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Educational Session Survey Results - Summer 2011

Educational Survey Results

What do you hope can be accomplished through the master plan which will expand to include Section 16, White Acres
and Red Rock Canyon?

Trails that go all the .vay through to Bear Creek Park would make a great expansion

Areas generally open to THRD climbing: Section 16 and RRC, Exclude Section 16 and RRC from the ban on solo climbing

Create and then maintain a balance between human access and activities and keeping the area as wild as possible

Naturalist/geology walks would be great

Public education of the area and what it includes/offers

Increased access, learning, activity access

Compromise and compassion all properties for all peoples...education of citizens to utilize properties and not abuse
them

no motorized bikes, trails maintained in good shape

Redevelopment of trail, placement of benches, closure of social trails, pavilion to stay on White Acres

| hope to see even greater expansion of resources reserved for habitat and respectful appreciation of such

Offer education® opportunities along with protecting and allowing the space to be enjoyed by cyclists, hikers, and
climbers alike

Rational plan for trails that will help unify the areas, meet need of various users, and enhance/protect the land

More awareness and appreciation for this swath of public space. Perhaps new trails to accommodate cyclists in Section
16

Eventually connecting Cheyenne Mountain State Park to Garden of the Gods via trails

What concerns do you have as the master plan is developed?

That the areas will becc 2 too traffic-ed (like cement pathways and such, it takes the allure away)

Any master plan should include the exclusion of wheeled vehicles

There need to be regulations "followed through on" regarding unleashed dogs and dog poop. All parks in the city are
being affected and it is becoming a health concern. If tickets were issued, this problem will resolve

I am not concerned of what this incl@les

That bikes and climbing/bouldering ®ill be excluded, multimodal travel may get excluded over the wants of one

Satisfying all parties, developing trails for all groups, sharing maintenance with trail organization, educating public about
creating social trails

Open meeting as you are doing

That hikers will not have enough input. The parks department will not be open to suggestions

It will be closed to cyclists or opened to motorcycles. It won't stay free

Parking/access at White Acres. Some trails overused, erosion

All user groups are represented

To make sure that habitats are disturbed as little as possible while allowing appropriate use
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How would you like to use the properties? Are there specific uses you believe to be most important to include,
particularly on Section 16 and White Acres?

| would love to see the pavilion used for lectures, small concerts, to bring culture into the open space in innovative and
sustainable ways

Recreational uses - hiking, mountain biking, rock climbing, horseback riding. Parking a concern at White Acres

Bikes, educational series like this one

I am a hiker, but see use for cycling and rock climbing as good for the community

Picnics at White Acres pavilion. Separate horse and bike trails

Hiking ban...all...just kidding...Mostly outdoor excursion into properties allow occasional fund raising opportunities to
include races (biking, running, climbing)...open up pavilion for outdoor venues (weddings, art, theatre, folk music)

Hike, bike, climb, education, groups, picnic areas

Hiking, mountain biking

Nature interpretation

Educational

Hiking and climbing

Pathways for hiking and possibly mountain biking. (Please no motorbikes, it disturbs the atmosphere) also highlight
historical things like fossils and local info

What information did you hear tonight (below is a compilation of all three educational sessions) that you believe
might be of interest to other through an interpretive program?

Mentioned was a section that dinosaur bones are visible in Section 16. If more info is given on it or if there is a way we
can preserve them for future generations

All interesting, maybe add a "map" to the locales discussed or possibly "lesson" with activity to convey importance and
excitement

Dinosaur bones

This was great!

| came because | am interested in the process and for the information being offered. As a student at UCCS | enjoy
learning and think free public sessions are wonderful

History, geology of area

Everything!

All of it!

| am filling this out before the program. I'd like to attend other programs on geology and botany

The "zone of influence" to wildlife

This is a compilation al all three educational session evenings
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Educational Session Survey Results - Summer 2011 verbatim

Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
Educational Sessions

Questionnaire Responses - Verbatim

1. What do you hope can be accomplished through the master plan which will expand to include
Section 16, White Acres and Red Rock Canyon?

e Trails that go all the way through to Bear Creek Park would make a great expansion

e Areas generally open to THRD climbing: Section 16 and RRC QOpen Space, Exclude Section 16 and
RRC from the ban on solo climbing

® Create and then maintain a balance between human access and activities and keeping the area
as wild as possible

¢ Naturalist/geology walks would be great

& Public education of the area and what it includes/offers

* Increased access, learning, activity access

o Compromise and compassion all properties for all peoples...education of citizens to utilize
properties and not abuse them

* no motorized bikes, trails maintained in good shape

* Redevelopment of trail, placement of benches, closure of social trails, pavilion to stay on White
Acres

* | hope to see even greater expansion of resources reserved for habitat and respectful
appreciation of such

e Offer educational opportunities along with protectingand allowing the space to be enjoyed by
cyclists, hikers, and climbers alike

* Rational plan for trails that will help unify the areas, meet need of various users, and
enhance/protect the land

e More awareness and appreciation for this swath of public space. Perhaps new trails to
accommodate cyclists in Section 16

e Eventually connecting Cheyenne Mountain State Park to Garden of the Gods via trails

e Keep it natural. Don't over manage it. Just some nice trails - like Palmer Trail

e Keep it open to horses

e Overall unified approach to park management from an ecologic, environmental, and
archeological standpoint. Planning and maintenance of an incredible space

¢ Need more info on what the master plan hopes to accomplish

* One open space -"Red Rock Canyon Regional Open Space." Establish a good baseline plan.
Don't want to see a Palmer Park result. Protect it from overuse. Conservative passive use and
interpretation. A detailed maintenance plan

¢ More wildflowers
e Hiking
* More hiking trails
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What concerns do you have as the master plan is developed?

That the areas will be become too trafficked (like cement pathways and such, it takes the allure
away)

Any master plan should include the exclusion of wheeled vehicles

There need to be regulations "followed through on" regarding unleashed dogs and dog poop. All
parks in the city are being affected and it is becoming a health concern. If tickets were issued,
this problem will resolve

I am not concerned

That bikes and climbing/bouldering will be excluded, multi-model gravel may get excluded over
the wants of one

Satisfying all parties, developing trails for all groups, sharing maintenance with trail organization,
educating public about creating social trails

Open meeting as you are doing

That hikers will not have enough input. The parks department will not be open to suggestions
It will be closed to cyclists or opened to motorcycles. It won't stay free

Parking/access at White Acres. Some trails overused, erosion

All user groups are represented

To make sure that habitats are disturbed as little as possible while allowing appropriate use

Let mother nature be your guide. Don't turnitinto an amusement park

Trail maintenance, social trail closure, preservation of paleontological finds, an easement and
management of the one open space for current and future users

Preservation of the land and foliage. Preservation of erosion

Want to see conservation easement on White Acres as an outcome

Limit of motorized vehicles. Control poison ivy around Roundup Trail

Don't really know enough about the master plan to have concerns

How would you like to use the properties? Are there specific uses you believe to be most
important to include, particularly on Section 16 and White Acres?

| would love to see the pavilion used for lectures, small concerts, to bring culture into the open
space in innovative and sustainable ways

Recreational uses - hiking, mountain biking, rock climbing, horseback riding. Parking a concern at
White Acres

Bikes, educational series like this one

I am a hiker, but see use for cycling and rock climbing as good for the community

Picnics at White Acres pavilion. Separate horse and bike trails

Hiking ban...all...just kidding...Mostly outdoor excursion into properties allow occasional fund

raising opportunities to include races (biking, running, climbing)...open up pavilion for outdoor
venues (weddings, art, theatre, folk music)

Hike, bike, climb, education, groups, picnic areas

Hiking, mountain biking

Nature interpretation

Educational

Hiking and climbing

Pathways for hiking and possibly mountain biking. (Please no motorbikes, it disturbs the
atmosphere). Also highlight historical things like fossils and local info

Hiking and biking

Horseback riding

City of Colorado Springs
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Primarily hiking. It also provides a wonderful opportunity for rock climbers. It would be nice if
some fund-raising activities such as races could be held in the open space

Mostly areas for hiking and rock climbing. Close-in picnic areas. Educational programs especially
on the geology of the area.

Preserve the conservation values. Connect trails. Trailhead in White Acres

Large rocks every 2 blocks for older people to sit on or to set baby carriers or back packs on
Hiking and biking

Hiking

What information did you hear tonight that you believe might be of interest to other through
an interpretive program?

Mentioned was a section that dinosaur bones area visible in Section 16. If more info is given on
it or if there is a way we can preserve them for future generations

All interesting, maybe add a "map" to the locales discussed or possibly "lesson” with activity to
convey importance and excitement

Dinosaur bones

This was great!

| came because | am interested in the process and for the information being offered. Asa
student at UCCS | enjoy learning and think free public sessions are wonderful

History, geology of area

Everything!

All of it!

| am filling this out before the program. I'd like to attend other programs on geology and
botany

The "zone of influence" to wildlife

The history and use of the area by humans. The stonework and description of it remnants.
Local use of the quarry stone

Somehow relate the prehistoric and historic value of the area

Native peoples "history." Mining/quarry history. Trail history interpretation

Page |A.6

Appendix A- Public Process Responses

City of Colorado Springs



and Management Plan B

On-Site Exit Survey Results - Summer 2011
collected by the Friends of Red Rock Canyon on behalf of the City summary and verbatim

Parking Lot Exit Survey Questionnaire Results

1. From what location did you enter today?

#of
Parking Lot Location Responses Where did you enter the Open
Pavilion 21 Space'-'
26th Street 2 )
31st Street 4 140
Bevers Pl | b
evers Place 100
Caretakers Lot 4 80
Contemplative Trail 1 x
Gold Camp and High 20 i |
Drive 1 0 = - s e e e e = :
£ W oW o ™ 5 o m
Hwy 24 2 §§§£§§§§E§§%§
. Ecy 8 225§T2JY5E
Main Lot 116 g;ﬁggi §§g§
Red Rock Canyon 1 3§ 5 255
g S 6
Red Rock Trail i 8§ ° &3
Section 16 Overflow 1 E
Section 16 Trailhead 12 W # of Responses
2. While you were here, what did you do?
#of
Activity Responses
Dog park 15 Recreation Activities
Find a quiet place 8 120
Free Ride 3 100
Hang out in the gg
shade 1 40
Hike 23 20
Mountain Bike 24 0T i o G E B
Bl g Eg_‘!ﬁ.—gg'éEEéEE
cnic D.alrEIngEE% Eg
Ride a horse 6 g3 E 5 B 5% =&
) " w 5§ =& &
Rock climb 10 K c 2 e« = m # of Responses
= wi
Run 18 E
Senior pictures i |
Walk 113
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| Red Rock Canyon

3. Where did you go today? Do you happen to know which trail or trails you were on?

# of

Trail Responses
Free ride area 3
Codell Trail 2
Contemplative Trail 29
Dog loops 9
Greenlee Canyon Trail 28
High Drive 4
Hogback Valley Trail 6
Intemann Trail 3
Lower Hogback Trail 3
Lyon Trail 6
Mesa Trail 39
Palmer Loop 4
Pavilion 4
Quarry Pass Trail 31
Red Rock Canyon Path 5
Red Rock Canyon Trail 43
Red Rock Rim Trail 3
Roundup Trail 37
Sand Creek Canyon Trail 20
Section 16 Trail 17

50

Which trail or trails did you use today?

45
40

35

30

25
20
15
10

ail
Vi
ai
ail
ai
ai
ai

hhhhhhhh

Dog Loops
Mesa Trail

Free Ride Area
Codell Trail
Greenlee Canyon Trai

Intemann Ti
Lower Hogback Trail

Contemplative Trail
Hogback Valley Trail

Palmer Loop

Pavilion

Quarry Pass Trail

Red Rock Canyon Path
Red Rock Canyon Ti

m # of Responses

LLLLL

Roundup T

Sand Creek Canyon Ti
Section 16 T

Red Rock Rim Trail

Other individual responses
26th Street

56-minute hike

A bunch and quite a few non-trails
All

All of them

All trails

All trails

Around the entire perimeter

Back in there

Black

Blue and green paths

Canyon Trail

Captain Jacks

Climbing areas

Frosties Park

Hang glider point

Loop up ridge and down the dirt
road with short walk back to parking
Lower Gold Camp

Next to reservoirs

Nowhere except to sit by stream

Picnic table near parking lot
Random trails

Seven Bridges

The Black Trail

Top of Section 16

Top of Section 16 - No experience on
new steps off of Gold Camp Rd.
Up and down

Upper hogback

Upper Red Rock Trail

Whale

White Acres
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er and Management Plan

4a. How was your experience today when it comes to interaction with other users?

Did you feel crowded?

Do you feel crowded? # of Responses Did you feel crowded?
Yes 10

No 149

Individual responses™

Yes on weekends

Yes at parking lot

Yes on Red Rock Canyon Trail

Yes
m No

*These responses are considered “yes” responses for
charting purposes
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| Red Rock Canyo

4b. Did you feel like the level of interaction was about right?

Level in interaction right?  # of Responses
Yes 135
Ok 16
No 3

4c. Did you feel a sense of solitude?

#of
Sense of solitude? Egonses
Yes 122
Somewhat 14
No 11

Was the level of
interaction right?

W Yes
Ok

Did you feel a sense of
solitude?

W Yes
Somewhat

No

4d. Did feeling crowded lessen the overall quality of your experience?

(*Note: This question was only asked of individuals who felt crowded. )

# of
Lessen experience? Responses
Yes, a great deal 7
Somewhat 5
Not much 26
No 3

Did crowding lessen
experience?

Yes, a great deal
Somewhat
B Not much

w No

Additional Comments:

Great

People we climb with absolutely love the experience
Plenty of open space

Lots of dogs off leash

Dogs off leash problem

Some bikes going fast, only polite sometimes

Page |A.10 Appendix A- Public Process Responses

City of Colorado Springs
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hot

like it

like the open space

| know the summer is busy with tourists
love the area

great

we loved it, got lost, | told them about the pond and rock climbing so they extended their
stay

no crowds

keep up the good work

Even on weekends it is pleasant

5. How long were you here today?

Time spent during visit # of Responses
Less than 1 hour 27

1 to 2 hours 116

3 to 4 hours 28
More than 4 hours 2

Average length of visit = 1.64 hours

Verbatim Comments from On Site Exit Surveys

e Maps

e Steps very steep, dog waste, unleashed dogs

e Stay natural

¢ loveit here

e Need markers at trail junctions - maintained well

e Need to improve security in lots 7-10 (Section 16, Section 16 South, Caretaker's Parking Lot and
Lot below Caretaker's House), broken into 2 times

e Too many steps for mountain biking

e Seems less crowded this year than last year

¢ Connect bike trails

e More trail markers, clean outhouse

* love park

e \Visitor - great

¢ Nice landscaping, interpretive signs, sons go rock climbing

s More water in lake

e *Three groups of mentally or physically handicapped returning from the Red Rock Canyon Trail
in Parking Lot #1

* *One woman being wheeled from parking lot #1 to lot #2

e First-time visitors, concerned about level of pond!

s Rock climbers - nice folks

e Head phones - need to remind people not to wear

* Alakes - green - clearly need weeding - first aid station or call box

e Contemplative trail is busy - 31 street parking lot is quiet

e Love it, contemplative trail is favorite
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| Red Rock Ca

e Need more freeride areas plus downhill

¢ Toilet paper, need new maps with contours, more signage

e Beautiful

* More interesting than Garden of the Gods, make a bridge across Rt (sic - Highway) 24 to Garden
of the Gods for horse and all user traffic

* Nice short hikes

¢ Intemann Trail - private property to RRC needs easement

e Trails - good

¢ Nice

* Great place to hike

s We come often - love it

e loveitand thatitis free

s Beautiful

¢ We love the five mile trails

¢ Cactus in dog park - need to get rid of

s Great park - not touristy like Garden of the Gods

* Enjoyimprovements

s Hot, best park for short hikes

¢ Hot, hot, hot

¢ Qut-of-towner, great location for easy to find, extremely hard to get in and out of main parking
area due to Hwy 24 traffic

¢ Need garbage cans at caretakers and Section 16 trailhead to encourage people to clean up after
their dogs

¢ Need a garbage can with bags at caretakers and Section 16 trailhead. Thanks for putting
garbage can back at trailhead

e \eryclean

® Use the park 4-6 times per week

e Really pretty and clean

s Beautiful and clean

e Trails are best shared by all through active education not trail restrictions

e | hike here 1-4 times per week

*  Wish people would keep their dogs on leashes

e |'d be glad to help with repair work and new features

e Nice park - | hike here often

e Great place! Bestuse of my tax money to buy it!

s We love to hike here

e | want to get a horse and come back

e Great park, trails well marked

e Just great!

*  Wonderful

¢ Greatsignage

e Great parking

e Nice visiting from Texas

e Like the educational signs

e lack of law enforcement of regulations

¢ Will do today with 4 others, here very often

s Great hike

e Port-o-potties need maintained and cleaned, loved trails; clean, well marked

Page |A12 Appendix A- Public Process Responses City of Colorado Springs



agement Plan

Trail maintenance needed, erosion, trail uneven. Dogs need to be on a leash, dog cleanup, rock
defacing is an issue

People need to pick up poop

Quarry trail—rocks too far apart to hike easily

Like quarry area

Hike very often

More dog disposal stations, more port-a-potties, mountain lion sign is always up—should be
only when present

Coming into upper Gold Camp Rd-need marker

Better trail markings (Mt. Buckhorn). Need port-a-pots at Section 16
Dog droppings and dog bags

Favaorite trail

Mountain bikers respectful

Trail condition good

Signage is a big problem - family of 4 got lost and had to turn around - need detailed maps
Love this place, time saver, close to home

Great park

Renegade trails! Create trail to top of quarries

Need trash cans in the back areal

Too kind, favorite park

Toilets need pumping! "Disgusting"

Need more signage for contemplative trail

Love trails

1st time here

Crossing Hwy 24 - hard to get to RRC. Live in Manitou Springs. Need bridge across Hwy 24 to
link Manitou and RRC

Like hiking here

Bridge across Hwy 24

More bike trails - casual

Keep dogs on leash, too many off leash

Hot and fun

Add bathrooms

Great park

Lift climbing restrictions

Signage

Wonderful park

Beautiful

Signage not pointing the right way

Saw black bear for the first time in the open space

Dogs need to be leashed

Very nice

Need disposals for dogs

Not commercialized - great!

Beautiful, I'll be back often

Awesome place - love it

Love this park

It is Saturday and the park has many visitors on the weekends
Tremendous

City of Colorado Springs
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B Red Rock Canyon Maste

¢ |twas great

» Love this park - how about more free ride areas?

¢ Very well marked trails, exceptionally clean, trails very well maintained
+ Good restoration

s Beautiful

¢ Great hike - thanks!

o Wonderful place

o Wonderful open space

s Great! Thank you for protecting this amazing resource for the city
¢ Nice relaxing place to come

e Gorgeous

e (Great time - excellent opportunity to take pictures

* Nice to see trails in city

* Need trash cans by the dog area
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Web-based Survey Results - Summer 2011 verbatim

In 2004, hundreds of area residents came together to develop a plan for use and protection of 787-acre Red Rock
Canyon on the City's southwestern edge. The high-profile property had just recently been purchased by the City of
Colorado Springs through the Trail, Open Space and Parks (TOPS) Program. Fast forward to 2011 and the TOPS
Program has come through again with purchases in the last two years of the White Acres property which abuts Red
Rock Canyon Open Space and of nearby Manitou Section 16. The City Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services
Department is inviting the community to help build upen the Red Rock Canyon plan by producing an integrated
approach to conservation, management and use of the three popular open space properties. This survey is one of the
first steps in an extensive public Involvement process.

1. What is important to you about a master plan for the Section 16, White Acres and Red Rock Canyon properties?

A master plan should provide long range goals for development that meet the needs of the community while
preserving and maintaining the park's ecology and beauty.

Seperate hiking & bike trails; along with multi-use trails. Trails on hogbacks, protection of fossils. A visitors
center to display artifacts, provide information to visitors.

That Sec 16 and White Acres be kept as natural as possible. And some way to keep mtn bikers off hiking trails
{can bikers build their own)?

That it preserves them basically as they are, with no major changes/improvements without careful
consideration. No dog parks, free ride areas, etc.

trails public input access
keeping itin good shape for hikers, out of towners to enjoy the beauty

To ensure the open space will be protected for future generations to enjoy.
Hiking trails in Section 16 and White Acres and climbing access trails in Section 16.

How will the properties be protected for future generations?

My name is Rick Bergles. | have been ticketed for hiking at Stratton Open Space! My sin was documenting the
cutting and stacking of both living and dead vegetation in the 40 acres south and west of the La Veta trail head.
| am banned from the area for a year, although the fire marshal is on my side: Parks has been ordered to cease
the stacking of wildfire fuel. See http://s1139.photobucket.com/home/rbergles

Avoid what has happened to RRC and GOG: Million dollar parking lots at RRC, landscaping of the parking lots
(1?), inappropriate signs at both locations. (Just 2 examples: backward maps in GOG, sign in RRC extolling the
beautiful rock formations with photo of vandalized rock)

Preservation of existing natural terrain

Direct maintenance and improvements for the future; be inclusive to the broad range of users - walking,
running, biking, dog walking, nature interpretation, outdoor classroom opportunities, etc.

Hiking trails {(exclusive hiking trails-not bicycle, horses, ect just hiking trails) and natural enviroment. At least
offer some trails that are only used by foot.

That we keep the land as open space with trails for hiking biking and other activities.

Long term protection, care, and preservation of the natural conditions of the property. Restoration of areas
damaged by previous owners or neglected areas.

Responsible rock climbing should be encouraged. Having such awesome climbing so close to home is extremely
valued by my family and friends.
scenic, thoughtfully connected, non over-crowded hiking trails.

The preservation of existing and development of new open space available for walking/hiking, horseback riding
and other non-motorized activities.

To ensure what is already there is preserved and continues to be a place to escape the city and hike trails and
take in the beautiful Colorado landscape

Keep it simple. We don't need interpretive signs all over the parks. We just want good, solid trails that don't
erode and the feeling that we are out in the middle of nowhere.
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| Red Rock Canyon

2. What do you believe are the most important issues to consider as the master plan is developed?

Improvements must be maintainable. Trails should be built with little or no artificial improvements to make
them easier. Railroad ties and other means of leveling should be avoided.

Mot to let one group, bikers, rock climbers, horse rides, or hikers to come in to the meetings & overwhelm what
they want, but to allow each group to put in equal thoughts & ideas.

Keeping cars out. If people want to picnic, they need to pack itin - pack it out. Maybe RRC picnic area for true
picnickers - more tables close to parking. Sec 16-hiking, without being run over by mtn bikers on same trails, is
a key interest. If mtn bikers want to build their own trail, away from hiking trails, in area approved by users &
CCS-ok. And if hikers want to safely "climb-walk" upon rocks to sitand contemplate - see views, this too should
be permitted. "Rock climbing-ropes-rapelling, etc" needs to be contained in the RRC designated area. My & year
old loves 'walking' up on the Sec 16 rocks and listening to the silence. She told me she knows God is there. Dogs
on leashes on hiking trails-pick up after dogs. Dog *parks*, again, belong close to parking area. Too much
*interface* of various activities is a prescription for disaster. Majority of Mtn bikers are not thoughtful of
hikers! Sec 16 would be a great place to horseback ride, yet really needs to be in their own area - no horses
getting spooked by bikers or inconsiderate hikers.

Land preservation, trail integrity, trail signage, trail links (as needed after careful consideration), improved
parking area(s) at Section 16 trailhead

preserving the properties as open space even in the event of a future sale, i.e. put WA under conservation
easement

to not let to many rock climbers or bicycles in there to ruin the hiking trails

Mot to disturb the natural environment and the wild life, yet make the area accessible for outdoor enthusiasts.

Updating the trail plan to reflect current use patterns in Red Rock Canyon. Creating a trail plan which allows
future flexibility, since no plan can be perfect from the start. Keeping Section 16 open to traditional and solo
climbing. Opening most of the current Red Rock Canyon Open Space to trad and solo climbing.

Types of recreational uses and the capacity of the area to handle the pressure.

no motorized vehicles

My name is Rick Bergles. The Gazette has dubbed me the "Rogue Hiker." To me, the most important aspect of
the master plan is that it keep the three areas natural and accessible. Stratton Open Space, for a counter
example, is littered throughout with "keep out" signs (which do not delineate a specific area, and are therefore
impossible to obey. Thus, my ticket and punishment.} | will advocate for a feeling of welcome, not exclusion.
The president of Cheyenne Commons is on video saying that the open space BELONGS to Parks, so they can do
as they like. | disagree. Please see Parks Dept. is being subsumed under the Planning/Public Works department.

Development should be at the bottom of the list. Ranger presence is a major part preservation. Please fund
rangers with clout. A ranger told me he was told NOT to get involved with climbers damaging the rocks.

Parking and public access

Direct maintenance and improvements for the future; be inclusive to the broad range of users - walking,
running, biking, dog walking, nature interpretation, outdoor classroom opportunities, etc.

Recycling Bins-city can obtain some funds from recycled products!

Traffic, parking,

Develop a balanced plan that allows use of the property but retains its natural qualities. Do not allow special
interests to demand a use of the property that will diminish or damage the natural characteristics.

ensuring equal access for all activities.

environmental protection, reducing impact of over-use, keeping some trails bl'i{e-free, adequate toilet faciiities,
erosion control

Accesibility, trail maintenance and public education to avoid boundary violations

Preservation

Aside from keeping it simple, | would like to see fewer mixed-use trails so that | don't always encounter cyclists,
who tear up the trail. And NO HORSES. They poop everywhere and destroy the trails.
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yon Master and Management Plan .

3. Are there specific uses you believe to be most important to include, particularly on Section 16 and White Acres?
Hiking 24 100%
Horseback riding 8 33%
Mountain biking 10 42%
Free-ride biking 3 12%
Running 15 B2%
Rock climbing 12 50%
Enjoying nature 22 92%
Picnicking 13 54%
Going to the dog park 5 21%
Paragliding 3 12%
Are there other uses you would like to have considered? B 25%
4. Have you ever been to the Open Space?

Yes 24 100%
Mo 0 0%
Total 24 100%

5. If you have been to the Open Space, how do you usually get there?

Walk 5 1%
Bike 1 4%

Drive 18  75%
Total 24 100%

6. If you drive, where do you usually park?

off highway 24

Parking area/lot

Section 16 trailhead

upper Red Rock parking lot

hwy 24 parking lot

Either the main parking lot or off of 31st street
Main lot

| use the upper lot because there are fewer break-ins there.
sec 16 trailhead, inner lot at RRC

Main lot off Ridge Rd

In parking area provided.

Yes

hwy 24 lot

big (first) parking lot off highway 24

in the parking lot

Hwy 24

Bear Creek Park

In the designated parking areas
Red Rock parking lot

Thanks for responding! Please check the web site
for information about the public master plan
meetings and put the dates on your calendar.
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summary

Red, White and 16 Master and Management Plans
September 7, 2011 Public Workshop

The Issues To-Date

Access
ADA access policy
Access points into Manitou are important to the Manitou Springs Open Space Advisory Committee
Maintain access into Crystal Hills
Opportunity to connect to Crystal Park
Limit parking in the cul de sac and neighborhood streets at Bevers Place g
Motorized access concerns “Enstire equol access

Roadway access: vehicular access at Highway 24/Ridge for all acthsities.”
Pedestrian and cyclist access at 31 and Highway 24 intersections %

Parking capacity: availability; equestrian trailers; boulders

East-west trail connections in vicinity of landfill

Parking/access to White Acres ; :
Gold Camp Road congestion and parking “Keep cars out. Iif people want to picnic,
Maintain access to Intemann Trail they need to pack it in, pock it out.”
Chamberlain Trail connection 8

Stephany’s Trail connection

Trail connections to Bear Creek Park

Trail connections to Cheyenne Mountain 5tate Park and Garden of the Gods

Annexation of Section 16
Conservation

Level of commitment by the community; balance with use ,
Locally unique and sensitive habitats “Compromise and compassion

Wildflowers on all properties for alf
Protect paleontologically and historically sensitive areas? peoples; edication of citizens
to utifize properties and not
Conservation easement for White Acres ahuse them.”
Dogs
On/off leash

Waste clean-up
Cactus in dog park
Enforcement

Experience and Uses
Amenities: where/if they should be located: benches; signage; restrooms
Free-ride opportunities: access to top of area without crossing TOPS property; proximity to quarry
Rock climhbing: should solo climbing be allowed?
White Acres pavilion: should it be retained?
Definition of experience/capacity of each of the three properties
Quality of user experience
Application of active and passive policy
Concern about over-building and commercialization

1

“Having such owesome climbing so
close to home Is extremely volued by
my family and friends.”
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er and Management Plan - .

Cultural events at the pavilion

Rock climbing opportunities
Paragliding opportunities

Concerns about security in parking lots

“t would love to see the
pavilion used for lectures, small
concerts, to bring culture into
the open space in innovative

and sustainable ways.”

Interpretation
Interpretation: access/education/protection

Management
Roles and responsibilities of City and volunteer entities: decision-making; communication; capacity
Parking lot security
First aid station or call box
Garbage cans at Section 16 ~ =
Enforcement of existing rules “I think the City should have a meeting
Resources: revenue and volunteers with all the volunteer groups every fall to
Fire mitigation strategy? de-brief the summer and see what projects
Forest management groups have coming up that they need
Landfill considerations help with. It would reinforce that we're

Poison ivy all in this together.”
Comprehensive approach to management s &

Revenue opportunities such as weddings and races
Port-a-let maintenance and port-a-let at Section 16
Ranger presence is needed

Recycling bins
Signage “We need an overall, unified approach to park
management from an ecologic, environmental, and

Ponds archeological standpoint—planning and maintenance

Aesthetics of an incredible space.”

Regulatory issues

Resources

Wildlife
Process 3

Satisfying all parties

Open meetings?

Hikers do not have enough input

Parks Department is not open to suggestions

It's important that all user groups are represented
One user group should not overwhelm the process

Trails

User conflicts

Connections within 3 properties and to other areas
New trails

All multi-use?

Trail re-routes: criteria for decisions

Trail connectivity: cohesive trail system

Trail way-finding

Elimination of bandit trails

Safety of all trail users

More trails means more maintenance

“The most foolish

fight you can have

is between bikers
and hikers.”

“Create a trail plan which allows
future flexibility, since no plan can

be perfect from the start.”

“We just want good, solid
trails that don't erode and
the feeling that we are out

in the middle of nowhere.”
&

City of Colorado Springs
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. Red Rock Canyon Master and

Trail loop opportunities
Separate trail users
Design: agreement on the use/kind of trail before it's designed; design expertise

Wildlife
Impacts
Spotted owl habitat ‘I hope to see even greater expansion
Raptor habitat? of resources reserved for habitat and

respectful appreciation of such.”
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d Management Plan

Public Meeting 1 - 07 September 2011 verbatim

Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
September 7, 2011 Public Workshop

Small Group Responses

Task #1

Discuss and decide what makes for a quality experience on the properties. Please provide
vour group’s list befow:

Elements of a Quality Experience®

Trails

Wwildlife

Not crowded
Natural area
Scenery/Views
Dogs
Multi-Use
Recreation
Rock Climbing
Access

Biking
Cohesive
Paragliding
Sustainable
Horses

Safe

Sighage
Variety

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 BO 85 90 95 100105110115 120

*Charted by number of mentions

Verbatim Comments

Trails {35 mentions)

—  Limited use of bandit trails

—  Well maintained trails

—  Opportunity to explore off established trails
— Sustainable trails

— Technical trail

—  Well posted trail marking

— Narrow trails! — less than 18"

— Good quality trails

—  Less strenuous trails

—  Many different combinations of trails and loops
— Connections to other trail systems
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— Provide access options and create trail connections
— Sustainable trails
— Consistent trail design and construction
Maintain steep trail for Section 16, keep strenuous hike

Minimize number of trails in Section 16. Red Rock Canyon is overrun with trails. Don’t want this

to happen to Section 16 or White Acres
—  Post right-of-way signs at trail head (hiker/biker/horse)
Construct the trails to limit speed on trails with limited visibility
Loop trails and ones that go into Section 16
“Climbers trail” sign to show user destination of trail use
Trails — quality trails {(maintenance, planning and respect)
Keep single track — not double!
Keep it from becoming another Garden of the Gods (no paved trails)
Bike trails —rating and possible directional trails
Bike-only trails
Horse-designated trails
— Educated, shared use, “trail etiquette”
— Renegade trails / reduction of non-inventory trails
— Varied nature of trails
— Clear marking of approved trails
Single track trails have periodic passing areas
Trail users are educated on trail manners
Modern trail design and construction (not railroad ties)
Good trail connectivity
Maintained trails

Wildlife {12 mentions)
-  Wildlife experience

Wildlife
Wildlife viewing
Pond — needed for wildlife
Nature settings
Wilderness/backcountry experience
Wilderness-like experience
A wild experience
Pond —needed for wildlife
Wilderness/backcountry experience
—  Wilderness-like experience
— A wild experience

Not crowded {11 mentions)
Not too crowded
Not too crowded for meditation
Sense of solitude
Solitude
— Solitude
—  Solitude
—  Not overcrowded
—  Peace
—  Solitude
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Trails that create a feeling of solitude
Peace and quiet

Natural area (11 mentions)

Restoring natural habitat (noxious weeds, elm)
Quality experience of the resource

Protect the flora and fauna

Natural character--wildlife sightings, recreational rocks
An end in itself, the essence of Colorado
Natural features

Maintain conservation values

Natural setting

Pristine areas left

Interaction with nature

Nature settings

Scenery/Views (6 mentions)

Scenery

Aesthetically attractive
Scenery

Views, vistas, and aesthetics
Aesthetics

Variety of views

Dogs (5 mentions)

Well-behaved dogs

Dogs on leash

Lack of dog bags along trail

Dogs should be leashed except in dog park area
Dog waste should be removed

Multi-Use {4 mentions)

Different users

Avoid user conflicts by maintaining multi-modal access
Courtesy among users

Accommodating multi-use including equestrian

Recreation (4 mentions)

Exercise

Appreciation for outdoor recreation
Recreation

Physical challenge (not sanitized)

Rock Climbing {4 mentions)

Traditional and solo climbing in any area
Allow continued rock climbing

nagement Plan

Maintain climbing access. There is some good climbing in Section 16, have it accessible
Two cliffs have been developed over 30+ years. Climbing is already an established use at

Section 16

City of Colorado Springs
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{ Red Rock Can

Access (3 mentions)

Having access!
Easy to access
Reasonable access to all parts, more access points

Biking (3 mentions)
Keep biking allowed

Allow continued mountain biking
Mountain bikers want to maintain “level of technicality” on trails where can be sustainable

Cohesive {3 mentions)

- Continuity

— Cohesive

— Integrated with the entire area, connected to other parks

Paragliding (3 mentions)
Wind sock at the top of Section 16 for paragliding
— Allow continued paragliding
— Maintain access for paragliding — it’s the only place in town

Sustainable {3 mentions)

Keep it aesthetically attractive (trash, dog waste, sustainable trail, dogs on leash)
Balance use and conservation values
Sustainable

Horses (2 mentions)
— Lack of horse waste along trail
— Horse owners pick up manure in parking area

Safe (2 mentions)
— Safety when constructing - i.e. steps sometimes do not work for horses (Intemann Trail)
— Safety — trails, parking lot, all aspects

Signage (2 mentions)

— Adequate signage to show where you are and how to connect
— Good signage

Variety (2 mentions
— Variety
— Versatility (diversity)

Other {7 mentions)

—  Cultural experience
— Medicinal experience
Quality experience
Socialization
Enforcement
Clean
Rest areas with benches are situated with a good view and blend in with the natural
environment

4
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Task #2

Does your group believe there are any areas that should be protected by limiting public
access? If so, what are those areas and why should they be protected?

Area(s) Why protection is needed

Five groups: Areas of archeological or
paleontological significance

Educational value

Cultural/archeo/paleo significance

Why it needs protection: To prevent degradation and destruction
Vandalism

Fragile because of paleontology

Four groups: Ponds, shoreline and
wetlands

Sensitive plants and wildlife, not useful for trails anyway; 100 ft.
buffer around waterways

Wetland

Protect from domestic animal contamination

Wildlife access to water; water

Four groups: Any significant, fragile,
sensitive habited area and blocks; not
fragmented area

Anything of historic value or wildlife habitat (keep trails away from
there)

Wildlife

Degradation leads to weeds and disruption of wildlife

Wildlife habitat; conservation

Two groups: Steep areas on higher
terrain in Section 16

Sensitive soils, steep slopes, difficult to maintain. Careless 5
minutes can take 3 hours to fix
Too unsustainable for a trail, critical habitat for owls and raptors

Two groups: Canyons (e.g. narrow
canyon southwest of lower Red Rock
Canyon in Section 16)

Sensitive riparian ecosystem and habitat, not a good trail corridor
Aesthetics, maintain wilderness corridors

Two groups: Limit access from main
trails to limit shortcuts; block/close
social trails

So it doesn’t become over-run with too much access in the park
Unsustainable, interrupt wildlife, confuse trail users

One group: Raptor nesting sites

Habitat

One group: Big rock slabs on eastern
sides, keep them pristine

Keep it natural

One group: Western side of White
Acres

Keep it natural

One group: White Acres conservation
easement

Conservation issues

One group: Belief that trails are made
and maintained to keep people out of
sensitive areas

{no reason submitted)

One group: Please determine by those
who know

Defer to expert judgment for wildlife habitat

One group: Climbing areas

Enforce rules, don’t expand areas

One group: Don’t limit access, but
don’t advertise by building trails or
fencing, etc.

(no reason submitted)

One group: Have interpretive signage
at “Standard Mill Site”

(no reason submitted)

One group: Protect ridges Wildlife habitat
One group: Views of mountains Beautiful
5
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Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
September 7, 2011 Public Workshop

Individual Responses

1. Is there anything in particular you would like the City and the Tapis Team to
understand as planning approaches are developed?

Trails {31 mentions)

—  This equates to preserved areas [near?] main trails, so pointless connectors and
“renegade” trails are unnecessary

—  Make switchbacks much longer so limit user conflicts and trail skid from bikes

—  Consider some bike only or one-way trail flow like current hike only trails

—  Lookat building more trails for all different levels of use and using a rating system
on the signs

—  Consistency in building trails

—  Close social trails

—  Most recreational users in the Springs seem to embrace inclusivity rather than
exclusivity when it comes to allowing multiple uses in the area’s parks. My hope is
that the City continues to encourage as many compatible multiple uses whenever
possible in design / layout of public recreation / open space parks

—  Consider sustainable trail corridors

— Impartance of many groups being accommodated

—  Protect existing trail systems; be open to new trails

—  Trail design and development that accommodates [the] safety of multiple user
groups. For example, is there space on the trails or areas for right-of-way
passage? Can bikers and horseback riders see each other in time to yield, etc.?

—  Use common sense. Any trails built should be properly designed to be sustainable
and not always need repair

—  Trail design: “water bars” don’t work. See Sand Canyon trail for an example

—  Safe trail connectivity to adjacent trail systems; also connections between free
ride park and other trails in RRC

—  Every trail should be accessible to all non-motorized trail users

— Rehabilitate, maintain trails in poor condition — Section 16

—  Build sustainable trails that will last

—  That all trail users are equal. If hike only trails are in place then bike only trails
need to be in place as well

—  Please do not pave any trails

—  Multi-use should be maintained on all existing trails

—  Would like to see dedicated “hiker only” and “bike only” trails {loops) added to
trail system, [preferably in] Section 16
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Bike Specific Trails: Increasing popularity of sport deserves attention; economic
impact of bike-recreation-related Travel and Tourism generates TOPS tax revenue
which in turn has paid for the purchase of Section 16, Red Rocks and White
Church. Mountain bikers demand representation and accountability for how TOPS
revenue is used

Removal of Trail Closures: trail closures are being removed by rogue individuals;
many of these closures were agreed upon in public meetings during park master
planning processes. In Bear Creek Park approximately 57,000 in donated funds
were used to repair and close social trails that have now been re-opened by
hikers and dog walkers
Narrow trails are important
Multi-use is fun!

Lots of trails and lots of variety is good
Closure of social trails
Keep development minimal, but give us a good, long, somewhat difficult trail
Vegetate social trails that have popped up in White Acres
See if we can re-route Section 16 to avoid the muddy, icy sections
For varied users, short loops of trails close, then longer distance trails being more
secluded (e.g. Palmer connector)

Management (22 mentions)

Some way to educate all users that horses should be yielded to, not because they
are more important but that they kick or the rider can fall and be injured
Wheelchairs v. horses could be an issue; horses are afraid of things they don’t
regularly see

If horses are allowed, it would be good to have trailer parking areas which are
clearly marked or look like the lot at Homestead Park with “slots” for trailers,
which discourages cars from parking in them

Better signage for trail connections

Without enforcement many of the “Issues” will continue

Great resources available with volunteers; many people will help if they are asked.
We need to figure out who to ask and make sure they feel like they are / can
make a difference

Recognizing and utilizing open spaces —including RRC, Section 16, and White
Acres as a means to help Colorado Springs in developing its ‘branding’ in addition
to its well-recognized “cultural and medicinal traditions”. Boulder is doing so on
many levels including promotion of local agriculture, local hospitality / food and
beverage, and local sustainability — also local economy. They are an example to
consider

Trail maintenance and etiquette go hand in hand; making resources / signs
available could help keep the new and existing trails around longer for more to
enjoy!

Do not create any more than 10% additional trail acreage until existing trails are
improved

Encourage volunteer work in new park; volunteer posting board in larger parking
area

You heard several people say their groups wanted amenities such as signs and
better-made trails to accommodate horses, bikes, or hikers. But bear in mind that
these are volunteers you are asking to do even more than they are doing now
Keep thinking about maintenance and encouraging volunteers

City of Colorado Springs
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More emphasis [on] maintenance

Please keep current policies and regulations in mind

Conservation Easements: limit future trail expansion and future uses of park; land
value is diminished and funds used for purchase become lost forever; 3.8 million
purchase price, 1 mil from GOCO, @2.6 mil TOPS; City parks must answer to a
non-public agency, Palmer Land Trust, for all land use decisions and ultimately
permission to modify / construct / repair facilities, on publicly-owned land
Volunteer Work Days: Individuals have co-opted volunteer work days to pursue an
agenda of limiting access of other user groups they might disagree with
Interpretive signs should be limited, especially not spread throughout [the] area;
limit the number; also limit areas that have them

Security of vehicles at trailheads

| feel some signage / trail maps would be helpful

Dismantle the Forrest Allen bench

| feel that the majority of issues should be directed toward maintaining the
aesthetic quality of the area. This may range from enforcing dog leash laws and
littering to protecting the archaeological aspects of the park

One big piece is education of users to the sustainability of the park; use of signs to
designate trails; often people feel like they are on a “trail” that turns out to be a
renegade trail

Experience and Use {17 mentions)

Keep it simple and more natural. Sometimes less is more, so better quality trails
that can be maintained better.

Mountain biking on these trails is very important to me

Mountain bike access to these areas is very important

Mountain biker input on trail maintenance / construction is also important

We would like to see paragliding maintained as a safe and accepted use of this
property. The launch at Section 16 overlook is the only paragliding site local to
Colorado Springs. We would like this site to specifically be included in the master
plan as well as provisions for a windsock at launch and the landing zone

Continue recreation opportunities — rock climbing, mountain biking, paragliding,
hiking, horseback riding

| would like to see preservation of the non-motorized multi-use aspect and

attitude toward trails! It's important to be inclusive for all users

Allow mountain bike access to continue

| disagree with comments suggesting there is already enough rock climbing; | do think we
should develop more safe climbing

Find ways to get culture in park! (and therefore more users)

Need more fundraiser events allowed in RRC

Please leave Section 16 undeveloped

Restrooms: no permanent facilities; keep it that way

The master plan should be congruent with the social culture of the Colorado Springs
community; the urban / wilderness boundary should emphasize socialization in
wilderness over a solitary wilderness experience

Red Rock plays a large role in the identity of COS. Our community is a large and diverse
group of individuals with a common interest of love of the outdoors and mountains
and the love of outdoor activity. Continuing to bring the values of Coloradans to be
highlighted in one single park on the edge of COS will ensure the project is a success
Bathrooms (pit toilets) are needed
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Use of open spaces should be expanded to include community activities, even ones that
can make monies: concerts, group activities

Process {9 mentions)

Always good to get the input of citizens relative to changes, possible plans, etc.

Surveys may not have captured all user groups, so not [as] diverse as could [have been]
Keep communication open on status of process and substantive decisions

Sensitivity to all user groups

Make sure all groups are represented equally; don’t allow any one group to “overpower”
another group

LISTEN, LISTEN, LISTEN!

Nah, you're all smart!

No

Please consider talking with the non-profit trolley organization and new Metro
Management group. Public land appreciation and public transportation encourage lower
use of cars and parking development; encourages the comprehensive open space plan to
fold into a comprehensive city plan. Thank you

Conservation {8 mentions)

Balance, balance, balance. More trails vs. so many trails the experience is degraded;
More access vs. overcrowding

Balance public recreation / use with preservation

Open space is “permanently protected”; will City / team ask if every proposal in the
master plan supports the above? Likewise with the goal to provide a quality experience
Keep large undeveloped acreage intact; “no additional trails”

Review conservation easements

Diminished conservation values since opening

Erosion prevention

Ecosystems

Dogs (4 mentions)

Using these trails with my dog is also important to me; | prefer to allow my dog to be
off leash on these properties

Advise dog walkers to take their plastic bags of dog poop as they hike and not leave it
by the trail

Off-leash dogs have made this a park to avoid

Pets: Red Rock has become a dog park; pet owners now [are] using Section 16 as an off-
leash dog area. Feces along some trails smell horrible, spread disease and negatively
impact vegetation. Weed seed is dispersed in animal fur and paws; off-leash pets
disperse the seed further out into the open space areas where control is difficult;
wildlife impacts are noticeable and degrade conservation values of [the] property. Red
Rock is too big and encourages use of [the] entire park as off-leash dog park

Ponds 3 {4 mentions)

The pond issue needs to be worked out; water is needed for wildlife
Pond?? Usage? Purpose? Unfortunately, not answered
Fill in the RRC ponds — or make them more aesthetically pleasing somehow

City of Colorado Springs
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Red Rock Cs

Wildlife {1 mentions)

Seasonal closures to allow wildlife room

2. What do you believe was the greatest value of this workshop?

Process {20 mentions)

—  Consensus
—  Open to suggestions from many
To pool everyone’s information
—  Public input
— Various interest group interaction
—  Small group exercise
—  Collaboration / meeting in groups; group reports at end
—  All community input
—  Exchange of ideas
—  Seeing and helping create a vision and purpose
Meeting others from community / trail users
—  Sharing of ideas from multi-user groups
—  Democracy
Good dialogue!
—  Bring all groups / public together to do what is best for the open space
Recognizing common beliefs
Communication
Meet key players in process
Diffuse frustration of user groups

Transparency. Public input and process. Accountability and a building of
relationships with all involved in the process

Hearing what others have to sav (16 mentions)
Discussing issues with other trail users

—  Hearing others’ points of view
Input from diverse users

—  Varied input from all user groups
Teamwork with different views at the table — collaboration and
understanding each person’s desire to be at this meeting for the future of
the park

— Different people’s experiences that help shape a better open space
Hearing the opinions of others and voicing my own

—  Understanding other user groups
Finding out what other people think and since | am an equestrian (also bike
and hike) that not everyone hates horses

— Introduction to the process and meeting other people and their viewpoints
Heard other users’ views and solutions to differences

—  Talking with fellow hikers / bikers / horseback riders, finding common issues
and discussing solutions; hearing other opinions and ideas as to space
usage, trail design and trail etiquette

—  User feedback
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Understanding different views, from hiking to paragliding

Hearing everyone’s input and support; | think it is clear people want a
wilderness experience

Meeting other people and hearing their values; bringing so many mountain
bikers together

Learning and Information (14 mentions)

Learning about the process of public land planning

Learning more about the plans

Acquainting with the team and the plan

Information on the plans — master plans for the future

Learning about the resource values (biology, forestry, etc.)

Learning about all the different aspects that have to be considered such as
trees, wildlife, drainage, easements, etc.. A lot to consider!!

The background given by the speakers on the details of the area and the
handouts which supplied additional information

Being able to see the presentation

Getting the background on the master plan for Red Rock

Resources overview

List of previous issues highlighted on sheet provided

Learning about the properties

Becoming educated about the features of the properties and issues
regarding usage

Learned more about parks and process for their use / planning

Chance to speak (4 mentions)

To express opinions

Letting you hear from us

Talking with like-minded people

Great opportunity to vent, dispute, or otherwise propose the public will

Other {2 mentions)

Unsure
Get the ball rolling

City of Colorado Springs
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3. Do you have any suggestions for workshop improvements?

Shorter Presentations {11 mentions)

Shorter presentations

Could we do this partly online? To speed it up a little?

Shorter meetings and refreshments! P.S. Thanks for the pen

Shorter. Too much information covered. Should be 1% to 2 hours

Shorter Power Point. Scares off people with limited time. Put tech stuff on a
handout of a web site and limit “speech time”. Maps located at the tables
for reference when talking

Keep presentations shorter. Too much repetitive information

Tighten up presentation (fewer presenters)

The first 20 minutes took an hour

Keep as short as possible, but well done in this respect. Much information
covered

Start on time; keep on time

Shorten length of time of the workshops

Have maps available {8 mentions)

Maps as part of “small groups exercises” to mark specific areas to preserve
or where specific items needed/or not needed

Possibly have maps at the tables for our discussions

Maps available per table to help decipher the different areas during the
write up

Have a property map at each table

Better tools at tables—maps. Hard copies of Power Point presentation so
we can study information in detail

Provide maps so we can mark areas when working at protected areas
Maps should be made available prior to meetings so that informed
discussion may take place. | now see that you did that already

Use terrain photos to explain areas and particulars

Communication {7 mentions)

Keep us informed even if we do not make all sessions

Team members should identify themselves when speaking

Presentation could have been a little more animated/energizing. Slideshow
detailing features, inventories on newly acquired lands

Allow questions to be asked about the presentations

More time—there are lots of issue we couldn’t really discuss at length to
give everyone’s concerns a voice. | know time is always an issue when it
comes to discussions like this—thanks also for having your team around to
answer questions

Make agendas available in advance

Time to ask questions, although | agree with the plan to exclude them
tonight
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anagement Plan

Process (4 mentions)

Have break-outs for specific “action items” on/in the master plan

Structure is very good

We should be checking off issues, not trying to think of more

Make sure every table has a mix of volunteers from all groups. Put together
task groups/think tanks

Information {4 mentians)

No baseline information provided in handouts for reference

Printed copies of the slides shown for people attending so they could study
them

Label the slides according to the presenter’s organization

You all are doing a great job! Very informative with lots of information and
data from a variety of perspectives and considerations. The added step of
updating plans and forming a comprehensive plan of great value to the
community and local economy

Other {15 mentions)

Can’t think of any

Pizza and beer

Food {(haha)

User group pre-designation

No

Loved the groups!

Room was too cold

Good work!

None

None

Better acoustics

NATT

Have some on weekends to get different participants
You might alert folks that the entrance is on the north side of the street

| found the workshop well organized and informative. The only suggestion
would be to change the time to earlier in the day if possible

City of Colorado Springs
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| Red Rock Canyo

4, How did you hear about this workshop?

Organizations (27 mentions)

Friends of Red Rock Canyon newsletter

Medicine Wheel

Facebook post on Medicine Wheel

Friends of Red Rock Canyon

Cory Sutela

E-mail from a user group

USHPA (hang gliding organization) e-mail

Friends of Red Rock Canyon

Friends of Red Rock Canyon

TOPS and e-mail

MTBR.com

From horseback riding groups and club

Kit Carson Riding Club meeting announcement of meeting; e-mail
reminder

Medicine Wheel

My friend is part of Medicine Wheel. He got an e-mail about the
meeting. | don’t bike but | enjoy hiking in the Springs and was
interested in finding out more about this planning process—exciting!
Medicine Wheel e-mail

TOSC

TOSC web site

On the board of directors — RRC

www. MTBR.com/Medicine Wheel

TOPS minutes

Medicine Wheel

Medicine Wheel

Online mountain bike forum

E-mail from Friends of Red Rock Canyon

Mail, TOSC, TOPS, FORRC

E-mail and newsletter

Personal contacts (16 mentions)

Forwarded through employee e-mail list at Carmichael Training
Systems

Medicine Wheel

Friend

Personal contact and Westside Pioneer

Verbally told by member of Horsetail Riding Club

E-mail from consultant

E-mail

E-mail/Westider

Word of mouth (friend)
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r and Management Plan .

—  Afriend at work
— My finance’
—  President of Friends of Red Rock Canyon
—  Scott Abbot
E-mail and phone call
—  From Don Ellis

Sign posted on site {3 mentions)
—  Post at Red Rock
—  Poster at Red Rock Canyon
—  Sign at Section 16 trailhead

Handouts/cards {2 mentions)
Handouts
A card handed out to hikers

Newspaper (2 mentions
—  From Westide Pioneer and Mtbr.com site
—  Newspaper

Website {2 mentions)
City web site
—  KOAA web site

10

City of Colorado Springs Appendix A - Public Process Responses Page |A.35



Public Meeting 2 - 05 October 2011 verbatim

Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans

L

| Red, Whi g October 5, 2011

Comments At Open Forum

—  Equestrian access is important —especially at 31 Street; need sufficient parkingat 31" Street
Trailhead

— Accountability is important for building and maintaining trails; All trail user groups need to be
involved in building and maintaining trails; Hikers do most of the work

—  Trails are missing and not shown on the resource maps, i.e. The Waterfall Trail, Intemann Trail
Connection to Manitou

—  Biker only trail is needed on Section 16
—  Obstacle course for horses would be nice
—  The term “bikers” means cyclists, not motor bikes

— Hikers, bikers, and equestrians all work together on volunteer trail projects. G.l.’s and the
military contribute too

—  I'm opposed to cyclist only trails

— Alltrails should be multi-use

— Adequate parking is the biggest issue

— Medicine Wheel is an advocate for multi-use trail. Prefer no biker only trails
— Ensure trails are not built or designed to exclude any trail users

— Aconsistent approach to trail design is needed

—  Alarge map with all the trails would be useful

—  Consider trail usage at different times throughout the day. There is low impact during certain
times of the day

— Concerned about the White Acres pavilion. Concerned about noise, parking, fire — especially at
2:00 am. How can this be managed?
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Where will parking be located for White Acres?

Solitude in an urban park is difficult to achieve. The plan needs to accommodate lots of users.
Let’s keep reality in mind

Ponds, ponds, ponds! Ponds are important for lots of reasons including wildlife, photos, etc...

Concerned about the effects of drought and very heavy use. How much use and frequency of
use can the land sustain? Will the land be managed similarly to Garden of the Gods?

A conservation easement is needed on White Acres to ensure protection of the land in
perpetuity

Education is needed for casual users to prevent short cutting of trails. Education is needs to be
part of the plan

More technically challenging trails are needed

There are advantages to education and management in Red Rock Canyon (over Garden of the
Gods) because most of the users in Red Rock Canyon are local

Safety of trail users is a concern

Limiting the size of the parking lots will help control the number of users and reduce user
conflicts

Concerned about the steps on Section 16 and the impacts to cyclists

City of Colorado Springs
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Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
October 5, 2011 Public Workshop

Group Map Exercise

Program Areas — Group Responses

Map # | 2004 Group Picnic Area and associated lower parking {Lower Sand Canyon)

Avoid bottleneck with Sand Canyon; move to north and west more; protect
viewscape; ample parking with big groups
Restrooms

Not opposed; maybe limit parking (not have a huge lot)

Provide trash containers; Keep this!

Could not reach consensus

Fine area for picnics - why groups only and nat for everyone?

~N[|on|s]|W]N

QOpposed to this proposal

Yes to picnicking; how to remove/address trash; trash removal at both picnic areas;
non-reservation; first come - first served

g Require reservations; open dusk till dawn; ok with dirt road access; need restrooms;
adjacent home development be communicated with on frequent basis

10 Plant trees? Add bathrooms? Low priority of this group

No group picnic area; sensitive area for wildlife (deer, mountain lions); Concern for
11 social trails developing off drainage area. Is there a need for another picnicarea in
the pristine section?

12 Remove all elms and stumps; construct picnic tables with covered pavilions! Open
circle; Pave; Cooking allowed- if so how? Type of burners, toilets and trash cans

Map# | Possible Rock Climbing Areas (Section 16 and RRC)
1 Concern about safety; no commercial use; no consensus

2 Happy to have

3 Unsure about southernmost suggested area in Section 16; (Access and sustainability
questions); not opposed, just have questions; the rest are ok

Erosion control and vegetation impacts at base of climbs
5 Go with it

6 Where are the trails to it?; How will climbers access?; Still on permit system to
control?

7 Yes!!

8 Explore based environmental assessment in rock climbing area - establish routes, per
permit system

9 No change

10 Need to build approach trail built by climbers

11 Yes!

12 Ok, but need to establish rock climbing side trails - duly noted; Include new areas in

master plan so no climbers are bandits
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Map #

2004 Future Compatible Use (Hwy 24 Frontage)

Good viewscape for Hwy 24; leave alone

Trees for buffer (sound); Connection to Midland Trail

Leave it alone; no commercial development; maintenance facility in northeast
corner? (if necessary)

Possible park amenities - playgrounds, etc...; permanent restroom facilities -
compostable toilets; naturally integrated amphitheater

Possible structures, i.e. toilets, maintenance, Forest Service

Leave it open or maybe a visitor center or information kiosks; petting zoo?

Leave as a buffer zone from highway 24, please

Equestrian obstacle area; additional picnic area and/or parking; explore ADA access
for use

Leave undeveloped; equestrian skills park

10

East/west connection trail would be great

11

National Forest Service office would be great

12

Bow bridge, under Hwy 24 - multi use

Map #

2004 Interpretive fActivity Area and parking (above RRC lower pond dam)

Leave alone; Improve landscaping for wedding, etc...

No building

Don't use - omit from master plan

Blw s

Fill ponds with water - especially one at pavilion

Parking should be handicap only; add static displays about significant and interesting
features of the park

More geology info; more wildlife info

No parking; good on interpretive idea

No parking; establish interpretive area for flora, fauna, geology, etc...

Develop appropriate use for existing area/structure

Go for it

Important that trail continuity be maintained

N/A, pavilion uses - fee based? Open up?

City of Colorado Springs
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Map #

2004 Trailhead (near maintenance facility)

=

We agree with some parking

Parking; use existing road

Potential bike park trailhead

Move to roadside parking by White Acres

Yes, same location as planned, with parking

Can we assume parking? Not safe without parking

Good

Trail access and parking off 26th Street; mitigate impact to homeowners

O | ~d||wn| & WM

Develop protected parking lot with curbs

=
(=]

Would need major trail work first; not worth it?

=
i

Yes! It would be a good idea to move proposed trailhead to maintenance facility

=
]

Open, improve it, move back to maintenance area - work both together

Map #

Possible Group Picnic Area (White Acres)

=

Need parking appropriate; keep the structure

Parking - where? Noise controlled

Remove pavilion (recycle material for other areas or trail use); don't develop

Keep this; trash removal

Possible 1st picnic priority because it is partially developed

Good for picnic and interpretive area. Why just groups?

Yes, with parking area

Gated, fee, picnic area - reservation area only; look at ADA accessibility

O | d|o ||| w|M

Lock for reservations only; close

=
o

Low priority; Bear Creek is close

=
=

Opposed to this unless there is patrolling; remove pavilion due to the fire hazard -
attractive nuisance

=
8]

Keep open! Improve parking and access. Why shut it down? Strong signage about
usage

Map #

Possible Paragliding Launch Site (Section 16)

=

Concern about commercial uses; Where do they land?

Need it. Keep access and wind sock

We're ok with it

Keep! Maintain windsock; continue erosion control

Leave as is; allow launch site

Itis already being used for that. If it is safe we like to see them

Yesl!!

Establish official area for paragliding use

W lo|d|o|n]|&|w]|m

Keep; no change

=
=]

What's involved?

=
=

Ok with us

=
8]

Keep open, improve trail
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Map #

2004 Regional Maintenance Facility (off 26th Street)

Needs to be attractive; concern that a cute trail will be lost

Add to existing facility across the street

Potential bike park (jump course/dual slalom) like smaller Valmont Park

Move this to other side of 26th Street near "dome"; this area could be an optional
free ride or BMX track area

Better located adjacent to industrial area and switch yard near 31st Street

Ok - don't know much but do not object

Like this proposal

[==0 LN N 2 RV

Leave as is, per future funding; optional parking and equestrian obstacle area

[X=]

Explain need for regional maintenance facility? Possible to locate at the "future
compatible use" area?

10

What maintenance?

11

Parking and possible picnic/pavilion area; possible equestrian parking

12

Future parking-go! Park and Recreation office/maintenance gear/ATV's/tools, et, al.;
Excellent location! Low cost Quonset hut.

Map #

Others

Restroom at Bock House; Potential for more trail in upper Section 16

Equestrian cross-county skills area on plateau @ NE corner of RRC (between Hwy 24
and 31st Street Parking)

Equestrian obstacle course in close proximity to good parking area - maybe off of 31st
Street

Water should be put in ponds, period!!!; add more toilets

What about docents and guided hikes?; Maybe sign up at GOG and drive from there;
Keep the ponds even if we have to buy the water; More parking near White Acres and
Section 16

Possibly use 2004 compatible use area as a free ride area for adults with longer hill,
ramps and obstacles

Picnic area somewhere - where you can make a reservation; education of recreation /
use overall

Locate rock climbing permit in the interpretive area

10

Permanent restroom facilities

11

Legal access to White Acres; No parking area needed uphill from picnic use; Need trail
connection at 30th Street and Hwy 24 to Midland Trail; Permanent restroom facilities

12

City of Colorado Springs
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| Red Rock Cany

Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
October 5, 2011 Public Workshop Results

Verbatim Suggestions for Consideration
Categorized by Issue

Please consider the following ideas for inclusion in the Master and Management Plan:

Access
Remove the boulders along the road by White Acres
Handicapped parking only at site above ponds
Traffic light or ped(estrian) crossing at 36" and Highway 24
This park area, along with many others in town, needs to take into account the needs of
handicapped and elderly. | would like to see a small portion of the park made handicapped-
accessible with static displays and views of the area
Access for bikers, hikers across U.S. 24 to Midland Trail; very hard to cross currently
Finally, | am very concerned about putting in a parking area on Gold Camp at the gate. The road
curves at that location and has poor visibility. Even now it is difficult to pass bikes without driving
blindly into the oncoming lane of traffic. | think a better location for a parking lot is off of the 26th
St. entrance at the bottom of the first curve. This provides access for White Acres, Red Rocks and a
possible free ride or equestrian area.

Annexation of Section 16
— Do not annex Section 16 and White Acres

Conservation

— Leave area alone at head of Sand Canyon

—  How much use can the Open Space sustain over 10, 20, 100+ vears?
— Open green / meadow

— 2004 Future Compatible use — trailer parking or leave natural

— Maintain native grasses

Conservation Easement for White Acres
The most important thing that could develop out of the Master Plan would be the conservation
easement on White Acres

Experience and Uses

— Permit solo climbing; climbing restrictions under Ordinance (insert reference, can’t read), as
currently on the books apply only to North Cheyenne Canyon and Garden of the Gods, so this is
compatible with existing ordinance
Current free ride area up to where house was never authorized in original Master Plan, is eyesore.
Area is historic with old quarry, house that existed. Free ride at bottom rarely used
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There should be reasonable accommodation for off-trail walking to accommodate people who take
it on themselves to pick up trash, pull noxious weeds, or who go off-trail for nature study and
photography

Keep picnic area at White Acres pavilion

Would like a few picnic tables at Sand Canyon but reservation area at White Acres

Seasonal closure for hunting — J{ust)K(idding)

| would love to see a picnic area for equestrians to use also. This picnic area would have hitching
rails where horses can be tied while riders dismount and picnic. It wouldn’t be near a parking lot,
butin an area along a trail that enables riders to break after riding for a while. A picnic table could
be provided, but don’t need trash cans — riders should carry out any trash in their saddle bags.
Mueller has this, but without hitching rails and we have to tie horses to trees

Horse / equestrian obstacle course — logs, bridge, gate, small jump, steps / platform —in a safe area,
not near roadway traffic

We’'d like to consider removal of the pavilion from White Acres because of the fire potential due to
the fire pit (or lack of use of the fire pit). Also, without constant maintenance and regulation, this
area attracts vandals, loiterers, and partiers at night. This is still a great picnic area and could still be
used as such, but the pavilion looks abandoned and draws negative attention and vandalism
Erosion to climbing areas off of Roundup Trail; at top of Soual (??) Trail (near historic site)

2004 Picnic Area — law enforcement; reservation only to limit folks; add restrooms and open White
Acres group picnic area

2004 Future Compatible Use — no Visitors Center because more people come to park

Paragliding area — yes; add area for folks to walk up near there and watch activities

Add more free ride area — a loop of obstacles (maybe in the 2004 Compatible Area) made for older
folks / adults

Maintain aeronautical windsock atop paraglider launch site

More technical mountain biking

Consider that rock climbers tend to need access along the base of the climbing area, and may not be
overly visible to others if a simple access to the base is available

Horse skills area on flat area by 24

Bike area down close to present pavilion area

Question climbing area to south (?); may be too hard to get to for rescuers

Remove pavilion

Interpretation

Set aside significant cultural and paleo / geological area for preservation and interpretation to the
extent that the resource could be preserved

2004 Interpretive Area — information on sensitive areas and ponds

2004 Interpretation — ADA access

Better management of historic inscriptions; they are being lost to graffiti and neglect; need to
record what is left (remains)

Develop access to historic mills foundation and place signage with photos of historic operations

Management

Would like to see Master Plan created as a living document, easily adaptable to changing use
patterns and environmental conditions
Sufficient trash bins and dog waste bags at all trailheads
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Climbing subtleties — the fact that climbing organizations charge a fee to learn how to climb.
Instructors use the climbing areas in Red Rock Canyon to “cash in” on their student fees. Is the
County receiving a permit fee? Where are the monies going? NO FEE? Why are running / biking
clubs not allowed to host a seasonal 10K or %2 marathon on a lottery or something fair? The fees
could be used for maintenance

Toilets in upper parking lot for climbers and public

Proposed trail changes must provide total agreement from all user groups and budget for feeding
and perhaps paying trail builders. Changes to trails are overwhelming the volunteer base. Have you
studied the age demographics of trail builders?

Multi-use open space — climbing, hiking, mountain biking, horseback riding, paragliding

Add restrooms in two areas to Red Rock Canyon and White Acres

2004 Picnic Ground —close (in) parking and trash cans; ADA access

Bathrooms with locks to prevent vandalism

Reservation picnic areas

Is there any thought of a full-time caretaker and residence?

What is the plan to be complying with the Americans with Disabilities Act?

Restrooms / Porta Potties available near parking areas and high use areas, like near where the old
house by the lakes was

Work on ways to educate / encourage outdoor ethics among park visitors

Encourage user groups to police each other. For example, “good” cyclists can correct other cyclists
who are off designated trails

Improve restrooms: composting toilets; PV lighting / fans

No new maintenance building

Speaking as a neighbor, we are very concerned about late night access to the picnic area. Beer
parties and fires have been an issue in the past. The City does not have the resources to patrol the
area or to lock and unlock the gate every day and night. One solution would be to make it a
reservation-only picnic area and require the person to pick up the gate key from a City office.

Ponds

Ponds, ponds, ponds! It's criminal they are drying up. Shame shame!

From Friends of Red Rock Canyon:

The ponds are an important resource to the entire open space in regards to wildlife, aesthetic
beauty, and public enjoyment. Though the ponds are manmade and lack a sufficient natural water
supply, there needs to be a plan to continue their existence.

Support for the ponds has been shown by the City of Colorado Springs Park and Recreation, TOPS
(Trails, Open Space and Parks), Friends of Red Rock Canyon and people visiting the canyon. As stated
on the sign at the Red Rock Canyon Pavilion parking lot:
Although the ponds in the Open Space are manmade, they are important to
local  conservation and a valuable part of Colorado’s environment, where
wetlands account for less than one percent of the landmass.

TOPS presently uses an older picture of one of the ponds when it was full as the opening page to
their website. Quoting from Red Rock Canyon Volunteer Stewardship Plan 2010 - 2015 (Wildlife
Goal, Objective 2), which TOPS helped to create:

Since the water source for the ponds has been turned off, the Parks Department,

in conjunction with the volunteering agency, needs to come up with options for

the future of the ponds and how to either refill them and restore them to their

3
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original water levels or how to improve them with the reduced water levels,
realizing without supplemental water the ponds will never return to their
original levels.

The time is now to put forth a plan which will put water back into the ponds as part of the Master
Plan for Red, White, and 16.

Have water in the ponds

Process

—  You should have consulted the trail-building / maintenance groups before preparing a map showing
what trails to close and re-route

— Before any new trails are proposed, there should be established smaller trail work groups which
include the local trail-building and maintenance groups in proposing trail changes
| know this is a long shot — but who knows — in the future this could happen organically. Consider
trail use based on volunteer trail-building groups, i.e. 6 trail-building groups are hikers and build
hiking only trails. One trail group rides horses and builds trails designed for horse use. Bicyclists can
build their own trails for cyclists only. Such a process fairly addresses the needs of volunteers

Trails
How can a trail provide safety? Hiking / horses / mountain bikers are all an acceptable risk for user
groups

— s it necessary to close sections of Section 16 that are steep if they can be made sustainable?

— Do not lose character of Section 16 by building Red Rocks-type trails
When determining how to re-route trails, need to ask the major trail-building group for their input
and assistance

— Another trail in upper Section 16

—  Extend trail re-route in Section F to go farther north along the ridgeline (kind of parallel to all the
sensitive areas along the ridgeline)

— Another trail on upper Section 16

—  Need trails in White Acres that connect to Section 16 and Red Rock

— Set aside some areas / trails for “contemplation” and “solitude”, like the existing Contemplative Trail
in Red Rock Canyon Open Space. Needed for Section 16
Concerned about trail re-routes. Sometimes one just needs to walk their mountain bike like |
currently do. Concerned about impact of re-routes on environmental values and maintainability, e.g.
all the switchbacks easily cut and hard to fix. Prioritize re-routes! (also hard-to-rides)
Biker-only trail in Section 16 vs. Contemplative Trail in Red Rock Canyon: how can you have a hiker-
only trail in one spot and forbid bikers from this trail?

—  Yes! Close the Waterfall Trail

— |l am concerned that the re-routes to the main Section 16 Trail will destroy its current appeal as an
alternate workout trail to the Incline. Don’t lengthen it

— Yes, provide a sustainable loop across the top of the landfill meadow and close the existing ones
that follow drainages down
Equestrian access at Section 16 trailhead
How will this process affect ongoing trail work on Section 16 Trail?
Move the 26™ Street trailhead to the proposed maintenance facility area

— In our experience, 10 —12% is just a bit too steep for true sustainability; between 6% and 10% is
much preferred
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| Red Rock Ca

Trail connectors across 24

— Leave potential to further develop upper Section 16 for new trails into Cheyenne Cafion and
National Forest and high loops

—  Midland Trail connection (tunnel or bridge)

— Change trails as little as possible

— Some changes should be made to protect the property and wildlife. However, if it is likely the closed
trails will be used, extra effort should not be expended to add a trail which will not be utilized

—  Multiple-use trails; no trails for separate users

— Work on connecting trails between Red Rock Canyon and Section 16 — re-route, close “renegade”
trails, etc.

—  Despite my familiarity with many of the trails, | found the map hard to follow. | even went to the
City web site to look at it again. It is difficult to determine where the existing trails are being re-
routed and where the re-routes go. It is also difficult to determine which social trails you propose to
close. Also, while | have no doubt that the re-routes make for a better and more sustainable trail, |
am concerned that pristine areas will be carved up for the reroutes and that there is no good way to
re-vegetate the existing trails that are being closed for re-routes. In the end, the existing trails will
become non-designated social trails. | know that Tapis didn't want to lead any hikes, but | think it is
the only way to really show us the proposed trails. Maybe you can lead a hike for stakeholders and
then the stakeholders can lead hikes for the general public. Another idea is to have photographs and
video of the pertinent trail areas for next week’s meeting.

Eliminate steps
| like the proposed re-route of the trail thru White Acres and over the hogback
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Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
October 5, 2011 Public Workshop Results

Verbatim Individual Response Form Commments

is there anything you’d like to add about the program areas and uses?

—  White Acres picnhic area: reservation only; locked when not in use; ADA accessible

— Manual note 1 on Map 2 {Hogback Valley) — trail in fall line and needs re-route to move trail around
valley to shed water and speed by potential cyclists

— Camping opposite cemetery?

— Do we need equestrian area when there is one at lower Bear Creek Park that is unused and already
has jumps and obstacles?

— Implement group picnic area as per 2004 Plan
— Need more toilets at parking lots

— Really like the new landfill crossing
— Also like the idea of connecting pavilion to top of ridge

— Remave picnic area from bottom of Sand Canyon; sensitive wildlife area
— Don’t add more parking up the hill toward the old Bock house

— 26" Street maintenance facility (2004) — use land instead for bike park from Gold Camp intersection
down to bottom of 26" Street switchback. Think smaller version of Valmont Park in Boulder

—  Equestrian XC trail skills area on plateau above Highway 24 / 31 Street; can use parking on both
sides (Highway 24 and 31" Street lots)

— Sustainable trails, whether re-routes, maintenance / new trails, are imperative

—  New “flow” trail (multi-use) from top of Section 16 down to parking area on Highway 24 (‘Flow’ [is a]
mountain biking term). Roads are the only N /S trails in Red Rock Canyon — no singletrack trails exist
(‘Roads’ in RRC aren’t really trails)

— Connections to urban trails are important (Midland Trail, etc.)

— Too many special use areas and it becomes a city park rather than an open space; there are also
issues with [the] cost of maintaining special use areas

— Accountability —special interest users should participate in trail building. If you want it, help to build
it and maintain it

— Enforcement needed to keep dogs on leash. Dogs chase wildlife and occasionally intimidate human
trail users

—  Please install benches at beautiful sites and important trail intersections

City of Colorado Springs Appendix A - Public Process Responses

Page |A.47



Educate public on damage that social trails cause to land, causing erosion and interrupting wildlife
Recycle bin for plastic and cans
—  Trailhead near 26™ and Bear Creek or White Acres

— Conservation is more important on the drainage areas. Trails should not interfere with the habitats
of animals and plants excessively.
Limited use of trail areas along drainage areas is desirable
| see no difference in impact between equestrian, hikers and bikers, where simple human presence
is an intrusion

—  Rock climbing in 2 new designated areas — YES
Paragliding site — YES
Put self-composting toilets in main parking areas
No Group Area in North part of park — use White Acres as Group Area
Restroom at White Acres
— Larger free ride area for adults in 2004 Future Compatible Use area

—  Rock climbing areas — Yes

—  Paragliding — Yes
Keep areas and structures that can be vandalized in view or easy to patrol
1 self-composting toilet [in] lower canyon and 1 in upper Section 16 area

—  Rock climbing — Yes
— Keep current and 2004 plans!

Speaking on behalf of the paragliders, we are committed to maintaining a safe and ecolologically
sound launch site. We would like to have the ability to maintain a plaque signifying it as the Sectioin
16 launch site and a wind sock for safety

— 2004 picnic area seems unnecessary as current picnic tables are lightly used

— Need legal access and legal trails in White Acres. When purchased, proponents said it was an
essential connection but it is closed. You said no new trails, which implies that White Acres will
remain closed

— Need trailhead and parking for White Acres. Person familiar with area suggested the area marked
“Maintenance” would be a good area for parking and trailhead
Restrooms rather than Port-a-Potties
2004 Interpretive — leave undeveloped
White Acres pavilion and fireplace seem to be a fire hazard and attractive nuisance

—  I’'m happy with existing trails and uses. If any changes are needed, | would like to see a bike /
equestrian bypass around the stairs

— Having meetings only on Wednesday evenings excludes those with ongoing obligations on
Wednesdays
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Master and Management Plan .

— If the “corporate” picnic areas can serve as sustainment and maintenance revenue source for the
rest of the Open Space, then I'm all for it

—  Open Section 16 granite and hogback Dakota sandstone to traditional climbing
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Red White and 16 Master and Management Plans
October 5, 2011 Public Workshop Results

Verbatim Suggestions for Consideration

Please consider the following ideas for inclusion in the Master and Management Plan:

—  Would like to see Master Plan created as a living document, easily adaptable to changing use
patterns and environmental conditions

— There should be reasonable accommodation for off-trail walking to accommodate people who take
it on themselves to pick up trash, pull noxious weeds, or who go off-trail for nature study and
photography

— The most important thing that could develop out of the Master Plan would be the conservation
easement on White Acres

— Remove the boulders along the road by White Acres

—  Permit solo climbing; climbing restrictions under Ordinance (insert reference, can’t read), as
currently on the books apply only to North Cheyenne Canyon and Garden of the Gods, so this is
compatible with existingordinance

— Do not annex Section 16 and White Acres

— Current free ride area up to where house was never authorized in original Master Plan, is eyesore.
Area is historic with old quarry, house that existed. Free ride at bottom rarely used

— Ponds, ponds, ponds! It's criminal they are drying up. Shame shame!

— Keep picnic area at White Acres pavilion

— Leave area alone at head Sand Canyon
—  Would like a few picnic tables at Sand Canyon but reservation area at White Acres
— Handicaped parking only at site above ponds

— How can a trail provide safety? Hiking / horses / mountain bikers are all an acceptable risk for user
groups
— Is it necessary to close sections of Section 16 that are steep if they can be made sustainable?

— Do not lose character of Section 16 by building Red Rocks type trails
—  Traffic light or ped{estrian) crossing at 36™ and Highway 24
— Seasonal closure for hunting — J{ust)K({idding)

—  When determining haw to re-route trails, need to ask the major trail building group for their input
and assistance
— Sufficient trash bins and dog waste bags at all trailheads

1
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Another trail in upper Section 16

Extend trail re-route in Section F to go farther north along the ridgeline (kind of parallel to all the
sensitive areas along the ridgeline)

— Another trail on upper Section 16
— Need trails in White Acres that connect to Section 16 and Red Rock

Set aside some areas / trails for “contemplation” and “solitude”, like the existing Contemplative Trail
in Red Rock Canyon Open Space. Needed for Section 16

— Set aside significant cultural and paleo / geological area for preservation and interpretation to the
extent that the resource could be preserved

— Concerned about trail re-routes. Sometimes one just needs to walk their mountain bike like |
currently do. Concerned about impact of re-routes on environmental values and maintainability, e.g.
all the switchbacks easily cut and hard to fix. Prioritize re-routes! (also hard to rides)

— Erosion to climbing areas off of Roundup Trail; at top of Soual (??) Trail (near historic site)

Climbing subtleties — the fact that climbing organizations that charge a fee to learn how to climb.
Instructors use the climbing areas in Red Rock Canyon to “cash in” on their student fees, Is the
County receiving a permit fee? Where are the monies going? NO FEE? Why are running / biking
clubs not allowed to host a seasonal 10K or ¥ marathon on a lottery or something fair? The fees
could be used for maintenance

—  Biker-only trail in Section 16 vs. Contemplative Trail in Red Rock Canyon; how can you have a hiker
only trail in one spot and forbid bikers from this trail?
Toilets in upper parking lot for climbers and public
Proposed trail changes must provide total agreement from all user groups and budget for feeding
and perhaps paying trail builders. Changes to trails are overwhelming the volunteer base. Have you
studied the age demographics of trail builders?

— | would love to see a picnic area for equestrians to use also. This picnic area would have hitching
rails where horses can be tied while riders dismount and picnic. It wouldn’t be near a parking lot,
but in an area along a trail that enables riders to break after riding for a while. A picnic table could
be provided, but don’t need trash cans — riders should carry out any trash in their saddle bags.
Mueller has this, but without hitching rails and we have to tie horses to trees

— Horse / equestrian obstacle course — logs, bridge, gate, small jump, steps / platform — in a safe area,
not near roadway traffic

— We'd like to consider removal of the pavilion from White Acres because of the fire potential due to
the fire pit (or lack of use of the fire pit). Also, without constant maintenance and regulation, this
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area attracts vandals, loiterers, and partiers at night. This is still a great picnic area and could still be
used as such, but the pavilion looks abandoned and draws negative attention and vandalism

—  Move the 26" Street trailhead to the proposed maintenance facility area

—  You should have consulted the trail-building / maintenance groups before preparing a map showing
what trails to close and re-route

— Before any new trails are proposed, there should be established smaller trail work groups which

include the local trail-building and maintenance groups in proposing trail changes
—  Multi-use open space — climbing, hiking, mountain biking, horseback riding, paragliding

— Some changes should be made to protect the property and wildlife. However, if it is likely the closed
trails will be used, extra effort should not be expended to add a trail which will not be utilized

2004 Picnic Area — law enforcement; reservation only to limit folks; add restrooms and open White
Acres group picnic area

— 2004 Future Compatible Use — no Visitors Center because more people come to park
2004 Interpretive Area —information on sensitive areas and ponds
Paragliding area — yes; add area for folks to walk up near there and watch activities

— Add more free ride area — a loop of obstacles (maybe in the 2004 Compatible Area) made for older
folks / adults
Add restrooms in two areas to Red Rock Canyon and White Acres

— Open green / meadow

2004 Picnic Ground — close (in) parking and trash cans; ADA access
— 2004 Future Compatible use — trailer parking or leave natural
— 2004 Interpretation — ADA access
— Reservation picnic areas
—  Bathrooms with locks to prevent vandalism

—  Yes! Close the Waterfall Trail

— lam concerned that the re-routes to the main Section 16 Trail will destroy its current appeal as an
alternate workout trail to the Incline. Don’t lengthen it

— Yes, provide a sustainable loop across the top of the landfill meadow and close the existing ones
that follow drainages down

| know this is a long shot — but who knows —in the future this could happen organically. Consider
trail use based on volunteer trail-building groups, i.e. 6 trail-building groups are hikers and build
hiking only trails. One trail group rides horses and builds trails designed for horse use. Bicyclists can
build their own trails for cyclists only. Such a process fairly addresses the needs of volunteers

3
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gement Plan

— Equestrian access at Section 16 trailhead

How will this process affect ongoing trail work on Section 16 Trail?

—  How much use can the Open Space sustain over 10, 20, 100+ years?

What is the plan to be complying with the Americans with Disabilities Act?

Is there any thought of a full-time caretaker and residence?

Maintain aeronautical windsock atop paraglider launch site

Maintain native grasses

Work on connecting trails between Red Rock Canyon and Section 16 — re-route, close “renegade”
trails, etc.

—  Work on ways to educate / encourage outdoor ethics among park visitors

— Encourage user groups to police each other. For example, “good” cyclists can correct other cyclists
who are off designated trails

More technical mountain biking
Access for bikers, hikers across U.S. 24 to Midland Trail; very hard to cross currently

— Have water in the ponds

In our experience, 10 — 12% is just a bit too steep for true sustainability; between 6% and 10% is
much preferred

— Restrooms / Porta Potties available near parking areas and high use areas, like near where the old
house by the lakes was
Consider rock climbers tend to need access along the base of the climbing area, and may not be

overly visible to others if a simple access to the base is available
Trail connectors across 24

This park area, along with many others in town, needs to take into account the needs of handicap
and elderly. | would like to see a small portion of the park made handicap accessible with static
displays and views of the area

— Leave potential to further develop upper Section 16 for new trails into Cheyenne Canyon and
National Forest and high loops

— Midland Trail connection (tunnel or bridge)

— Better management of historic inscriptions; they are being lost to graffiti and neglect; need to
record what is left (remains)
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Develop access to historic mills foundation and place signage with photos of historic operations

— Improve restrooms: composting toilets; PV lighting / fans

Change trails as little as possible
—  No new maintenance building
Remove pavilion
— Horse skills area on flat area by 24
—  Bike area down close to present pavilion area
Question climbing area to south (?); may be too hard to get to for rescuers
Eliminate steps

— Multiple-use trails; no trails for separate users

Friends of Red Rock Canyon
Position on Ponds in Master Planning Process adding Section 16 and White Acres
The ponds are an important resource to the entire open space in regards to wildlife, aesthetic beauty,
and public enjoyment. Though the ponds are manmade and lack a sufficient natural water supply, there
needs to be a plan to continue their existence.
Support for the ponds has been shown by the City of Colorado Springs Park and Recreation, TOPS (Trails,
Open Space and Parks), Friends of Red Rock Canyon and people visiting the canyon. As stated on the
sign at the Red Rock Canyon Pavilion parking lot:

Although the ponds in the Open Space are manmade, they are

important to local conservation and a valuable part of Colorado’s

environment, where wetlands account for less than one percent of the

landmass.
TOPS presently uses an older picture of one of the ponds when it was full as the opening page to their
website. Quoting from Red Rock Canyon Volunteer Stewardship Plan 2010 — 2015 (Wildlife Goal,
Objective 2), which TOPS helped to create:

Since the water source for the ponds has been turned off, the Parks

Department, in conjunction with the volunteering agency, needs to come

up with options for the future of the ponds and how to either refill them

and restore them to their original water levels or how to improve them

with the reduced water levels, realizing without supplemental water the

ponds will never return to their original levels.
The time is now to put forth a plan which will put water back into the ponds as part of the Master Plan
for Red, White, and Blue.

Submitted by email:
Trails:
Despite my familiarity with many of the trails, | found the map hard to follow. | even went to the City

web site to look at it again. It is difficult to determine where the existing trails are being rerouted and
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agement Plan

where the reroutes go. It is also difficult to determine which social trails you propose to close. Also,
while | have no doubt that the reroutes make for a better and more sustainable trail, | am concerned
that pristine areas will be carved up for the reroutes and that there is no good way to revegetate the
existing trails that are being closed for reroutes. In the end, the existing trails will become
nondesignated social trails. | know that Tapis didn't want to lead any hikes, but | think it is the ony way
to really show us the proposed trails. Maybe you can lead a hike for stakeholders and then the
stakeholders can lead hikes for the general public Another idea is to have photographs and video of the
pertinent trail areas for next week’s meeting.

White Acres:

Speaking as a neighbor, we are very concerned about late night access to the picnic area. Beer parties
and fires have been an issue in the past. The City does not have the resources to patrol the area or to
lock and unlock the gate every day and night. One solution would be to make it a reservation only picnic
area and require the person to pick up the gate key from a City office. | like the proposed reroute of the
trail thru White Acres and over the hogback. Finally, | am very concerned about putting in a parking area
on Gold Camp at the gate. The road curves at that location and has poor visibility. Even now it is difficult
to pass bikes without driving blindly into the oncoming lane of traffic. | think a better location for a
parking lot is off of the 26th St entrance at the bottom of the first curve. This provides access for White
Acres, Red Rocks and a possible free ride or equestrian area.
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Managem

Public Meeting 3 - 19 October 2011 mapping exercise and verbatim
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anyon Master and Management Plan
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Managem
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Red Rockg Canyon Open Space
Master Plan Update
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Managem

Red Rocks Canyon Open Space
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Managem
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anyon Master and Management Plan

Red Rocks Canyon Open Space
Master Plan Update
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Red Rocks Canyon Open Space
Master Plan Update
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Red Rocks Canyon Open Space
Master Plan Update
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Manag
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anyon Master and Management Plan

Red Rocks Canyon Open Space
Master Plan Update
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Vhitczand 16
Mastentlan

Red Rock Canyon Master and Management

Red, White and 16 Master and Management Plans
October 19, 2011 Public Workshop Results

Individual Reponses to Group Trail Maps

Group #1 Map

Like Least and Why

Agree to re-route of Internann. Don'tsee it possible and
like the technical challenge of the trail asis

Didn't like the switchbacks south of sensitive area in
[Section] D

Agree with [no] Intemann re-route which | disagree with—
trail is perfect as is. Agree with [no] closure of technical
Secticn 16—too fun to close!

Left out Intemann [ssues

lgnored bad re-routes on Intemann

Secticn 16 trailhead up old road should stay with re-route
for sustainability

Re-route of Upper 16
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Management Plan B
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Like Least and Why
Re-route of Intemann
Didn't like equestrian skills area in [Section] G
Eliminates valuable “overlook” trail for Forrest Allen
Equestrian skills area on TOPS-purchased land where some
desired things could not be built
Agreed with Intemann re-routes—didn't explain plusses to
that
Re-routes to Intemann accomplish little on western sections
Don't care about trail to 26™ St. switchback
Section A—Section 15 trailhead —don't do proposed
alternate trail near current trail
Free ride in White Acres
Keeping Waterfall Trail—not sustainable
&,000" trail

—  Owerall, great process for public input!

—  Paragliding and horses should be kept separate —horses would be afraid of these and it would cause accidents

~  Keep group area at Highway 24 /307 st

—~  Caught onto this paper use later—no comments where | was behind in the learning curve

— I'd really like to see some scrt of “flow™ trail that runs from up high down to the Highway 24 parking area. Most of the trails {7)

~  Keep loop Forrest Allen everlook from Parallel Trail to Section 16. Equestrian skills are near White Acres

—  Like the consensus that existing trails be used whenever possible. Opposed to too many re-routes. Save pristine areas whenever
possible. You have not done a good job of describing how you (Tapis) will make decisions based on all the data provided by the
public meeting or describing why you proposed trail closures or re-routes
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ster and Management Plan .

~  Re-routes are OK if necessary. Please try to keep from disturbing more land, though. Keep costs minimal. Please get name of
open space right—Red Rock Canyon Open Space. Though I'm all fer multi-use, | do love the idea of having a trail {like 81307} that
is mere for hikers (following Shanti's philosophy). | hike Section 16 2 lot and always get bombarded by cyclists

— Ingeneral, | support multi-use trails maintaining access for all groups, keeping the technical nature of existing trails, building
new technical trails that challenge bikers, and only using stairs as 2 last resort. | also support opening as much climbingaccess as
possible

—  Avoid re-routing of trails where possible. Best to maintain / repair existing trails vs. build new ones. Love idea of high access trail
from Palmer to upper Intemann

— Good ideas from every group. Overall opinion would be to maintain existing trails rather than build, build, build. Emphasis of
certain uses on certain trails seems |ike a good idea
Ilike the idea of lengthening (farther apart) switchbacks so that people are less likely to cut them. With so many trails to build /
close, use more existing trail and just use maintenance to make them more sustainable. Need two trails at Section 16 trailhead

= lwould love to see more technically challenging trails in Red Rocks. The proposad idea of MTB only or directional DH trails
should be considered

= Common themes | like: 1. Preserve technical nature of trails for bikes; 2. Use existing trails as much as practical; and 3. Orient
some trails to certain user groups but do not prohibit any user group from specific trails

—  Really like attitude to change as little as possible. Leave main Section 16 trail alone {despite steepness) and build future trails {in
some cases) to accommodate different users {single track for cyclists in a few places). Respect sensitive area but don't ignore
financial realities in plan
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Management

Gro

p #4 Map
| Like Least and Why
|- waterfall

— Noattention to majority of park

—  lack of other re-route considerations

—~  Don't like seasonal closure in [Section] C

— Re-route of 16; really, mountain bikes will take path of least
resistance...

~  Don'tlike seasonal closure on Waterfall

Gro

p #5 Map

Like Least and Why

= waterfal

Disagree with the nead for fewer switchbacks

~  Second free ride area

—  [Section] D

—  Not having switchbacks in some areas

—~  One free ride area is probably enough

~  Freeride area at White Acres—think there could be
problems with that

~  Section 16 trailhead —steps area

—  The comment that Parallel Trail should be targeted for hikers
net bikers isn‘t one | agree with

—  Didn't like map criticism of switchbacks through [Section] D

—~  Re-route from 16 ; believe to keep drainage would
be best

—  Too many proposed switchbacks on re-routes
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Rock Canyon Master and Management Plan

Notes submitted on Maps #4 - #5
—  Skills area for mountain bikes off Ridge Road parking

Group

Landfill

Disagree with the need to keep open the Sand Creek Trail
Ridgeline trail with dump Section “D"

Sand Creek

‘Whao's going to bring in fences to upper Section 167
Eliminating proposed new trail from Gold Camp trailhead
Closing trail along white eutcrop near Geld Camp Read
Disagree with closing additional trail from Section 16 parking
lot

Section 16 parking lot—needs a sustainable trail

Didn’t like trail through landfill

Didn't like the removal of the proposed re-routes in Section A
Re-rcute of upper Section 16

Closure of Sand Creek

— A more diverse set of trails coming from the top of Section 16, especially one going frem Palmer Trail to Intemann. Keep

Intemann Waterfall [Trail]

City of Colorado Springs
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Group #7 Map

Disagree with keeping the option 3 trail in Section E. Thisis a
sidewalk, nota trail

Trail along road to Nature Center

1 think we need to keep the Meadow Rock loop re-routes
Teo much re-route

No to more parking at trailhead —trail already over-used
Re-routes in [Sections] B and C are mostly bad

Agreed with Intemann re-routes—didn’t explain why

Not enough small loops

Re-route of any of Section 16

Too willing to re-route—so much work!

Two trails to parking lot

Group #8 Map

No need to connect contemplative trail to the Sand Creek
trail if Sand Creek trail is closed

Benches development

Parallel tralls to accommodate traffic

Small loops degrade habitat and leads to more trail
development

[Sections] A, B

Trails with emphasis for particular user groups

Benches

Don't agree with ‘emphasis’ strategy (i.e. for different user
types)

Don't like 3 parallel trails through Forrest Allen overlook
Hiker-only trails
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Management Plan B

Group #9 Map

~  Any bike skills or pump track area as well as an area for equestrians are good ideas
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Management Plan
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Red Rock Canyon Master and Management Plan B

Group #12 Map
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Red Rock Canyon Master an

Notes submitted on Maps #10 - #12
= Not all social trails are bad
Keep things rocky and technical. Build a new trail on the west of Palmer Trail. Watch the switchbacks so they aren’t toa tight
—  #13? Connector off of Contemplative Trail
—  Equestrian, biking skills areas needed. Stroller trails for families need to be considered. Equestrian parking on White Acres on
Section 16

Additional Comments
Please provide more rationale on proposed trail closures
Please do not allow individuals to subvert the agenda and force the group's attention on political prerogatives, This undermines
the integrity of the public process!
Equestrian abstacle course—similar idea to the mountain bike free ride area. Maostly natural obstacles—ravines, climbs, rocks to
traverse and navigate between [ around, bridge similar to ones used on local trees. Oream cbstacle would be 3 small pond or
stream for crossing, Steps would also be good as well as log or deadfall crossings. The key would be practical things to allow
people to practice before going on the trail. Funding / building expertise could be provided by equestrian groups such as trail
riding clubs, 4-H groups and other individuals who are interested in helping

~  Areas for parking horse trailers would be best with pull-through spaces and easy to get back out and down to Highway 24

— At major horse trailer parking areas, provide area for manure pile and offer to community as fertilizer for gardens—possibly
even community gardens
Multi-use

—  Group rental

—  Maintenance
Restrooms

—  Play areas for children

—  Areas for parties, etc.

—  Recycling areas to be initiated
Add equestrian skills area and bicycle skills area in Area F

~  Add trailer parking near equestrian skills area large enough to maneuver trailers

—  Add long trail in Area C in area along west boundary

= Maintain technical areas
Add horse water spigot near equine area or equine trailer parking area

= Ingeneral consider keeping some existing rather than to create new trails into pristine / unused areas or do minor trail
adjustments rather than build new
Consider trails with specific emphasis—mountain bike, equestrian, hiking

—  Switchbacks—vary proximity to nearby switchbacks—if too close will encourage cutting corners, Make them more sweeping

~  Equestrians need to know which trails are deemed appropriate (safe) for horses and warned which trails to avoid, or use caution
{for advanced riders and horses). While the trails are considered “multi-use,” there will be trails that are more suitable and safe
for novice equestrians
Where roads and land allow use machines to build trail and dig out water bars

~  Have all horse trails made by trail machine

—  Have user groups (7}

§28 S, 26th Street, Colorado Springs, CO 80904 « (7169 473-4143 » Rofinsesnann.tradl com

/8

Statement for Red Rock Canyon Open Space meeting, Oct. 19, 2011:

After getting a chance to walk the Intemann Trail with City
Parks and to look at the city-proposed reroutes in Section 16 last
Saturday, the Intemann Trail Committee (ITC) sees conceptual
possibilities in a couple of areas. However, we believe that any such
work should be deemed very low priority, in comparison with other
trail work that is likely to be necessary in the size-increased Red Rock
Canyon Open Space.

As for the proposal by the city and its consultant to close off the
Waterfall Connector Trail — with no reroute at all - we have been
provided no information at this time that would convince us to
support this decision. The only reason we have heard is that the
narrow valley the trail goes through is on the edge of a potential
spotted owl habitat. This is hardly a sufficient reason for undoing the

work of dozens of vol not to ing access to
the intermittent waterfall, which is one of Section 16 natural
, as well as eliminating a popular hiking/biking loop that

connects the Intemann and Palmer/Red Rock trails.

Finally, we urge the city, in the strongest of terms, never again
to draft reroute proposals without first talking to our volunteer
committee, which helped lead the construction of the Intemann Trail
25 years ago and which has seen to its maintenance and signage ever
since.

11
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Public Meeting 4 - 1 August 2012 verbatim

: Red Rock Canyon, White Acres and Section 16
. Red Whit ";'11 L Master, Amendment and Management Plan
ast ' Workshop #4, August 1, 2012

_-‘&_‘.i‘:

Results of Small Group Discussion and Ranking
of Support for Restoration of the Upper Pond

Small groups’ rankings:
{Rankings based on o 10-point scale, with O representing absolutely no support and 10 indicating
complete support):

Group #1 - 7 ranking
Group #2 - 10 ranking
Group #3 — 6.5 ranking
Group #4 — 10 ranking
Group #5— 8 ranking
Group #6 — 6.5 ranking
Group #7 — 9 ranking

Average ranking: 8.1

Reasons listed for the rankings

Positives

Wildlife attracted by or depend upon water; support of wildlife (7 mentions)

Aesthetics (5 mentions)

Oasis; water offers diversity to an otherwise desert area; potential of keeping vegetation hydrated
{3 mentions)

Fire hydrant could be useful in case of wildfire {2 mentions)

History of property (2 mentions)

Unigueness for the open space {(and area)

Tranquil

May be other benefits to bring the water line in

Water is rare in City parks

Ponds are part of archeology and history o