establishing floodplain connectivity, increasing the
potential for channel migration, improving hydrologic balance, and enhancing aquatic and
riparian habitat (Roaring Fork Conservancy 2016).
References
Roaring Fork Conservancy. 2016. Crystal River Management Plan. Available at:
http://www.roaringfork.org/media/1352/crmp_noappendix_bleeds.pdf.
Beardsley, M. and B. Johnson. A FACStream Primer: An Overview for the Colorado Stream
Mitigation Study Team. Appendix D in Roaring Fork Conservancy. 2016. Crystal River
Management Plan. Available at: http://www.roaringfork.org/media/1324/appendix‐
d_facstream‐results‐for‐the‐crystal‐river.pdf.
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EXHIBIT "A"
Impacts of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail on health of the
Crystal River
Mark Beardsley1, EcoMetrics

November 8, 2017

Purpose and Approach
I analyzed impacts of a proposed new trail and options for bridges on the Crystal River. Plan sheets for
the Redstone segment of the proposed Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail describe two alterative trail
alignments and 14 bridge options from 7 Oaks Subdivision to McClure Pass. The sheets provide a
qualitative evaluation of environmental impacts for alternative trail alignments based on wildlife,
vegetation and wetland, and cultural resources, but the do not adequately consider impacts that the
trail and bridges would have on the river. This study provides an evaluation of river impacts so that river
health can be taken into account in planning the future of the trail.
For background, I evaluated past reports on the condition of the Crystal River including the Crystal River
Management Plan by Lotic Hydrological, 2016, and the Crystal River section of Malone and Emerick’s
2007 Catalog of Stream and Riparian Habitat Quality for the Roaring Fork River and Tributaries (See
Sheet 1). I mapped the alternative trail Alignment And bridge options described in the plan sheets with
Google Earth to evaluate impacts using recent and past aerial imagery and also spent time on site
making field observations. The evaluation considers potential long-term impacts to critical components
of river health (Table 1) as well as temporary impacts from construction for each of the 19 trail sections
and 14 bridge options described in the plan sheets.
Table 1: Components of river health used to analyze potential impacts derived from the Colorado Stream Health
Assessment Framework.

Flow Regime
Sediment Regime
Water Quality
Landscape
Floodplain Function
Riparian Condition
Organic Materials
Morphology
Stability
Physical Structure

Amount and timing of water supply
Amount, timing, and type of sediment supply
Physicochemical properties of water
Buffer capacity and aquatic and terrestrial habitat connectivity
Frequency, extent, and duration of floodplain saturation or inundation
Riparian habitat condition, including vegetation structure and diversity
Supply of wood and detritus
Reach morphology including stream evolutionary state, planform, dimension, and profile
Ability of the reach to maintain form via resistance, dynamic equilibrium, and resilience
Physical habitat including water depth, velocity, structural components, and substrate

1

Mark Beardsley, a stream and riparian scientist and principal of EcoMetrics, is an industry leader in developing
stream and river health assessment methods including the Functional Assessment of Colorado Streams
(FACStream), the Poudre River Health Assessment Framework (RHAF) and the Colorado Stream Health Assessment
Framework. He led the assessment of river health for the Crystal River Management Plan in 2016 and recently
completed river health evaluations on the Poudre River (2017 Poudre River State of the Poudre report, Fort
Collins) and the Upper Yampa River on (Yampa River Health Assessment and Management Plan, Steamboat
Springs). These rivers have recreational trails alongside that are similar to the one proposed along the Crystal.
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Crystal River Background
Confinement and natural river type
For most of its length through the Redstone segment of the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail (from 7
Oaks to McClure Pass) the Crystal River runs through a narrow valley that is geologically confined. This
geological setting supports a naturally entrenched plane-bed river form with rapids, cascades, and steppools. River morphology, stability, and physical structure are conferred by highly resistant bed and
bank material. The confined river is a threshold channel that rarely moves or erodes except during
extreme events. Some reaches, such as the appropriately named Narrows section (Figure 1), are so
narrowly confined that there is no natural floodplain, and riparian vegetation is limited to thin strips
along the banks. Very confined reaches have flood-prone area width less than about 1.5 times the
bankfull width of the river. Moderately confined reaches, however, have natural floodplain "benches"
that support bands of riparian habitat on valley bottoms between the canyon walls that are between 1.5
and 2.2 times the river's bankfull width. The Andrews (Figure 2) and Nettle Creek sections (Figure 3) are
examples of typical confined river reaches on this segment of the Crystal. Reaches where flood-prone
area approaches 3 times bankfull river width are still considered confined, but they have marginally
wider floodplains and riparian areas, and the river tends to be braided. Portions of the Castle, Janeway
North, Avalanche (Figure 4), and Red Wind Point sections (Figure 5) meet this transitional classification.
The McClure Pass section and portions of Filoha (Figure 6) and Janeway South (Figure 7) are classified as
partially confined. The valley floor is wider on these reaches, and flood-prone area is between about 3
and 7 times the river's bankfull width. These reaches are lower-gradient sections of the canyon that
have filled with alluvial sediment over geologic history to create relatively flat, wider floodplains that
support a very different river type that is naturally unentrenched, sinuous, branching and braided.
These alluvial rivers regularly migrate across broader floodplains and vegetated riparian wetland areas,
adjusting to changes in sediment and water flows in dynamic equilibrium. As a result, they are much
more sensitive to disturbance than confined reaches.
Existing roads, railroad, bridges, and development
Every one of the confined reaches on this segment of the Crystal River has been encroached upon, to
some degree, by Highway 133. The highway is constructed on top of armored (rip-rap or concrete) fill
placed within the already-narrow valley bottom (Figure 5). Given that the river types in these sections
are naturally resistant threshold channels adapted to confined valleys, the effects of encroachment and
armoring on river geomorphology and riparian condition are not as great as they would be on
unconfined rivers which need wide floodplains and riparian zones to maintain form, function, stability,
and ecological function. On the partially confined reaches of the McClure Pass, Filoha, and Janeway
South sections, Highway 133 encroachment is less since the road is cut into upland rather than as fill in
the valley bottom (Figure 6). In addition to its geomorphic impacts, the highway is a migration and
dispersal barrier that inhibits terrestrial habitat connectivity and limits buffer capacity on both confined
and partially confined reaches. In addition to being migration barriers, paved roads and paths are
impermeable surfaces that do not allow infiltration, so runoff during storms or snowmelt happens much
faster. Water running off of pavement can be much warmer than normal and concentrated with
chemical contaminants, increasing the risk of water quality impairment. While there are some small
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paved surface areas on the east side of the river, most of the pavement impacts are on the west side
along the highway.
An abandoned railroad line runs along the east side of the Crystal River downstream of Redstone. Like
the highway, portions of the old railroad line were constructed on armored fill within the valley bottom.
All the river sections from the Narrows through Crystal River Country Estates are impacted from the old
railroad (Figures 1-3). Impacts are greatest on the Red Wind Point and Janeway sections where railroad
fill effectively isolates significant portions of the floodplain and riparian areas from the river (Figures 5
and 7). An important difference between the abandoned railroad line and Highway 133 is that railroad
fills are not paved, not permanent, and could potentially be removed and remediated to reduce impacts
in the future. The paved highway and any new paved bike path, on the other hand, are here to stay.
Thirteen full-span bridges cross the Crystal River on this segment. These bridges confine the river by
consolidating flows through spans that are typically narrower than the natural width of the valley and
floodplain. The degree of impact is generally proportional to the width of floodplain and riparian area
cut off by fill for approaches on either side of the span (Figures 8 and 9). Because of this, bridges tend to
be less impactful when the cross naturally confined reaches compared to locations that are not naturally
confined. All of the existing bridges are cross the river in relatively confined areas except for the ones
on the Castle and Filoha sections (Figure 10).
Development is the other important stressor on this segment of the Crystal. The river was channelized
and riparian areas east of the channel were cleared for agricultural use on both the Filoha (Figures 6, 10,
and 11) and Janeway sections (Figures 7 and 12), causing impairment to habitat connectivity, floodplain
function, riparian condition, river morphology, stability, and structure. Residential development affects
most of the river sections, but the effects are minimally impactful except where high-density
development occurs along the river on the Hawk Creek (Figure 9), Castle, Wild Rose (Figure 13), Crystal
River Country Estates (Figure 14), Nettle Creek, and 7 Oaks sections, and where it occurs within the
riparian zone on the Filoha, Avalanche (Figure 15), Janeway North, and Perham sections. In addition to
floodplain encroachment and riparian degradation, riverside development impairs terrestrial habitat
connectivity and buffer capacity.
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Table 2 Impact evaluation summary for the 14 proposed bridge options. Any new
bridge will have significant impact on the Crystal River. The least severe options (1, 4,
5, 10) use existing bridges. More severe options (7, 12) propose new bridges on
confined reaches, and most severe options (2, 3, 6, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14) would construct
bridges on reaches with active floodplain and functioning riparian areas.

Bridge 14

Bridge 13

Bridge 12

Bridge 11

Bridge 10

Bridge 9

Bridge 8

Bridge 7

Bridge 6

Bridge 5

Bridge 4

Bridge 3

Bridge 2

Bridge 1

Bridge
Impacts

Impact of Proposed Bridges

Key to Impacts
Less severe
More severe
Most severe

Bridges present the greatest risk of impacts to river health by the proposed trail. Bridge impacts are
summarized in Table 2, and a detailed impact analysis is provided in Sheet 2. Of the 14 proposed bridge
options, only 4 are deemed to have minor impact because they use bridges that are already present.
The other 10 options would require new bridge construction which means a high degree of temporary
impact during construction and moderate to high levels of long-term impact on river health.
Of these 10, options 7 and 12 are less impactful since they cross the river in narrow locations that are
geologically confined. Because they have little to no natural floodplain or riparian area, and because the
small floodplain/riparian areas that are present are already impaired, there would be less impact from
new full-span bridges at these locations. There is already an existing bridge near option 7, and neither
option 7 nor 12 would require any additional trail construction to connect them to trails on alignments A
and B.
The remaining 8 bridge options would have high to very high levels of impact to the river because they
cross at areas where the river has active floodplain and wider riparian area. The degree of impact is
more or less proportional to the width of floodplain and riparian area that would be filled to construct
the bridge and approach trails. In general, the wider the river and floodplain, the greater the risk of
impairment by a new bridge. Because of this, bridge options 2, 3, 6, 8, 9, 11, 13, and 14 rank the highest
in terms of severity of impacts because they cross the river on reaches that have naturally wide
floodplains (Figures 16 - 19). Building bridges in these locations would likely involve channelizing and
armoring segments of the river and filling portions of active and functional floodplain with native
riparian vegetation.
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McClure Pass

Placita

Bear Creek

Hays Falls

Hawk Creek

Castle

Wild Rose

Filoha

Narrows

Avalanche

Janeway South

Janeway North

Perham

Andrews

CR Country Estates

Red Wind Point

Nettle Creek

Crystal River Parcel

7 Oaks

Trail
Section

Impact of Proposed Trail

A
B
Table 3 Impact evaluation summary for proposed trail alignments A and B on the trail
Key to Impacts
19 sections. Any new trail along the Crystal will have some impact. Impacts are less
Less severe
severe on Alignment A where the trail would be run along Highway 133 and on
sections of Alignment B where it would run on existing roads through developed
More severe
areas. More severe river health impacts would be incurred on sections of Alignment
Most severe
B where a new paved path is proposed through riparian areas. The most severe
impacts are for Alignment B on Red Wind Point and Janeway where a new paved path
would be constructed on fill that that would cut off large areas of floodplain and riparian habitat from the river.

The proposed trail along the Crystal River would pose new impacts to river health on all sections, but the
degree of impact varies according to the type of new trail proposed and its location relative to the river,
floodplain, riparian zone, buffer, and other infrastructure. Trail impacts associated with proposed
alignments A and B are summarized for each of the 19 sections in Table 3, and a detailed impact analysis
is provided in Sheet 3.
Trail Alignment A
The proposed trail Alignment A calls for a 10-foot-wide paved path up to Redstone (7 Oaks through Wild
Rose sections) adjacent to Highway 133. The trail would be constructed within the highway right-ofway, increasing the width of existing paved surface along the west side of the river from about 30 feet
(existing highway) to about 40 feet (existing highway plus a new 10-foot path). The river is already
significantly impacted by Highway 133 and/or by residential development on this side. Increasing the
width of paved surface along this side of the river would add additional stress, but far less than would be
added if a paved surface were constructed along a reach that wasn't already paved. Constructing a
trail on the existing highway foundation will impact riparian vegetation where trees and shrubs would
have to be cleared along the right-of-way to make room for a trail, but additional armoring or floodplain
encroachment should not be necessary. The highway is already a significant migration barrier that
impairs terrestrial habitat connectivity on one side of the river, and adding a trail along the highway
would not significantly increase its impact to habitat connectivity. Temporary impacts during trail
construction would also be minimal given the easy construction access along the highway and use of the
existing road foundation.
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Trail Alignment B
Alignment B provides an alternative to Alignment A on all sections except for Hays Falls and Placita.
Potential river impacts for Alignment B are least on sections where the trail follows existing roads in
developed areas on the Hawk Creek, Castle, Crystal River Country Estates, Crystal River Parcel, and 7
Oaks sections. The McClure Pass, Bear Creek, Wild Rose, Filoha, and Avalanche sections of Alignment B
would also have comparatively low levels of impact where the trail is routed away from the river on
upland hillsides.
More impact can be expected for Alignment B on the Narrows, Perham, Andrews, and Nettle Creek
sections. On these sections, a minimum 20-foot-wide course of disturbance will be necessary to
construct the 10-foot-wide paved path that is proposed on the abandoned railroad line where it runs
through existing riparian areas. The footprint of the path, itself, is a swath where no riparian vegetation
will ever grow, and a band of riparian vegetation on either side would be at least temporarily impacted
for years due to construction disturbance. Native riparian vegetation takes years or decades to recover
at this elevation, even when it is properly planted and managed, and there is risk for establishment of
noxious weeds and invasive species. In addition to the riparian impairment, this alignment would
introduce a significant new terrestrial habitat connectivity barrier on the east side of the river. All of the
other impacts associated with pavement and armored fill would also be increased. Sections of the rail
line that have been eroded away by the river would have to be reconstructed to fulfill Alignment B, and
this would require new floodplain fills, encroachment, and channel armoring along unimpaired sections
of the river. Repurposing the rail line as a trail would also eliminate future opportunities for restoration
on these reaches.
Alignment B also follows the abandoned rail line on the Janeway and Red Wind Point sections, but
constructing a trail on these sections would involve significantly greater impact to floodplain function
and riparian condition (Figures 20-. On these sections, the old rail line runs through the middle of
floodplain benches and riparian zones, rather than along the edge, effectively cutting off large areas
from the river. The cutoff riparian areas are marginally functional and could be restored to improve
both the river and wetland. Terrestrial habitat connectivity is currently excellent on the right side of the
river through these sections, but this condition would be significantly decline if the trail was routed
along Alignment B since it would introduce a new migration barrier where none currently exists.
Recommended alignment
Because bridges present such a high level of impact and risk to river health, avoiding the need for new
bridges should be a primary goal in planning a this trail. From the point of view of river health,
Alignment A is the environmentally preferable alternative for most of the segment. The only exceptions
are through the 7 Oaks and Bear Creek sections, where Alignment B is slightly preferred. Using
Alignment B on the 7 Oaks section would require construction of at least one very-high-impact bridge,
however, and impacts from that would far outweigh any gains made by using Alignment B instead of A
through 7 Oaks. Switching from Alignment A to B for the Bear Creek section could would not require
bridges or any other additional impact, and is therefore recommended. Above Bear Creek, there is no
significant difference in impact between Alignment A and B.
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This segment of the Crystal is generally a very healthy river, and special care is needed to protect it.
Building a new trail up the valley will introduce long-term impacts to river health, and these impacts will
be difficult or impossible to reverse in the future. It is important to weigh these sacrifices to river health,
alongside other environmental impacts such as wildlife, vegetation and wetland, and cultural resources,
against the social benefits of a trail. River impacts are especially important in this case, and considering
these impacts when planning a project as big as the Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail is critical in order
to minimize the amount of permanent damage to a healthy river that, itself, provides great social
benefits. River impairment would be minimized by constructing the trail up to Redstone as a shoulder
along Highway 133 on the west side of the river (Alignment A), rather than as a new paved path on the
east side (Alignment B). Upstream of Redstone, the best alignment for the proposed single track trail is
along the shoulder of Highway 133 up to Bear Creek (Alignment A) and then on the hillside west of the
highway along Alignment B through the Bear Creek section. New bridges, and the severe impacts to river
health associated with them, are unnecessary and should be avoided.
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Figure 1 A typical reach through a very confined valley on the Narrows section. Encroachment and armored
banks from Highway 133 (left) and the abandoned railroad (right) extend the length of this reach. Bridge option
2 is in the foreground.
In this and all the figures that follow, dark blue lines show Trail Alignment A, light blue lines show Alignment B,
and white lines show spur trails associated with bridge options. All of the figures are from Google Earth,
imagery dated 6/23/2017.
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Figure 2 Typical confined reach on the Andrews section. The photo shows encroachment on the left where
Highway 133 is constructed on armored fill on the valley bottom in the riparian zone and the abandoned
railroad line on the right. Trail Alignment A follows the highway and B follows the railroad line. Bridge option 7
is in the foreground, and bridge option 6 is farther downstream.
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Figure 3 Another typical confined reach on the Nettle Creek section. Highway 133 is again on the left, and here
the old railroad line on the right has been repurposed as a road. Bridge option 4 in the foreground is an existing
bridge between the Crystal River Country Estates section (upstream) and the Nettle Creek section.
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Figure 4 A typical transitional reach on the Avalanche section. This reach is geologically confined (width of the
flood-prone area is less than 3 times bankfull river width) but because the valley bottom is wider than other
confined reaches, it has wider floodplain benches, more riparian area, and a braided planform. Trail Alignment
A follows the highway on the upland hillside. Alignment B detours away from the Crystal up the Avalanche
Creek drainage.
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Figure 5 The Red Wind Point section is another example of the transitional confined valley and river type.
Alignment B follows the abandoned railroad grade which runs up the right riparian area, effectively isolating a
portion of the floodplain and riparian area from the river. If the railroad line is not repurposed, it could
potentially be remediated for river and riparian restoration.
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Figure 6 An example of the partially confined valley type on the Filoha section. Most of the east (right) riparian
area has been cleared for land use, though patches of native vegetation and wetland remain intact. The highway
and east-side railroad line along this reach are on upland hillsides, above the valley bottom. Neither of the trail
alignments on this section have much impact on the river, but the proposed bridge option 13 and its 0.3-mile
spur trail would be highly impactful.
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Figure 7 A typical partially confined reach on the Janeway South section. On this reach, native vegetation on
the floodplain and riparian area on the east (right) side of the river has been cleared and historical fluvial
feature are evident. The abandoned railroad line (highlighted by the light blue line marking trail Alignment B)
effectively isolates the area to the east from the river. This large riparian area could potentially be restored if
the railroad line is not repurposed. Bridge options 9 (foreground) and 8 (farther back) would entail a high levels
of impact.
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Figure 8 Existing bridge on a confined reach between the Red Wind Point and Nettle Creek sections. Alignment
B uses follows the abandoned rail line, portions of which have been repurposed as roads, through the Nettle
Creek segment.
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Figure 9 Existing bridge on an intermediate confined/partially confined reach between the Hays Falls and Hawk
Creek sections. High-density residential development and development on historical riparian area are also
significant stressors on the Hawk Creek section.
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Figure 10 The existing bridge on the partially confined Filoha section is an important geomorphic and ecological
river health stressor.
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Figure 11 Looking upstream at the Filoha section where the river in the foreground is channelized and riparian
vegetation on the east side (left in photo) has been cleared for agricultural use. Alignment B follows the old rail
line on the upland hillslope above valley bottom.
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Figure 12 On the Janeway South section, riparian vegetation was cleared from the east side riparian area (left in
photo) which is also disconnected from the river by the abandoned railroad line that runs though the center of
the valley bottom. Routing the trail along this line in Alignment B would probably eliminate river and riparian
restoration potential on this impaired reach.
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Figure 13 High density residential development on the Wild Rose section. Alignment A and B are both on
upland hillslopes above the valley bottom through this section.
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Figure 14 High density residential development on the Crystal River Country Estates section. Alignment B
follows existing roads through the developed areas on this section.
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Figure 15 High density residential development (left) and development on the floodplain (right) on the
Avalanche section. Alignment B detours away from the Crystal River altogether on this reach, but it could have
impacts to Avalanche Creek.
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Figure 16 Proposed bridge option 2 location.
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Figure 17 Another view of the proposed bridge option 2 location.
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Figure 18 Proposed bridge option 11 location.
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Figure 19: Proposed bridge option 14 location.
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Figure 20 For Alignment B on the Janeway North section, a 10-foot-wide paved path would be constructed on the abandoned rail line that runs through the
middle of the wide riparian area east of the river.
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Figure 21 Another view showing where a paved path would be constructed for alignment B on the Janeway North section.
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Figure 22 The rail line east of the river on the Red Wind Point section is now used as an un-surfaced access road
that isolates the floodplain and riparian area (right) from the river (left). For Alignment B, a paved path would
be constructed.
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Figure 23 Another section of the rail line upon which a paved path would be constructed for Alignment B on the
Red Wind Point section. The rail line fill cuts off the floodplain and riparian area from the river. Constructing a
paved path would introduce significant impacts and probably eliminate any future opportunity to restore
connectivity.
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Figure 24 Riparian area isolated from the river on the Red Wind Point section. The elevated rail-bed is seen on the left.
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Sheet 1: Past Reports
Past reports on Crystal River health and habitat quality inform the analysis of existing condition on sections of the Crystal River that will be
impacted by the trail. The left table shows river health grades from the Crystal River Management Plan (Lotic Hydrological, 2016) for reaches
affected by each trail section and bridge option. Habitat quality assessment scores (left riparian, aquatic, and right riparian) from the Roaring
Fork Habitat Quality Catalog (Malone and Emerick, 2007) are shown in the right table.

Roaring Fork Habitat Quality Catalog

Crystal River Management Plan (2016)

Malone and Emerick (2007)
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Physical Structure

Stability

Morphology

Riparian conndition

Floodplain function

Connectivity/buffer

Water quality

Sediment regime

Flow regime

Bridge
option

Temporary impacts

New or existing

Spur length (miles)

River health impacts of the 14 proposed bridge
options were also evaluated with the same
framework used to evaluate trail alignments. The
evaluation considers temporary impacts from
construction as well as long-term impacts on flow
regime, sediment regime, water quality, habitat
connectivity and buffer capacity, floodplain
function, riparian condition, river morphology,
stability, and physical structure.

Overall Iimpacts

Crystal Trail Bridge and Spur
Qualitative Evaluation - River Impacts

Sheet 2: Bridge Impact Analysis
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Note 1: Impact evaluation includes lost opportunity to restore railroad impacts.
Note 2: Impact evaluation includes impacts to Avalanche Creek.
Note 3: Only one alignment proposed.
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Crystal Trail
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Degree of shading on the left chart below indicates the relative level of impact for the two proposed trail
alignments. The ecologically preferred alignment (A or B) was determined by comparing impacts for
each of the 19 trail sections. Blue shading indicates a river health preference for alignment A, and red
for B. The keys at right provide interpretation.
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Relitive Impact - Key

Potential river health impacts of the two proposed alignments of the Redstone segment of the
Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail were qualitatively evaluated so that river health could be included as a
factor in assessing environmental impacts. The evaluation considers temporary impacts from
construction as well as long-term impacts on the critical aspects of river health: Flow regime, sediment
regime, water quality, habitat connectivity and buffer capacity, floodplain function, riparian condition,
river morphology, stability, and physical structure.
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more like questions then comments
1) if the county is going to use existing bridges to cross the
river, how will access to non-public bridges be obtained?
2) why make a decision on Redstone to the pass when you still have to
do an EIS before the trail can go on the federal land?
3) Why is the trail to the pass going up the mnt. at an excessive angle
that most people couldn't even walk up or down? Is this just for another X-games event!
4) What is the benefit of having the trail vs the impacts of the trail?
5) why not just expanding the road for bike traffic? Doesn’t the County have enough trails
to for people to hike on?
A comment ! stay on public lands!
I can't wait for the EIS, thats going to be fun!
Jon Hughes, redstone co
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June 6, 2018
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
RE: Crystal River Trail Draft Plan
Dear Gary/Dale:
I have read ERO Consultants’ report and the Draft Plan for the proposed Crystal River
Trail and would like to make some comments. I would also reference you to the 2 other
letters I have written dated 11-15-15 and 3-23-17 as I believe they are pertinent to this
issue.
As you know, I was a District Wildlife Manager for Colorado Division of Wildlife (now
Colorado Parks and Wildlife) for 31 years serving the Carbondale and Aspen districts.
John Groves, DWM Carbondale, has approximately 14 years of service in the
Carbondale district, so together we have approximately 45 years experience managing
the wildlife populations of the Roaring Fork and Crystal River Valleys. We have conducted aerial surveys and classification counts for mule deer, elk and bighorn sheep,
have conducted habitat improvement projects, trapped/marked/conducted radio telemetry on the Crystal’s bighorn sheep, and have conducted countless land use reviews for
the county and U.S. Forest Service for these specific wildlife populations and in this
specific area. This has provided us with extensive in-depth knowledge and reliable information in which to manage these wildlife populations and make good solid biological
decisions.
With that as background, both of us, as well as Rick Thompson, Western Ecosystems
(independent consultant who conducted a review of the project for Wilderness Workshop), agree that Alignment A is the most environmental sensitive route with the least
amount of impacts. Only the county’s consultant ERO believes that Alignment B can be
successfully mitigated. However, given that the most likely scenario is a combination of
A and B, it is absolutely imperative that the trail avoid the most sensitive and undisturbed habitats. This can be accomplished with the viable A alignment through these
important habitat type areas.
The Draft Plan says that it will use science based decisions with a stated goal of being a
steward to the environment and biodiversity through sensitive route selection and long
term management. However, I would put forth that best available science is NOT being
followed in the most sensitive and critical wildlife habitats. There is nothing sensitive
about placement of the trail along sections of B alignment that pass through some of the
most sensitive and biologically diverse habitats there are on the entire route when there
is a much less impactive viable alternative alignment. Even ERO acknowledged that the
B alignment has the most impacts to riparian, wetlands, and wildlife habitat in most
every section of trail.
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All of the biologist who reviewed the project (ERO, John Groves, Rick Thompson, and I)
agree on the sensitive and high quality habitat areas: Red Wind Point, Janeway North
and South, Avalanche, Narrows, and Filoha. We disagree with ERO that it can be successfully mitigated if B alignment is followed through these areas. The mitigation contained in the plan is drastically insufficient and lacks any kind of detail. It also relies on
the use of seasonal closures which i will discuss later.
The best available science dictates that a trail should not be placed through these sensitive and high quality habitats as alignment B does when there is a viable and less impactive alignment A. In most county land use decisions, this would not be allowed when
there is an alternative. Why put a potentially high use trail through predominantly undisturbed sensitive habitat when there is an alternative to avoid this?? B alignment through
these areas goes against best available science and the recommendations of 3 of 4 biologists who reviewed the project. In fact, ERO states on page 76 of their report “overall combined impacts of Alternative B on elk winter range, bighorn sheep migration corridor, and undisturbed high-quality habitat would be high….These impacts would be among the highest in the entire study area”. “The impacts of Alternative A on wildlife habitat would be minor”.
I would like to remind the county of one of the county’s Environmental Bill of Rights
(Land Use Policy Guidelines 2002). “Policy of the county to ensure that proposed land
uses are compatible with the ecosystem of wildlife habitats and do not pose immediate,
long term or potential detrimental impacts to such habitats. The county seeks to preserve, restore, and perpetuate native wildlife and plant diversity by maintaining sufficient
habitat”. In addition, the Crystal River Caucus Master Plan (2016) states “trail designed
for user safety, wildlife and habitat protection and consider best science”.
In the Draft Plan OST (Open Space and Trails) recommends A alignment for Janeway
North and Filoha citing high quality habitat, environmental and wildlife impacts, and the
length of seasonal closures. This is very positive, but why was this decision not made
for Janeway South, Avalanche, and Narrows which contain some of the highest quality
and sensitive wildlife habitats along the entire trail?? ERO even states how impactive
this will be (see above).
Throughout ERO’s report and the Draft Plan it states that there will be minor impacts to
elk winter range along A alignment. This is strictly based upon their use of the 100m
zone of influence. Basically, there will be no impact to elk winter range along the A
alignment as it is not considered winter range and it lies between the river and the highway, a major disturbance corridor. Elk mostly avoid this area except to cross the highway and river. In addition, the 100m zone of influence is rather small. ERO says that the
zone of influence can be greater depending on a lot of factors, which I believe to be the
case, especially in more open and undisturbed areas. Wisdom et al 2004 found disturbance to elk up to 1500m by mountain bike trail users.
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In the executive summary of the Draft Plan, it states that the elk population is stable in
the Roaring Fork and Crystal. It depends on your perspective. In the short term of the
last 3-5 years, that may be the case but not so over the longer term. Elk population is
much lower than it used to be as well as it still suffers from low cow:calf ratios which indicate that there is something askew in the population. John Groves called the population “barely stable” (person. comm).
Bighorn sheep in the Crystal are hovering around 40-50 sheep (person. comm. Groves
and Julie Mao, wildlife biologist, CPW). This population is fairly genetically pure with
only one transplant of 6 rams back in the 1980’s. No other sheep have been brought in.
The section of the Draft Plan in Action Items, “Bighorn Resiliency” is very misleading.
The idea that these sheep are resilient is highly questionable. They have gone from
200-220 in the 1980’s to 40-50 today. They are not growing, recovering, or rebounding.
They are struggling. Any additional stress factors could have significant impacts to this
population.
One of the concerns expressed about the B alignment is the potential for secondary or
social trails. ERO states that only a few have been established. I believe they have significantly underestimated this potential. There are examples all over the valley to the
contrary of their statement. Some of these trails are in areas where there is active enforcement, signage, and gates. This potential impact should NOT be dismissed as minor.
Another concern is the effectiveness of seasonal closures as a mitigation strategy. I believe that depending on seasonal closures could be a fatal flaw. The public just does not
always comply with closures and this will only get worse as our human population continues to increase and the demand for recreation continues to increase. As I have stated
many times in the past, how can there be any guarantee there will be adequate active
and aggressive enforcement of closures into the future, perhaps 25, 30, 50 years down
the road? Once the trail is built, it will always be there, OST may not; or priorities and
enforcement may change over time. Why take the risk when there is a viable alternative? Will the public stand for a 6+ month closure over time, especially with the amount
of money being spent on the trail??
Seasonal closures should only be used when there is no other alternative. They are only
as effective as they are aggressively enforced. The Draft Plan does not provide any detail about an enforcement plan, what adequate enforcement would be, or if they can say
it will always be there into the future. OST says it has demonstrated its ability to enforce
closures. It is very difficult to enforce closures on areas that are out of public view.
There are countless examples of closure violations all over the Roaring Fork and Crystal
River Valleys. Avalanche Creek has had constant violations, E. Village/Burnt Mountain
where there are signs, gates, and enforcement, Sky Mountain had violations every year
I flew classification counts, Glassier had violations within 2 weeks of opening which is a
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critical time for deer and elk, Dart property/Rio Grande Trail with dogs during winter, etc.
It becomes what level of violation is acceptable? Even very few violations in sensitive
habitats can have significant impacts.
It was stated that large mammals become habituated to predictable and recurrent human use of trails. This is partially true. Just because an animal such as an elk or bighorn sheep does not run away does not mean it is not impacted. It must make a decision on what strategy costs less energy - fleeing or staying put. No matter which they
choose, metabolic rates increase, stress increases, and it has been shown that there is
a negative impact to reproductive success. They are negatively impacted.
The Draft Plan states that seasonal closures will be monitored for effectiveness. How is
this defined? What happens if it is found closures are not effective but the trail has been
built? Rick Thompson, Western Ecosystems, said he contacted several DWMs and
asked them how effective they thought seasonal closures are. Most replied that they did
not think they were an effective mitigation strategy. Placement of the trail along a proper
alignment can avoid these issues and impacts altogether.
Please find below my comments for certain sections of trail. Most of these comments
are centered around the sensitive habitat areas:
1. Red Wind Point: The plan states that the majority of the habitat is located on
the upper pasture. This is not completely accurate. The cliff bands above the railroad
grade are used extensively by the sheep as evidenced by radio telemetry and personal
observations. Both J. Groves and I have trapped and placed radio collars on bighorn
along the cliff bands. Any use along the railroad grade or above it from Dec. 1 - June 15
will disturb and stress bighorn sheep in their winter and lambing habitat. Placement of a
trail along the Alignment B will substantially increase the potential for closure violations
and will become an enforcement challenge. There is currently few violations of the closure for the upper pasture but are several along the railroad grade. 5 rams were observed in the cliff band at the end of May 2018.
Alignment A should be selected to avoid impacts.
2. Janeway North - this area contains high quality habitat (riparian, wetlands, oxbows). Contrary to the report, elk winter range extends to the river so any use of B
alignment would negatively impact elk winter range. B alignment also has more tree removal. The plan states that impacts to wetlands would be avoided if possible and mitigated as necessary. Any wetland loss needs to be mitigated but no detailed mitigation
plan is contained in the report. The area also receives little human disturbance. Under
the Trail Action item in the plan, OST selected A alignment to avoid high quality habitat.
This is good and very positive.
Alignment A should be selected
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3. Janeway South - This area contains elk winter range and is adjacent to severe
winter range and winter concentration area. (consultants report did not state this). The
area is also adjacent to bighorn sheep winter range and lambing farther up the ridge. It
is currently fairly undisturbed with no existing formal trail. ERO states that there will be
minor impact to habitat and river frontage. If B alignment is selected, there will be negative impacts to elk and bighorn sheep winter range. There will be high potential for a
social trail up to the saddle and ridge between Janeway Meadow and Avalanche Creek
which leads to more critical habitat and an existing USFS winter closure. I strongly disagree with the report that states most wildlife impacts are in Janeway North. They are in
both areas. I believe that the impacts to this area is dismissed because there is a proposed seasonal closure. See discussion on closures. The plan states that there is a
single track trail on the county’s OST property known as the Boat Launch parcel. Why is
there a trail on OST which leads to USFS lands that has no formal trail? This only promotes social trail development on adjacent USFS lands and creates disturbance in an
area that is mostly undisturbed.
Alignment A should be selected for this segment.
4. Avalanche - This is most likely one of the most sensitive high-quality wildlife
habitats that contains little disturbance. It contains elk winter range and leads to bighorn
sheep migration/travel corridor and winter range. The area contains a major creek
crossing, floodplain, debris flow, and high quality “pristine” meadow and other high quality undisturbed habitat. It contains several CNHP (Colorado Natural Heritage Program)
species. The area is ranked #3 most biodiverse area out of 55 designated in the Roaring Fork watershed by CNHP. The B alignment will have significant negative impacts to
elk and bighorn sheep winter range and migration and to high quality undisturbed habitat. It will result in significant habitat fragmentation. ERO, the county’s consultant, even
states the following regarding this section and Narrows: “overall combined impacts of
Alternative B on elk winter range, bighorn sheep migration corridor, and undisturbed high-quality habitat would be high…These impacts would be among the
highest in the entire study area”. “The impacts of Alternative A on wildlife habitat
would be minor”. So why would you run a trail through the middle of an area that is
ranked so high in biodiversity and contains such significant habitat? This alignment
should no longer be considered if there is any environmental conscious due to its significant environmental impacts. If B alignment is selected OST is going against the best
science and biologists’ recommendations. There is a viable alternative in A alignment.
A alignment should be selected without hesitation
5.Narrows - This section should be considered in concert with Avalanche. Again,
this area contains high quality undisturbed habitat. It contains bighorn sheep winter
range and migration/travel corridor. It has taken decades for this area to reclaim and regenerate itself. ERO’s report states that the trail should be placed along the lower ter-
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race so that bighorn sheep can have more readily available escape terrain in the tallus
and cliffs above. If this is the case, there should not be a trail here if it has the potential
to negatively impact bighorn sheep. It is not Ok for sheep just to run to their escape terrain. The plan states that impacts to wildlife are only moderate. I believe they will be
significant. The B alignment also leads to the Filoha area which is closed to the public
9 months of the year and which OST selected A alignment. Any B alignment would create another enforcement issue. There is a viable alternative in A alignment.
A alignment should be selected without hesitation.
6. Filoha - This area contains high quality habitat and is currently managed for its
wildlife and habitat values. There is already an extensive closure in place and OST recommends A alignment which is very good and positive.
Alignment A should be selected without hesitation
7. Redstone - Hawk Creek - there is potential for negative impacts to the riparian
and wetlands along this section if B alignment is selected. It would be important to control people and dogs and keep them out of the wetlands.
8. Bear Creek - this area contains elk winter range and most likely some limited
production. It also contains bear denning sites. There is very little disturbance in a fairly
high quality habitat. One cannot assume limited winter use as ERO states. Once the
trail is built/advertised there will most likely be a substantial increase in use during winter and spring transition. This will negatively impact elk during winter and spring transition. This is an area there should be no dogs allowed during winter and spring transition
if B alignment is selected. From a wildlife perspective, A alignment would have much
less impacts.
A alignment should be selected.
9. McClure Pass - This area contains some high quality habitat and elk winter
range. Winter use by elk is limited depending upon the winter. It would be best to keep
the disturbance along an existing highway disturbance corridor. As a side note: the base
of the old McClure Pass road is used and has been historically used as a rifle/shooting
range. This has been a traditional use for over 35 years.
A alignment would be preferred to minimize impacts

In summary a few closing thoughts. Trails placed in high quality and non disturbed habitats will change species diversity, density, and abundance. It results in habitat fragmentation which negatively impacts many species. Displacement of native species by nonnative parasitic species occurs. Trails can lead to increased stress, disturbance, and

Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail Plan (DRAFT) - Public Comments

217

displacement to less preferred habitats or abandonment of habitats, and reduced reproductive success. It is critical to plan, design, and place trails in an environmentally sensitive manner.
B alignment in the sensitive areas of Red Wind Point, Janeway North and South, Avalanche, Narrows, and Filoha will threaten the viability and well being of wildlife that utilize these areas. It threatens environmental health and IS NOT an environmentally
friendly alignment. A lot of dollars will be spent building this trail and if B alignment is
selected in these sensitive areas it will need to be closed for 6-9 months of the year. If
other B alignment sections are adopted there will already be a compromise to wildlife
and environmental values. We don’t need to compromise these values along the entire
length of trail.
There can be a trail that the public can enjoy while being sensitive to our environment
and wildlife populations. Placement of the trail along the A alignment through the sensitive wildlife habitat areas can be a win-win for all. There can then be year round access
with no closures or restrictions. It eliminates most impacts while providing for the public
and meeting the Governors Top 16 Priority. We can continue to have our important wildlife areas and bike at the same time. Everybody wins.
Respectfully,
Kevin Wright
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Attached is a copy of a petition being circulated in Marble, which asks that planning be done to connect the
Carbondale-Crested Butte trail to Marble. In the course of gathering the first 48 signatures, I encountered 5
opposed. This is about 10% opposed and 90% in favor. I will continue to collect signatures until the end of the
comment period.
Remember that Marble has a population of less than 200, so this is already a substantial portion of that
total. The purpose of this petition is to show interest and support for trail connection planning. Thank you for
your consideration.
Alex Menard 970.963.1141 menardalex02@gmail.com
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In 1973 my wife Pat and I purchased our property here on South Bill Creek Road--the exact route of your Plan
B. For 45 years we have watched the Crystal River and observed abundant wildlife which depends on that
river. So my primary concern is for the protection of those birds and animals and the wild and scenic Crystal
River. We have attended all caucus and special meetings in Redstone and Carbondale, listened to all points of
view, and this is my conclusion: without exception, every expert involved with land management, river ecology,
and wildlife biology agree that the only correct option for a bike trail, if indeed a bike trail must be built, is the
Highway 133 route--Plan A. I absolutely agree.
But of equal concern to me is our human protection. We (there are 16 homes on South Bill Creek Road) live
on a narrow, private, one lane dirt road which we as neighbors maintain ourselves from mud season through
summer and winter. This road runs past our homes only a few feet from our driveways and front doors. If you
add an annual 10,000 Bikers to our local traffic, I envision severe safety and privacy issues. Oh, where to stop!
confrontations, trash, wildfire concerns, and most certainly loss of existing wildlife and riparian quality.
In conclusion, my sincere wish is that the inevitable bike trail be built on the highway: Plan A. Only Plan A is
the right choice. No to alignment B!
Mike Piburn
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All,
I am writing about this proposed trail system.
I have ridden the Rio Grande trail for 16 years. I consider it one of the greatest assets of the whole Roaring
Fork Valley. Great for commuting, recreation, family outings, enjoying the outdoors,exercise and so much
more.
I was very pleased when the section of Crystal River, 133 corridor between Carbondale and the KOA
campground was completed a few years ago and have ridden it many times as well. It is so much safer and
more enjoyable than riding on the road to Redstone, Marble and McClure pass, although those are glorious
rides as well.
I was so pleased when I heard about the Governors initiative to continue this trail all the way to Crested Butte
and cannot wait for the next sections to be complete. I understand that some people prefer a corridor that is
adjacent to the roadway and others feel that acquiring easements to allow the path to be separated from the
road would be preferable.
I am hoping that some combination/compromise can be reached that would allow the path to be some distance
from the road for much of its travel, but would be adjacent to the road when property rights and wildlife
protection require.
Thank you in advance for your consideration,
Victor Rauch

Snowmass Village
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---------- Forwarded message --------From: annie rickenbaugh <rickenbaugh@yahoo.com>
Date: Thu, Jul 26, 2018 at 7:53 AM
Subject: Crystal trail
To: Lindsey Utter <lindsey.utter@pitkincounty.com>
Lindsey,
Please consider this my comment on the Crystal trail.
Just build it and get it off the highway.
Thank you all for your perseverance!
Anne R.
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Janet Urquhart <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com>

Crystal trail
T <utecure@msn.com>
To: "janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com" <janet.urquhart@pitkincounty.com>

Wed, Jul 4, 2018 at 10:03 PM

Hi Janet, hope you are well. I just wanted to comment on the Carbondale Crested Butte trail and got shut out of the
survey as it said I already took the survey but I never completed it. I am in complete support of any bike trail up the
Crystal as the road is so dangerous for bikers and is only getting worse. I prefer using the old railroad grade as much as
possible as its existence as a corridor is a logical solution. I believe that the homes and cars and dogs that already
populate the valley have habituated the wildlife to human habits. I just rode from Redstone to Carbondale today and
passed a deer on the lower trail who merely looked at me and kept eating as I rode past. Of course, seasonal closures
for wildlife should be respected and rights of private property owners as much as possible. Thanks for all your great
work, Teresa Salvadore
Sent from my iPad
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I have ridden most of the road bike trails in the Roaring Fork Valley. Aspen to
Glenwood Spring on the Rio Grande and out the Glenwood Canyon bike trail is one of
my favorite long rides. Also enjoy the ride out to Carbondale then on to
Marble. Some of the scenery along 133 and the road into Marble is
spectacular. The traffic on 133 past the KOA campground can be unnerving at
times though, particularly if I'm with guests more accustomed to NY car/bicycle
road interactions (and death) than the generally more accommodating behavior of
local Colorado drivers. When rock slides closed McClure pass a couple of years ago
for a time, this was a really nice trek with only modest local traffic. Overall the
truck traffic and speed on 133 makes this a more daunting ride than 82 past Aspen
toward Indy pass. Trucks do not pass you at 60mph on the road to Indy pass.
My desire would be to have the paved road bike section of the proposed path
extend at least to the 133 and 3 intersection turn off to Marble. From there, 3
into Marble on the road is fairly pleasant even with local traffic. Given the steep
ascent over McClure path, its going to be fairly challenging to construct even a
single track MTB path over the pass and then to Crested Butte, so expect that
hoping for a paved road bike path over the path is beyond reasonable expectations.
Given the terrain, expect that the trail to Redstone and hopefully toward Marble is
going to be close to the road through the narrow passes where the 133, the Crystal
River and the old rain right off way squeeze through. On broader terrain it would
be nice to get a tad further from the road, hopefully at least on the other side of
the river from the road. Much of the old rain right of way is on that side, though
don't know how much of that has reverted to private ownership.
In any case that's my two cents for what its worth.
T. Basil Smith
94 Trail Rider Ln
Snowmass Village, Co
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To: Pitkin County Commissioners and Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board
Subject: Carbondale to Crested Butte Trail
I believe that the recent proposed plan for continuation of the Pitkin County portion of the
Carbondale to Crested Butte trail is excellent. This plan includes many segments of the “B”
alignment, with some necessary segments of the “A” alignment. Completion of this trail in a
timely way will allow it to benefit users both soon and far into the future. It is a legacy
project. I am particularly advocating rapid progress with the trail section that connects the KOA
Campground with Redstone. The positive attributes of the proposed trail include public safety,
public health, a means to enjoy beauty of the outdoors, and economic benefits to homeowners
and businesses. Each of these attributes will benefit our human community.
Some resistance to this plan comes from various special interests who view the trail as a threat
to private property. Other resistances view the small, proposed trail as capable of leading to
considerable stress to large and small wild animals. These two resistive groups seem to be
working together, with some of the special interests promoting environmental arguments
against the current proposal.
Do the resistances based on environmental arguments make much sense? Large and small
animals of this region have available to them vast, protected lands both east and west of the
Crystal River (Wilderness areas and the Thompson Divide). The main stresses for these animals
arise from highway 133, residential development on both sides of the river, and hunting. I
believe that the proposed trail would be less stressful to animals than any of these factors and
that using the relatively small environmental impacts of the trail to argue against the trail is
specious reasoning.
The remarkably wealthy Wexner family owns some eight square miles at the base of Mt.
Sopris. Through some recent purchases, their holdings abut the Crystal River and include some
old rail bed on the east side of the Crystal river. Have they or their agents promoted and
perhaps contributed monetarily to support the trail arguments of Tom Newland, Rick
Thompson, the Wilderness Workshop, or the Crystal River Caucus? What is the source of the
$50,000 grant to the Wilderness Workshop, part of which has been used to fund unusually
strong environmental positions regarding the trail? Each of the persons/groups mentioned
here favors a trail confined to the CDOT right of way, based on their environmental arguments,
with some even talking about the option of no trail.
I totally appreciate the right of expression of various persons and I personally like all who I
know in the Crystal River valley. A review of all points of view shows some interesting
collaborations. I hope that the decision makers on the final alignment will take a visionary
approach and decide for a trail that will best serve our greater population. I encourage a
common sense approach to this decision that gives the greatest good to the greatest
number. I advocate the more off highway trail route now on the table. This would be the
more beautiful and much less expensive route. It would avoid the few environmentally critical
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habitats by using bridges over the Crystal River. Such a completed trail will be a wonderful
asset for Pitkin County, Carbondale, and the region.
Bill Spence
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Dear Pitkin County Commissioners,
Have you been to the Woody Creek Tavern lately? Bicycles everywhere, trailers to
carry groups of them, what used to be a wonderful little spot for lunch is now a big
noisy tourist attraction. This is the Redstone of the future, unless you leave them
alone.
I've walked to Crested Butte, if people want to see the beauty I recommend this
walk, breathtaking.
I walked a trail in the Maroon Bells a month ago, two groups of 20 people, all
laughing and talking loud as to be heard over the others.
The proposed trail will make Redstone a double E ticket, no one who loves the
Crystal River Valley would be for it.
Nothing should be DONE to that valley, it's perfect as is, if you love it, set it free.
Donna Thompson
Aspen
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Pitkin County Board of County Commissioners
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board
Dear County Commissioners and OST Board Members:
I'm writing in response to the recently released draft plan for a Carbondale-to-Crested Butte Trail, with
specific information regarding the trail segment proposed to run along Dorais Way, just north of
Redstone Blvd. Commissioners should be aware that OST staff have provided to the BOCC inaccurate
information relating to land ownership and County rights-of-way along this segment. OST
representations to the Board on this matter should be reviewed by the County Attorney before further
consideration of a preferred alignment for this trail segment.
Specifically, OST staff seem to be under the misapprehension that a right-of-way was granted to the
County along the entire length of Dorais, running from Filoha to Redstone Blvd., or that a combination
of rights-of-way and public ownership of portions of the old railroad grade cover the entire length of
Dorais. This is not the case. In fact, a right-of-way was granted to the County only through the two
parcels that belonged to the old Wild Rose Ranch, prior to its subdivision. No right-of-way exists
between the southern boundary of those parcels and Redstone Boulevard, a distance of approximately
1/3 of a mile. That portion of Dorais was previously owned by Mid Continent Holdings and has been
owned since 2015 by the Rock Creek Association, an association of home owners who live along
Dorais and Mountain Lion Way and who use Dorais to access their properties. Although I cannot speak
for all of my neighbors who belong to the Association, I am aware that sentiment among them is not
likely to be in favor of granting a right-of-way to the County for the purpose of bringing a recreational
trail through Dorais.
The circumstances of property ownership along the old railroad grade through Dorais Way are
unambiguous and are clearly problematic for Trail Alignment B. It is therefore puzzling that Gary
Tennenbaum and Dale Will represent prospects for bringing a trail along Dorais as being
straightforward. However conscientious Board members may be, the BOCC cannot make a good
decision regarding OST's proposed preferred trail alignment without accurate information, and the OST
Board, and Pitkin residents more generally, deserve an OST staff who show appropriate concern for the
integrity of facts presented to the BOCC.
Thank you for your attention to this information,
Philip Youngman
900 Dorais Way
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To: Pitkin County BOCC
Re: Proposed “Preferred Alignment” for Carbondale-to-Crested Butte Trail
Dear Commissioners:
I’m writing to register my strong objection of the proposed trail alignments that
utilize the east side of the Crystal River, particularly in the vicinity of Filoha
Meadows. Although the current proposed alignment bypasses Filoha Meadows itself,
I would like to make the point that the exclusion of Meadow is simply not sufficient
to prevent serious degradation of this very critical wildlife habitat area. The areas
we humans call “migration routes” to the Meadows must also be preserved. I live on
Dorais Way, so I’m well aware through direct personal experience that wildlife in the
area absolutely depend upon land outside the Meadows for their essential daily
activities. These areas are a seamless extension of Filoha Meadows as far as the
animals are concerned. They do not recognize our human-drawn boundary lines. It
should be obvious that a recreational trail extending north or south from Filoha
would seriously compromise an already-fragile environment. Furthermore, bridges to
switch back and forth from trail alignments “A” and “B” will drastically degrade a
riparian habitat in desperate need of revitalization, not further degradation.
Many of us in the Crystal Valley consider our wildlife neighbors to be an essential
part of our community, not just amusing accessories to our selfish human lives, but
important in their own right. When you review questionnaire responses to weigh the
pros and cons of trail placement, or pros and cons of even having a trail, please keep
in mind that you are not hearing anything at all from these important members of
our community. It is high time to consider impacts on the non-human members of
our community. They are just as important as we are.
As I stated in my last letter, the genius and very successful design of North Star
Nature Preserve, using the river as a natural barrier to keep human activity on one
side of the river and allowing the other side of the river to be for wildlife should be
duplicated in the design of the Carbondale-to-Crested Butte Trail. Please reconsider
the proposed trail alignments for segments called “narrows“ and “Wild Rose “ they
truly are a part of Filoha Meadows. Keep the trail on the west side of the river, for
this very essential wildlife corridor.
Thank you for your consideration of this very important issue,
Cheryl Malone
900 Dorais Way
Redstone
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Addendum: Upon further thought, we would like to point out the 5 blind corners in the road proposed
through our neighborhood. This is very hazarodous for bikers and drivers going to their homes on
Beaver
Lane.
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