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Comments received via email regarding the draft plan
The following comments were received via email to the City of Colorado Springs between 7 March 7th and March
18th, 2018.
Every effort has been made to communicate the author’s original thought and intent for these comments. To this
end, comments were transferred electronically to this document and presented in the order received.
Typographic and grammatical errors have not been corrected and are unlikely to have been introduced in the
collating process.
To protect individuals, citizen and staff names have been removed and replaced by italicized text such as: (name
removed). Names of elected government officials were not removed when comments were addressed to them.
Some unavoidable formatting changes appear to have been introduced by the electronic transfer of comments
created in various word processing programs and transferred via email to this document; obvious formatting
issues were corrected for clarity.
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Mar 7, 2018
To Whom It May Concern,
First off, I want to thank you all for taking the time to come up with a new master plan for one of the most
beloved gems in Colorado Springs. I know that it is not easy to fulfill the requests and ideas of all groups that
submitted input, but I think the draft that has been laid out looks very promising.
I will say however, that it would be a disappointment to see Gold Camp Road paved entirely. The draft
mentioned that when Pikes Peak was paved, there were less erosion issues and the . Although I am sure the
outcome would be similar with Gold Camp Road, paving the road would detract from the character and history
of the area. I spent many a high school cross country practices running along that road and never felt like I was
taking my life into my own hands. 15 years later, that feeling has definitely changed.
To really cut down on dust, debris, and trash on the road, there truly needs to be some sort of police or Park
Service presence patrolling GCR--and not just at night. I've spent most of my life running or riding my bike along
GCR and I can tell you (like other people, I'm sure) that the road has changed for the worse. Between illicit drug
activity, people going twice the speed limit and drifting around corners, and the simple increase in people that
travel the road by car, I am very discouraged from traveling along GCR by foot or bike. GCR should not be
another road for people to drive like maniacs on, it should be a road that allows everyone to enjoy the
breathtaking scenery and get a chance to recreate along.
Thank you for your time
Best regards,
(name removed)
Mar 8, 2018
Just a couple of comments/questions:
I hope you will give serious consideration to a shuttle. The main reasons I rarely hike at NCC now are the parking
challenge and the traffic. I like the Manitou shuttle to Barr Trail, and the shuttle to Maroon Lake. I would be
more than willing to pay a reasonable fee for a shuttle ride. Seems like Bear Creek Nature Center would be an
obvious pickup point for a shuttle. If the parking lot there is too small, I believe the city owns the flat land on the
south side of Gold Camp Road above the nature center; perhaps a shuttle parking lot could be built there.
I notice on the trails map that it looks like the top of Mount Muscoco is in a biking only zone. Does that mean
hikers will not be able to go to the top of Mount Muscoco? I hope not.
(name removed)
Mar 9 2018
To whom it may concern:
Thanks for pulling all of the user comments together and trying to come to some recommendations for
improvements. You have a thankless job and many perspectives and opinions to consider.
That being said, I feel that there were still a few comments that are being ignored.
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Daniels Pass:
This “rogue” trail is more of a historic trail than rogue. It has been a bit of a secret for the 20 years I’ve lived in
the community and clearly was not created by mountain bikers. The only thing mountain bikers have done is
some of the unofficial trail maintenance that it needed and a reroute of the top of the trail since the original line
was severely rutted. The recommendations on the map show the existing trail being largely deconstructed and
replaced with a blue trail. The current black trail has a sense of adventure and a level of difficulty that is missing
from all the “official” trails in the park. I’m concerned that the new “blue” trail will completely loose that feeling.
In my experience, trails with as many switchbacks as I see on the map actually have no flow. Instead you are
constantly stopping at the next switch back and re-starting. They have such a low grade angle that there is very
little challenge for expert mountain bikers and they encourage users to cut the switch backs who don’t have the
patience to walk for that long. Take the new descent trail from the top of the incline as an example. The trail is
so flat and has so many switch backs that they had to line the trail with fences to prevent switchback cutting.
These are not mountain bikers cutting the switchbacks. These are hikers. Nobody mountain bikes from the top
of the incline.
Or take Heizer in Cascade as an example. The switchbacks are so frequent that the descent it is only fun as a
novelty. But not really flowy or that exciting. Just, straight, narrow, smooth, tight switchback, repeat… over and
over.
Please consider keeping Daniels pass as an expert level decent. I think this would match better with the
character of Mt. Muscoco and the current existing trail.
I would also like to consider keeping perhaps a downhill specific route here. One of the reasons we currently
really enjoy this trail that it is a bit of a secret, so there is very little conflict. Once you install a parking lot and a
suspension bridge at the bottom, everyone will want to hike up this to make a loop out of this with Mt. Cutler
and the amount of user conflict will increase considerably.
My recommendation is more trails and more expert level trails. Not just one DH trail that will likely be less
difficult to replace Capt. Morgans. We have a community full of expert mountain bikers with very few true
expert trails. Downgrading current trails to blue or making them IMBA certified and flat with super wide
switchbacks will not address the needs and desires of expert mountain bikers in the community.
Marketing Plans:
I’m confused. On one hand we are trying to figure out how to handle the 8% increase in usage every year. But in
the other hand the master plan recommends we try to draw in more “customers”.
I feel that the park is getting plenty of usage. Everyone knows it here. And if they want to use it, all they need to
do is drive or pedal across town. We should not be spending tax dollars on advertising or marketing the park,
just so that it will be more busy than it already is, making the 524 parking spaces even less sufficient than it
already is. I really feel that we are just doing this to justify spending more money on Starsmore or Helen hunt
falls. But the current users of the park, the people who are filling out these surveys, are not asking for more park
users or upgrades to Starsmore. We are asking for less. We want a more wilderness experience. We want more
trails so that we can get further away from the city and other users. It’s not that I don’t like people, I just like to
feel like I can escape a bit. The best rides are when the only people you see are the friends you are riding with.
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When you can start down a trail and only the trail determines how slow you need to go, rather than stopping
several times to let other trail users by so that you don’t startle them.
I believe that my opinions above speak for most of the users that I know. And I know many park users.
Again. Thanks for your time and consideration.
(name removed)
Mar 9, 2018
Dear planners,
I'm writing today to continue to urge you to change the plan for the Daniel's Pass trail area. The
decommissioning of the upper section of the Daniel's Pass trail (blue circle) is unacceptable. If sustainability is
your argument in that zone, then surely some minor modifications could be made to that section of the trail to
make it comply. This upper section does not have major erosion issues and is very fun to ride.
I understand your sustainability argument with the lower section (red circle), but changing the trail from a black
to a blue with ~10 switchbacks and super flat grades is not okay and not desired. This hill-side is accessible for
maintenance and could accept a black trail. Please, please, please do not change this to a blue.
Thank you for your consideration.

(name removed)
Mar 9, 2018
Good morning and Happy Friday,
I’m writing in regards to the plans for a couple of trails/areas in NCC that are being discussed in the master plan.
I have attended a number of the planning and discussion meetings and would like to reiterate a few points that I
feel strongly about.
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1) Daniel’s Pass trail. I believe this trail should remain open and as it is currently. The main justification
for closing the current trail and building a new one was that the current trail isn’t maintainable because
of its remote location and access points. If it can’t be maintained because of its location and access then
I don’t understand how decommissioning the current trail only to build a new one is possible either.
This is one of the only trails that isn’t heavily trafficked and the mountain bikers who put the effort into
getting out there to ride it don’t want to ride a trail that’s in poor shape which is why we’ve kept it
running well for years now. No maintenance resources needed from the city, county or park. Just let it
be, it’s the easiest, cheapest and most logical choice.
2)

The area called Willard Heights / Capt. Morgans should also be looked at closely. I believe the idea of
having this area as the top section of the DH bike zone is good. Again I don’t agree with taking out the
existing trail. The impact there has already been done and the people who ride it maintain it. I think a
second option on the opposing face (north side) of the drainage this trail goes down would be the best
way to offer a Park built/easier route through that zone down to Gold Camp and then into the
Chutes. This will offer variety in difficulty levels of the trail, spread out traffic and be accepted by all
bikers without issues. There’s no reason to try to undo the work that has already been done as it has
been done to serve a purpose and fulfill a need for challenging terrain that the park and area lack in
general. Keep the trail as is and offer it as the more difficult/expert route and then put in a less difficult
route for beginners and intermediate level riders.
Please feel free to contact me with any questions you might have on my thoughts.
I appreciate your consideration on these issues and for taking the time to understand the topics and
proposals from all sides involved.
Thank you,

(name removed)
Mar 9, 2018
I have three major concerns with the current draft:
1. Suggesting shuttles. the shuttles in manitou for the incline are a nightmare. the road is barely large enough for
two cars? they are cumbersome and would make passing bikes and runners impossible.
2. charging a fee to enter the park. Our city park should not be limited to those who can afford to see it.
implementing a fee cuts off a specific group of people.
3. making down hill “bike” only trails.
When will the next meeting be held to discuss this draft?
Thank you for your time.
(name removed)
Mar 10, 2018
I have heard the 160 acre parcel which is commonly called Greenwood Park and a corridor from Daniels Pass
leading to it would be given to the City and made part of the North Cheyenne Canon Plan. However, it is not
shown on the maps nor mentioned in the "Master Plan" or the "Management Plan". Will it be accessible to the
public? Judging by the ruins there it certainly has some historic significance.
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The parcel was originally homesteaded by Bertha Bourne in 1894, and the stone chimneys on the site may be
from her development of the property.
Mrs. Bourne died in 1929 and surely the other ruins on the site were developed after that date.
A June 17, 1928 article in the Gazette and Telegraph identifies the summer home of Frederick Smith as being
"Greenwood Park". However, Mr.
Smith owned the property just south of the parcel with the extensive ruins. This is not to say the property that
Mrs. Bourne patented was not also known as Greenwood Park. Additional research is required.
(name removed)
Mar 11, 2018
Could you please direct me to the page numbers on the master plan where it states whether or not Mesa Rd and
S. Cheyenne Canyon Road will be closed?
I can't seem to find it, and there's a lot to read.
thank you,
(name removed)
Mar 12, 2018
Comments to master plan,
- due to proximity to two elementary and one high school, change "tot pump track" to "youth" or just "pump
track". This location is ideal to providing activity for all school aged kids on their way home or during weekend,
and should be built for all kids. Trail system around pump track should incorporate mtn bike obstacles like drops,
skinnies, step ups and small rock gardens, to provide a safe learning environment for the more technical trails in
the canyon proper.
- Add connection from Ladders north to GCR lower down from Chutes TH, so those traveling to/from RedRocks
can avoid the multi trail TH. This would elevate congestion at the top of the Chutes.
- Access needed from Helen Hunt to top of Silver Cascade Crag, as climbers need to set up top ropes for
climbing, and need safe access. No fixed gear exists on the slabs so the only safe option is to set top ropes.
without a trail this is dangerous and potentially life threatening option with heavy gear. Other option is to instal
bolts to allow routes to be safely lead from the ground with belay chains above.
- No access trails to any climbing area designated, this encourages social trails?
- Connection from La Veta around high School to help connect to Cresta Open Space and Bear Creek. This would
be valuable for students and provide convenient access to the La Veta meeting location for skyway residents
without having to travel high into the park.
- Include a more engaging and interesting trail to Corley Rd on the downhill side of Gold Camp, from Spring
Creek to Chutes, allowing access to climbing areas and extending Captain Jacks rather than cutting it short.
- Include stub for trail from tunnel one up to the top of high drive on south of Mays Peak for potential non
motorized alternative to Jacks (future USFS master plan).
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- As noted in prior/current master plan, provide for trails on mesa behind Starsmoor to create a loop with wide
views for those wishing for short excursions but who want more open vistas.
- Concerned with closure of South Cheyenne Canyon Road, as this provides access to creek for old, young and
disabled visitors who are unable to hike to picnic sites.
Regards,
(name removed)
Mar 12, 2018
Dear Mayor Suthers and Council Member Geislinger,
As a longtime Briargate resident, I am disappointed by the recent proposals to further mar the Cheyenne Canon
Park (beyond already giving away 189 acres of it and closing the pristine Strawberry Fields meadow off from the
public):
•

park/city buses to increase traffic and further overstress a trail system in the canyon the parks
department has said is at capacity - this is not a common sense solution, but rather a way to make a bad
thing worse. Please don't ask our parks department to waste our tax dollars and limited park dollars this
way.

•

closing down the Starsmore Pavilion - what possible justification could there be that this makes our
public spaces better for the owners of this park (us)? If this is to allow buses, that further highlights yet
another reason why buses are a new problem, not any sort of solution.

•

regarding parking pullouts in the canyon - leave them as they are. There are countless trails throughout
the canyon that are best accessed from these. When main lots are full, they are perfect places to stop
and discover new corners of our beautiful canyon. We need more of these, not less. The creek runs all
along these pulloffs - every one is a perfect place to stop and rest, read, watch nature, and walk. We also
have these all through Palmer Park (another favorite), and they are just perfect.

•

road closed and given to the Broadmoor (instead of having them manage their bus turnarounds within
the gates of their own 7 Falls property - our own city's fire department strongly opposes this for safety
reasons - we need full two-way traffic on this road simply for emergency escape if nothing else - this bad
idea is not worth risking lives)

•

regarding park safety - you just cannot close the road from Starsmore to Helen Hunt falls - besides the
fact that people literally live up that road(!!), and that the park and the falls are at their most stunning
by starlight (we don't call it Starsmore for nothing), that is not a solution to after-hours activity. The only
solution that makes sense in this park butting up to residential neighborhoods is to have a regular park
patrol at different times through the week. I assume this is already happening, but if not, that seems a
less extreme solution than trying to build an impermeable gate or wall to keep people out.

If this is the master plan, I say thanks but no thanks. I'd rather continue ignoring the existing master plan our city
agreed ages ago.
If the city needs more money to pay for park security and trail/parking maintenence, let's do it. I for one can't
believe how inadequate our local property taxes are for a city of our size. If our city government can put
together concrete proposals for how substantive tax increases will be used to preserve our city's treasures
and address our city's pressing challenges, I'll press everyone I know to support them. While taxes at the
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federal and even state level is too often misdirected, at a city and community level, we can create solutions that
really make a difference here.
I'm truly not a single-issue citizen. The current ongoing topic of our public space is just the first time in 12 years
living here I've really felt like our city government is not looking out for the best interests of its citizens/families or indeed may be striving to actively override them. On the plus side, I'm involved now!
I did hear our Parks director on the radio this past week say that our voices were heard at the meeting, and that
the proposals were probably overkill. I hope you'll inform the public if there is any ongoing pressure from within
council/city government/mayor's office to have our parks director proceed with the rejected proposals anyway.
Thanks for listening,
(name removed)
Mar 13, 2018
Do not annex Canonwood Residents into the City. We live in the county and do not agree with annexing us and
the park into the city.
"Pursue annexing all North Cheyenne Cañon Park into the City of Colorado Springs. Area recommended for
annexation is shaded in red on the map on the next page” According to the map it includes Annexing
Canonwood in to the city. "
(name removed)
Mar 14, 2018
Hello,
The plan generally looks very good to me as an avid hiker, mountain biker, and motorcyclist. One thing that I
haven't seen addressed is improved connectivity for motorcycles. Currently, the only point of access for
motorcycles is to park at the bottom of Jack's, ride up, then ride back down. If motorcycles were allowed on
High Drive, Gold Camp, or if a new motorized trail was built from the upper parking lot at High Dr. to Jack's, it
would open up additional opportunities to enter/exit the trail system, and cut the motorized traffic on lower
Jack's in half.
Something to consider,
(name removed)
Mar 14, 2018
As the N. Cheyenne Canon Master Planning process comes to a close, I urge you to ensure that Pedestrian Safety
be included in the final plan.
This is a critical transportation piece that should not be overlooked.
1) Pedestrian fatalities we're at an all-time high in 2017. Let's put a plan in place and act before we have a
fatality.
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2) We have very high pedestrian and cyclist usage on Cheyenne Blvd without any safeguards. This, combined
with the huge influx of speeding tourists each year on the same stretch makes it a very unsafe environment.
Neighbors report having cars intentionally veer toward them when they are walking.
3) Let's improve quality of life by creating safe pedestrian access to our beautiful parks. Not only will residents
and tourists benefit from improved walkability, fewer cars in the parks mean we don't need larger parking lots.
An additional benefit would be an important missing link in the sidewalks to/from the high school and junior
high.
We need to create a safe means of walking to/from N. Cheyenne Canon Park and Stratton Open Space, whether
it be via sidewalks or designated granite paths, to decreased speed limits, crosswalks or other measures. Please
address these important safety issues in the final N. Cheyenne Canon Master Plan.
Best Regards,
(name removed)
Mar 14, 2018
1. Please stop trying to commercialize North Cheyenne Canon. Keep nature natural.
2. Keep the park free and open with a focus on the local citizens of Colorado Springs not tourists. This is
our neighborhood park and we don’t want it extensively developed. Trail improvement and
maintenance is needed and beneficial. We don’t need permanent structures and permanent altering of
natural landscape.
3. Please do not add shuttle buses bringing in more people to an already popular park. We love the park
because of the ability to experience nature or be alone or at least get away from the busyness and
crowds of the town. Adding more people to the park will take away it’s tranquility and increase the rate
of degradation because of overuse. There are few days where parking is full—this is not a reason to add
more people on those days by shuttling them in.
4. From my understanding Parks has no money to keep restrooms and water fountains open at existing
parks. Strawberry Fields was “lost” due to misleading appraisals and claims of no funding to maintain
the land and patrol vandalism. It is mind boggling how now there is now funding for parks. Where is the
funding to expand the construction ideas and maintain all the proposed changes North Cheyenne Canon
Park?
5. Keep the current parking situation as it is as this is a natural limit to the number of people that can be in
the park at a time.
6. Do not place time restrictions on the opening and closing of the park. Some people enjoy very early
morning hikes or moonlight hikes.
7. Keep the citizens ability to independently use the park without reliance upon outside transportation or
parking restrictions. Some people like to just drive through the Canon or on Goldcamp Road or just park
their vehicle to admire the scenery. And go at their own pace and be alone and not with hoards of other
people. This is especially true for disabled individuals who are not able to hike on any of the trails due to
their physical limitations or wheelchair dependency. Don’t force them onto an impersonal crowded time
limited shuttle. Some citizens are also not physically able or do not desire to do the more remote trails
like St. Marys Falls and beyond. They want to drive to a lower trail or just sit by the creek. Don’t take
away our independence and freedom.
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8. Do not give any public roadway to a private company. The Broadmoor hotel has made decisions on their
land purchase and development and should use their own property instead of taking more from the
public.
9. Promoting an already busy park holds no common sense.
10. I hike the canyon nearly everyday and chose to purchase a home in the area due to my love of the
Canon. I have been visiting the park for over 20 years. Beyond a little trash here and there, and dog
feces and the need for trail maintenance due to social trails and natural erosion I don’t see vandalism
or destruction in the park. A couple of Park Rangers on a rotation to monitor the park would be more
cost effective than adding shuttle buses to bring in more people. (Bus purchase, bus maintenance, bus
noise and air pollution, fuel costs, bus driver salaries etc).
11. Ask yourself why is this park so popular? Don’t ruin it by trying to over control it, change it and overuse
it. Nature is natural. That’s why we love it. Beauty, escape, awe of creation—-North Cheyenne Canon is
a gem. Please do not rape it.
Thank you,
(name removed)
Mar 14, 2018
Hello,
As a frequent user of both N. Cheyenne Canon and Stratton Open Space (I visit almost daily,) I am concerned
that pedestrian safety isn't adequately addressed in the Master Plan.
If we are Master Planning for two parks, we need to consider both parks and access as a whole.
For hikers doing loops that connect both parcels, whether they drive to a parking lot or walk in from the
neighborhood, they will end up on the road for a portion of their hike. This means, they are contending with
often speeding traffic in close proximity with no protection.
I propose we connect both parks via a sidewalk, so that pedestrians can safely access and utilize both parks
safely and seamlessly. This would build on the concept of pedestrian access from Starsmore to Helen Hunt Falls,
of which I am a big supporter.
I propose the following series of sidewalk connections.
•

A sidewalk that runs from the N. Cheyenne Canon Rd Parking lot south of the Gold Camp Reservoir to
Starsmore

•

A sidewalk from Starsmore running east down Cheyenne Blvd to just before Ridgeway

•

A sidewalk replacing the the washed out trail at Ridgeway and Cheyenne Blvd. Beyond that segment,
there is a granite trail that works well.

•

A sidewalk from Ridgeway to Cresta, where pedestrians can pick up a sidewalk up to La Veta.

•

The last sidewalk segment should be on La Veta Way from Cresta to the La Veta Trailhead.

Thank you for your consideration of these additions. If we want to increase and encourage pedestrian access of
our parks, we need to create safe passage to do so. This is a very high usage area already with high tourist
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traffic, plus cyclist traffic, plus high pedestrian use despite sidewalks. I am concerned that we will soon have
another headline about a pedestrian death. Pedestrian fatalities broke records in 2017, and I hope we can work
together to form a plan before pedestrians accessing our beautiful parks also fall victims.
I walk all of the above mentioned roads daily, and sadly, I have had a number of cars intentionally veer toward
me while carrying my child. I have had others that veered toward me unintentionally while I walked unprotected
on the side of the road, sometimes only a few feet away.
I have been angered by this issue, and instead of just staying angry, I have chosen to seek a solution. I hope my
plea for safe passage into our amazing parks doesn't go unheard. Don't we want to be known for having amazing
park systems with amazing access, especially even for pedestrians? Perhaps we don't need as many parking lots
if we provide a safe way in on foot. I vote for being proactive and adding a continuous sidewalk to the Master
Plan to pave the way for securing funding to make pedestrian safety a priority.
Best Regards,
(name removed)
3/16/2018
I want to start off with thanking the staff that put together the master plan for North Cheyenne Canon. I
attended all of the meetings and I attended several with my little toddler son. The staff kept the master plan
process clear and respectful. I appreciate you all taking everyone’s voice into consideration.
After reading the master plan, I do have several concerns.
•

On the new Buffalo Canyon Trail, there needs to be gates put that will prevent people from following
the establish social trail that leads to the base of Silver Cascade Falls. This trail cannot be rehabilitated
because it is the route for ice climbers to access the waterfall in the winter. A simple gate like the ones
used in the Garden of the Gods is what is needed.

•

Trash cans need to be present at Helen Hunt Falls. The current dumpster doesn’t work well for all
visitors and a couple of trash cans by the falls will help.

•

Nothing in the plan talks about protecting the Bruin Inn Wall. It is currently falling apart and is starting
to fail. This needs to be highlighted better.

Otherwise, it is a fantastic plan and I look forward trying to build public support to make it happen.
(name removed)
3/16/2018
•

There are a lot of good ideas and when the money isn’t available I think safety should be a priority.

•

Signage on the trails are a must. We don’t like it when visitors get lost because of lack of signs. Visitors
cannot find the Chamberlain trail from the lower Columbine trail. A sign needs to be before the stone
bridge that leads to the other side where there is a sign near the road.

•

Signs are also needed where the Lower Columbine trail switchbacks up before the road.

•

Other signs are needed especially on Stratton Open Space because of the many social trails.
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•

Parking can be a problem especially up at Helen Hunt Falls. Parking became a problem at Starsmore
Visitor and Nature Center when Seven Falls stopped having parking inside there attraction and then
allowed people to walk in. People use our parking for this and do not always use their shuttle service
from the Broadmoor.

•

The gate at the entrance of the park needs to be fixed so it could be closed at night.

•

Starsmore Visitor and Nature Center provides a wonderful service to the children in this area and also
outside the city. We serve about 4000 school age children a year by providing several outdoor
education programs and getting children to experience this beautiful city park. Several children come
back with their families ,which for many, this is a first time experience. These days, children do not get
outside in nature enough. Teachers love to have their fieldtrips here.

•

Striping on the road.

•

Trails are an ongoing project-with more people in the park there is more wear and tear on the trails as
well as erosion.

•

Need more picnic tables.

•

Large visible sign with rules and regulations.

•

Real problem with dogs off lease and leaving dog excrement. Dog owners need to be educated on how
dog poop causes pollution in the creek. When children’s programs are conducted dogs sometimes
approach children. I’ve seen a German Shepard chase out deer to the road while I was guiding a group
of preschool children to the Nature Center. If cars were passing on the road, an accident could have
happened or children trampled.

•

Upkeep the historical features of the park-bridges and walls

•

Work on more safety signs on Silver Cascade Trail.

•

Conservation message for locals and visitors.

•

Can we keep up the maintenance with existing trails and also plan to create new trails?

(name removed)
3/16/2018
Hi, (staff name removed), et al.,
Forest Management:
Needs more emphasis on noxious weeds and formation of rogue trails in planning, implementation, and
monitoring and follow up, especially in planning and monitoring and follow up. At the public meeting before the
most recent forest management efforts in Stratton, I asked about noxious weeds and formation of rogue trails,
and the answer indicated that those were not a consideration.
Night Closure Gates:
Glad to see this is a high priority.
I suggest installing gates for the part of the park that Parks does control while continuing discussion with Forest
Service. If discussions with Forest Service allow for gating off more of the park, the upper gate could move.
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Powell Lot:
Glad to see expanding, paving, and striping the Powell lot is a high priority.
One area
How does managing it as one area work when one is a park and the rest are open spaces?
Volunteers:
The management plan includes little mention of volunteers and volunteer projects.
Management should include assessing needs that require a fair amount of unskilled or lightly skilled labor and
organizing volunteer projects for those.
The management plan should also include reasonable advance notice to the Friends group and other affected
Friends and user groups. Advance notification should be one of the routine steps in project planning. Friends
groups might be able to help with volunteer projects. Friends groups can also simply help spread the word
about projects, reason behind them, how long they'll take, etc., so that park users better understand and accept
projects and changes.
Management plan should include involving Friends groups and user groups in building and rerouting trails,
especially the bike trails. Especially Medicine Wheel would likely be interested and probably willing to help with
volunteer labor and possibly some funds.
Interpretive signage outside:
I think interpretive signage outside should be in the areas around the visitor centers and possibly at trailheads
and overlooks, not spread throughout the park, except for sites with very definite purpose for interpretive
signage related to the site. This restriction on placement of interpretive signage, as opposed to wayfinding and
information for trail users (ex leave no trace, trail etiquette) should be included in the appropriate section(s) of
the master plan.
Fencing:
Design guidelines should include that when fencing is installed to block a rogue trail or other undesirable access
that the fence should be long enough to make access difficult, and ideally should extend from one natural
barrier to another.
page 13:
This line:
participants were once again asked to work in small groups organized by interest (e.g. hikers,
neighborhoods, mountain bikers, etc. to
gives the impression that the previous meeting, and perhaps other meetings, were also organized by interest
group, while only the one meeting was.
Possible updated phrasing:
participants were once again asked to work in small groups, this time organized by interest (e.g. hikers,
neighborhoods, mountain bikers, etc., to
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bottom of page 63 to top of page 65:
It's not clear to me what options require additional input and which the staff can implement as needed. I had
thought from answers at meetings and such that at least toolbox 1 through 6 were things that staff could do,
that the master plan process sufficed, whereas shuttle and redesign of roads and access around Starsmore
would have additional public input before being implemented. Some statements in this section make it sound
like all options would not be used before additional analysis and other statements make it sound like public
input potentially would not be sought on any of them.
page 75
Wayfinding Nodes does not say where the 16 intersections are. It just says that
Wayfinding node locations are designated on the Master Plan.
Where in the master plan? Where are the 16 intersections?
page 76:
Maintain all connections to USFS system trails.
Aren't some of the connections to Forest Service trails social (rogue) trails?
page 76:
What is the map supposed to show? Text says Cheyenne Mountain Heritage Trail. What are the red dots? It
looks like the legend says Key Locations. But key locations for what? Most of the red dots are not on the yellow
route.
page 77:
downhill biking-only black to blue
If the trail designation green-blue-black is supposed to follow ski run designations, then this should be black. My
understanding is that a ski run difficulty is determined by its most difficult section.
p 78:
And Educations
This bullet point seems like a typo.
Wayside exhibits and interpretive trails:
wayside exhibits and designated interpretive trails be located
Interpretive trails should be near the visitor centers. That's where people are most likely to expect them to be
and also where people who would enjoy them are most likely to go.
Wayside exhibits should be at trailheads or overlooks. Exhibits and interpretive signage should not be on
backcountry trails, with a possible exception for information very specific to that spot. I want to avoid what
Cheyenne Mountain State Park has, where almost every trail has 1 or 2 interpretive signs, most with info that
could be placed anywhere. There is no one trail that, say, families can walk to find interpretive signs and
info. The interpretive signs encountered on backcountry trails are just out of place.
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Extending media and messaging out into the landscape North Cheyenne Cañon Park
Media and messaging in the landscape interrupts the feeling of getting out into nature and away from all the
usual media and messaging.
Paragraph on staff-led experiences and interpretation has 4 references to staff only that I think should include
volunteers. It seems like volunteers play a large role in helping at the visitor centers, in interacting with visitors,
and in leading programs and hikes.
p 93
Pursue City annexation of Park property currently in El Paso County
The entire park (and the entire city) is currently in El Paso County. You might want to say
currently under the jurisdiction of El Paso County, or currently outside city limits or outside the city boundary.
p 102-103
Do people actually use QR codes that much anymore? Seems like they are falling out of use.
p 104
All specific positioning of donor benches will be determined on-site by park staff. All donor
bench plaque language must be approved by park staff.
Seems like both references to donated benches should be donated benches and tables, and possibly other items
(maybe someone might want to donate a picnic pavilion, or the outdoor classroom, or ...), though an earlier
section talked about only benches and picnic tables.
p 105
materials for stream bank resiliency
While I agree with matching the color, I don't think it all has to be local rock. The design guidelines should allow
for other material and new technologies that allow for protecting the stream, bank, vegetation, etc., and blend
with the natural rock and colors. Ex, some colored concrete seems to blend well. Some manufactured materials
could even look more natural than locally quarried rock where all the rocks are flat and the same height or
otherwise fit together unnaturally well.
I think all the occurrences of "precedence" should be precedent.
(There's also at least one compliment that should be complement.)
Ditches
Other materials that blend in with the natural colors and materials should be allowed for ditches. The colored
concrete ditches along Pikes Peak Highway look good. Again, some non-natural materials can look more natural
than rock that nest together unnaturally well. Ex, center photo on p 109 just doesn't look natural.
p110
Another group to allow access to as appropriate is Canyonwood residents.
p 114
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consistent with the blue designation
Here blue should be black.
p 114
Wooden structures, as pictured, don't seem appropriate for trails in North Cheyenne Canyon. The design
guidelines should say that they will be used along trails only if and when essential for resource protection.
p 115
Under All Closures:
Construction of reroutes should NOT be concurrent with closing of old trails, but must be prior to.
Active Closure:
Construct a new trail providing the desired access or experience prior to closing the existing rogue trail
This might not be possible in all cases, ex trails straight down the fall line, trails that are more than 35% grade,
trails that access any of the preservation areas on an map earlier in the doc.
Probably want to add: when possible, or probably better: when practical, as many things are possible, but
prohibitively expensive, etc.
Active Closure
steps 4 and 5, cover the ... and seed the ... should be swapped. Granted, nothing says the steps listed are in
order, but all the other steps are. These should be, also. You don't cover it with erosion control matting and
duff and then spread the seed.
Passive Closure
Same comment as previously -- construct new trails ... when practical
Design Guidelines:
Trash cans should not be labeled "refuse". Just try to find someone that says refuse instead of trash or garbage
or any of several other synonyms. Trash cans, if they have any label, should be labeled "trash", or, probably
better, not inscribed with any word at all, as most people will probably figure out that something that looks like
a trash can is a trash can.
I have not looked at the appendices yet, but thought I'd send this.
Thanks,
(name removed)
3/16/2018
Another thought:
What is the plan for access to Greenwood Village and Green Settlement, or whatever the right names are? If it
is beyond the scope of the master plan, it might be good just to say that somewhere.
The map of the Cheyenne Mountain Heritage Trail should label the trails and roads used in the loop.
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The map in the appendix labels several trails not in the loop, which helps for context, but only Gold Camp Road
and Chamberlain Trail in the loop.
(name removed)
3/26/2018
Dear Mayor Suthers,
I have to hand it to you. You have very cleverly crafted a plan with no plan which gives you and your Parks
Department Carte Blanche to implement just about anything you want. I am reminded of watching Obamacare
pass which I found to be a stunning moment, regardless of one's political affiliation, given the total vagueness
and lack of understanding of the content and, in my opinion, the shady way in which it was passed. (Guilt on
both sides of the aisle here now). This is no different. Perhaps this is the new norm in politics? Just throw a
bunch of stuff out there to make it so overwhelming and confusing that no one really can digest it and shove it
through and deal with the details later which did not work out so well with Obamacare, in my opinion - and even
Bill Clinton's ultimately too which was a real moment of validation given his political persuasion...this is not the
way public policy is supposed to be implemented. Figure out the details first, and then ask the people
permission to make specific adjustments to their public lands.
Before offering feedback on the North Cheyenne Cañon Master "Plan", I have one quick question. (Citizen name
removed), a citizen you represent asked after the 2/1 "Public Meeting where the Public Was Not Allowed to
Speak Publicly", why the City was talking to the Broadmoor so much. (citizen name removed) emailed (staff
name removed), and here is part of that exchange:
(Citizen name removed)’s question: Why is the Broadmoor even included in the process of creating the North
Cheyenne Canon Master Plan?
(staff name removed) answer: We have worked to include business owners and North Cheyenne Canon residents
who may have a direct interest in the North Cheyenne Canon Master Planning process. The Broadmoor is a
stakeholder in the process as they are the business owner of 7 Falls with access to their property through the
park. This is also the case for the residents of Canyonwood and the Cheyenne Cañon Inn whom we contacted
early on in the process.
As you can see, it was the City who explained that the Broadmoor is a stakeholder in this process because of 7
Falls. Okay, fair enough. As you will also see, (we were) informed that several stakeholders were involved and
was given The Inn at Cheyenne Canon as an example. Well, you know what. We contacted the owner of the Inn
at Cheyenne Cañon. (Citizen name removed) actually met with (citizen name removed), the sole owner of the
Inn at Cheyenne Cañon, in person. (The owner) was adamant in saying that she had not once been contacted by
the City regarding the North Cheyenne Cañon Master Plan. Can you help us understand that one? Is there
confusion about who the stakeholders are? Do you have a list of the stakeholders published anywhere and
the dates and times of the meetings which were held to discuss your plans for the people's land?
Feedback on the "Plan":
Caveat: it is almost impossible to know what is really being proposed here. Even my Junior in high school
daughter who is pretty sharp, conscientious and involved (has been President of her class for the last 5 year and
now at CMHS) attended these meeting along with her peers and spoke several times with (staff name removed)
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asking on several of the points, "But wait, so are you doing this one or not?" and was outraged to hear in
response, "These are all just recommendations."....when high schoolers get it, you know it is obviously
wrong. With that in mind, we went from 4 specific proposals to a public announcement at the second meeting
(after the outcry over buses and road and pull out closures) saying, "We heard you. We are not implementing
any of these." which the people foolishly thought meant they were starting over; but no, we learned that it now
became just a big bucket of "tools" you want approvals to implement and almost every single one of them is still
in the bucket except maybe the gondolas. So, it makes it a challenge to identify points of concern given such
vagaries -- this feedback is to the very best of my ability in understanding what options are still in the basket of
goodies:
1. This ain't no Plan. I prefer the Cambridge English Dictionary as a reliable source for the meaning for English
words. They say this:
plan, noun, 1. A set of decisions about how to do something in the future. All good fiscal conservatives love
this usage in a sentence: The government recently announced details of its plan
to streamline the taxation system. Can you imagine a tax plan being passed which offers a massive basket of
goodies with no decisions assigned to each, but rather a, "we might impose 25%, 50% or 70% taxes and a 25%,
50% or 80% capital gains tax, etc," you get the point. That is exactly what you have given the people of
Colorado Springs. A bucket of park commercialization ideas some of which will cost well into the millions of
dollars (paving Gold Camp will cost easily a minimum of $2,000,0000 which we hear is going to happen though
who can really know what is going to happen with that "plan"). Passing this "plan" is giving you and your Parks
Department an open checkbook to pick and choose whatever your heart desires and spend with no approvals
or oversight needed. Does this seem wise to you?
2. Buses: No to buses - ever. Full lots mean full trails. It is a natural park protection. We should not crowd the
park on the three busy holiday weekends over the summer. If it is full, people can find something else to
do. Furthermore, Cheyenne Cañon is a slot canyon which traps pollution. The average bus emits 16 times the
Nitrous Oxide and 28 times the particulate matter as a 4 passenger car. The math does not work at all unless
you have buses constantly carrying 4-7 times a passenger car, and we all know that those buses will be running
empty a lot. As you undoubtedly are aware, North Cheyenne Cañon is a high critical habitat for the Mexican
Spotted Owl, AND we have a thriving humming bird population which migrates to NCC every year. This pollution
will displace that wildlife. Last, to have 2 way bus traffic, one needs to blast canyon walls -- absolutely
NOT. Colorado State law requires 3 feet of clearance between vehicles and bikes or hikers. There is no way you
can get two way bus traffic in the existing canyon without blasting the canyon walls in some spots. Are you
seriously supporting cramming more people into a spot you made smaller by giving away 1/3 of it and
destroying parts of it to accommodate wider roads for buses to pollute it?
3. Roads: No to giving the Broadmoor a road (part of Mesa was proposed) or closing the road between
Starsmore and 7 Falls.
They can create a bus turn around on their own land inside their gate at 7 Falls, or should they end up with
Strawberry Fields, put a turn around on their land at Strawberry Fields. It displaces low income, minority families
who heavily use those picnic areas all summer long. These people will have fewer picnic areas and have to
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schlep their strollers, coolers, gear across trails while Broadmoor guests ride in luxury straight to their
destination using roads which were previously used by the public to directly access picnic areas?
Does that seem appropriate?
Further, it exacerbates traffic issues eliminating a natural dispersement of cars and people. Most importantly, it
is a fire egress hazard potentially risking lives in an emergency
We already had one fire in 7 Falls. We asked one of the local fire department's their opinion, and they want that
road open with two way traffic able to exit the area in multiple directions - not a gated road closed to the
public. http://www.kktv.com/content/news/Firefighters-battling-structure-fire-at-Seven-Falls-438707023.html
4. Pavilion above Starsmore: No to tearing down the family picnic and wedding pavilion above
Starsmore which has been used by many over the years for special events. This is one of the only spots in North
Cheyenne Canon where the public can affordably gather and host private events at low costs in a secluded
setting. No to reclaiming nearby trails
, the "Interpretive Area",
which has been used by hikers of all races, religions and income levels for the last 120 years
- and, more recently, is actively used by lower income, minority families. Still working through more details on
this recommendation which will come under separate cover in a much more detailed email deserving of great
focus and care.
5. Vandalism/Shenanigans: Use park police to address any "shenanigans" that go on in the park and park
rangers to parking tickets. Closing the park at night denies many who do full moon night hikes and further
condenses your usage time -- making more congestion problems. Most importantly, empty, closed parks are
EXACTLY what attracts "shenanigans". Much better to have park police and traffic to disrupt these instances
not to mention as a safety for the people who live inside or near these areas. It is another counter-productive
move.
Park police are your answer.
6. Parking: Leave all the pull outs (42) in place. Again, why would you take actions which create more
parking/traffic issues?
You are creating more traffic congestion. Just because there is not a trailhead there, does not mean it cannot be
a natural place to stop and enjoy the park or park to walk to a trailhead. Expand parking where it is naturally
allowable.
7. No to theme park additions: Things like gondolas, hanging walkways,
big metal blue frame advertisements, ferris wheels, plastic pony rides, merry go rounds or any attractions
whichcreate a less natural atmosphere in the park. I mean, honestly, this is historic public open space which is
the habitat of the entire food chain of wildlife in Colorado including endangered species like the Mexican
Spotted Owl.
Last, we see you added a marketing budget to promote the canyon....first, how do you have the money for all
these goodies when you could not afford 2 guys and a truck to pick up trash in Strawberry Fields, and, second,
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how does that square with a park that you claim is "loved to death" -- which you just reduced by 1/3 by giving
the Broadmoor Strawberry Fields and which you are further constricting if you close pull outs, roads and
sections of the park? Do you see why everyone is so confused by this "Plan"? The vast majority of ideas are
going to make NCC a zoo and trash the trails and the park. We have a national park called Yosemite. You may
have heard of it. It is a stunner and one of America's shining examples of why the US is such a great nation
protecting these special lands. My daughters did the Half Dome cables there last August. Do you know how one
gets to do the Half Dome cables at Yosemite? You gotta stay up until the wee hours of the night and on multiple
days apply for permits until you hopefully get one. They only allow 200 people per day to access that trail. The
Donohue Pass has a cap of 45 hikers per day. Again, the Cambridge Dictionary defines stewardship as
this: stewardship, noun, 1. The way in which someone controls or organizes something. 2. care or
management.
Cambridge usage in a sentence:
The team has fallen to new lows under his stewardship.
Why do you think Yosemite takes the approach of issuing permits to pretty small numbers, actually? Do you
think it has to do with protection of the natural resources?
Your Parks website state this is your mission: ...open spaces that contribute to the department's mission to
enhance the quality of life for its residents. Does this basket of commercialization goodies serve your mission
which is for the quality of life for the residents, your constituents, or is it to serve the interests of tourists and
corporations?
Yosemite Maroon Bells Hanging Lake North Cheyenne Cañon
# Visitors Annually

3,853,484

380,000

365,000

450,000

10,557

1,041

1,000

1,233

748,426

181,000

760

1260

Daily Area Dispersement (Acres/ Daily Visitor)

70.9

173.9

0.76

1.022

Miles of trails

750

175

1.2

20

0.071

0.168

0.001

0.016

# Visitors Daily
Acres

Daily Trail Dispersement (Miles of trails/Daily Visitor)

As illustrated by the above chart NCC is already FAR worse than Yosemite (gigantic park) and Maroon Bells in
terms of acreage and trail dispersement of visitors. In the case of Yosemite, one will encounter a visitor every
70 acres in wilderness hiking and every .07 miles in trails. For Maroon Bells it's every .168 trail miles. For
NCC, it is a visitor every .016 miles on trails and every acre of land -- far more congested than parks who have
restrictions in place or are implementing them. Hanging Lake has similar density problems to North
Cheyenne Canon -- and you know what they are doing? They just implemented a CAP reducing the number
from 1,000 to 615 per day. NCC gets more visitors annually than Maroon Bells (450,000 versus 380,000), and
Maroon Bells 111 TIMES the size of NCC with 181,000 acres versus NCCs now 1626 acres. Do you know what
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Maroon Bells is doing in terms of visitors? Like Yosemite, they are restricting access NOT promoting more
and trying to accommodate every visitor at every moment in time. Think about it, Maroon Bells is starting to
put permit caps on camping in a 181,000 acre area which gets FEWER visitor than NCC - an area which has the
highest dispersement of the 4 parks analyzed with a visitor every 173 acres, and they are STILL implementing
caps, and you are advocating pouring more people into an area (you made smaller by a 1/3 giving away
Strawberry Fields) which already gets 70,000 more visitors a year on 1/111th the area of Maroon
Bells. Crazy. So, Yosemite, Maroon Bells, Hanging Lake --- they are all imposing visitor caps and limits (good
park stewardship) while you are proposing more visitors plus advertising and promoting so even more people
will come. Does that make ANY sense? Do you think one of our nation's most revered public parks, Yosemite,
which has a $20 million foundation, the Yosemite Conservancy, doing research, trail maintenance, wildlife
conservation and overall park stewardship supportiing it knows what they are doing? Or, do you think these
parks are issuing restrictions just to be meanies? Ironically, NCC is older than Yosemite -- this is an historic
open space -- it is not some theme park to be gentrified and exploited for commercial gain.
Here's your solution:
1. Full Lot Notices: Post full lot notices on the website with text alert notifications to those who sign up and
a sign at the entrance. On those rare holiday weekends when Mt Cutler, the Gold Camp lot and Helen Hunt
ares get busy, people will be alerted.
2. Park Police: Hire park police and give rangers parking ticket privileges. "Shenanigans and parking
violations" solved.
3. Leave the rest as is: Make no other changes other than maybe adding trails over time, but it is really
pretty well trailed as it is.
4. Horse blinders: Provide horse blinders to Broadmoor guests (I suggest emerald green satin with a big gold
embroidered "B" in cursive) which they can don should there be any of the "undesirables", as they have been
described to many citizens, picnicking along Mesa or hiking in the "Interpretive Areas" or areas which abut or
are visible from 7 Falls or Strawberry Fields. The bus drivers, upon seeing any "undesirables" nearby, can alert
guests to please quickly put on their horse blinders until they are notified all is clear and safe. And, if
Strawberry becomes a horseback riding area (6 rides a day at 15 horses equals 1,080 hikers on those trails a
day!, btw.....talk about trampling trails), I will take a pair of those horse blinders as well to block out the slew
of rich visitors trampling over historic public lands.
Easy, simple and cost-effective. Both this process and the end result are an insult to the people you
represent. Branson is where you are taking us -- and while some may think that is a nice place to visit, no one
wants to live next to theme parks, and it destroys property values (as your own park economic impact study
you presented at, naturally, the Broadmoor last year illustrated). More crime, more pollution, trampling
trails, and displacement of wildlife -- this is not good stewardship of historic public lands nor is it geared
towards better serving the residents of Colorado Springs or, frankly, the visitors who will find a much less
pleasurable outdoor experience than what we have today. Once again, you possess the power to
redirect...to make the right call and protect our historic public lands.
Warmest regards,
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(name removed)
3/16/2018
My apologies, I failed to include City Council in this. Resending copying them as well in
case there are comments to made, they should see them.
(name removed)
3/16/2018
(email addresses of city staff and news outlets removed)
Mayor Suthers,
This is just the short list. There are so many reasons for dumping the current draft of the North Cheyenne Cañon
Master Plan that one email will not suffice.
You can look forward to more.
Park Roadways, Parking and Circulation: Every day there are private, commercial vehicles which travel to Seven
Falls on both Mesa Ave and the South Cheyenne Canyon Road. All three of the proposals (B1, B2 and B3) for the
south canyon have Mesa Ave closed to all but Broadmoor shuttles. Two of the three proposals (B2 and B3) show
the South Cheyenne Canyon Road also closed to vehicular traffic. If both roads are closed how then will these
private commercial vehicles access Seven Falls? Special permission to travel on Mesa? With authority granted by
whom? Why would these private, non-Broadmoor vehicles be admitted and no others?
This is not to even mention that emergency access to Seven Falls in an evacuation scenario from the one-way-inand-out box canyon will be reduced by a full 50% if the "loop" no longer exists. That is flat out dangerous and
highly irresponsible.
Is the closing of a city street to all but the vehicles of one private business unprecedented? Can Parks point to
another such arrangement in Colorado Springs either now or in the past?
Use of the word “shenanigans" (mischief) suggests a minor law enforcement issue. Why institute a drastic
locked-gates-and-fences solution for a minor problem which should rightly be in the hands of law enforcement?
Additional impervious surface area in the form of parking lots now not there will unquestionably increase the
rapidity and severity of creek flooding and thus potentially devastating damage to homes downstream.
As of this writing the United Staes Geological Survey has not been consulted w/r to relocation of South
Cheyenne Creek. Water flow data in that area is critical to the safety of homes and businesses downstream in a
flood situation. It is the USGS who collects that data stream-side in the south canyon.
This may or may not be the park director’s first master plan exercise here in Colorado Springs. I have not yet
checked. But it clearly represents a drastic departure from any sensibilities to the land itself. That sensibility has
always been the hallmark of master planning of parks in Colorado Springs and cannot be set aside in the name
tourist revenue. It is the heart of our parks that you put at risk when tourism and revenue take precedence over
the land. If you ruin North Cheyenne Cañon Park - particularly at it’s all-important gateway - the tourists will not
come.
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(name removed)
PS Not all of the stakeholders in this master planning process were contacted (at any time). The draft is now
being presented to the Parks Advisory Board without their critical input. Based on this fact alone I submit that
the draft is not ready for presentation to the board.

3/17/2018
I use the park at least twice a week in warm weather, mountain biking accessed via the Chutes from the
neighborhood below. Three areas of concern:
1-Gold Camp road surface: The gravel surface is very important to the character of the canyon and the driving
experience and encourages slower speeds. Paving would increase speeds and traffic counts. Convenience to
autos would create greater hazard for the large numbers of hikers and bikers who share the trail with cars. The
cost to pave and upgrade drainage system would be very high and installation would cause damage to areas
skirting the road. I’d rather see the scarce monies used to improve and extend trails, particularly in the bottom
of the canyon and on the south side. Dust control: At one time, mag choride was used for dust control. Is it
considered too harmful to nearby trees to use regularly?
2-Reducing pullouts: the existing pullouts are well dispersed and provide a convenient short-term stops and for
visitor photo opportunities. I’d suggest not removing all of them but instead, blocking the social trailheads and
posting the spaces for short-term parking only.
3-Downhill mountain biking dedicated trails: I acknowledge a conflict between high-speed downhill mountain
bikers and other users but they are a relatively small percentage of all users. The downhill subset of riders
consistently show little regard for other users of the trails by their lack of trail courtesy and their high-speed
descents on blind curve trails. The Chutes is heavily used by casual bikers and hikers and should not be removed
as a trail option for all, thus penalizing those users by dedicating it solely to the downhill crowd. Better posting
to encourage control of speed and trail courtesy should be adequate to remind all users to show consideration.
(name removed)
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3/17/2018
I write to share my feedback on the subject plan. Having attended one public meeting, talked with many
citizens, and finally read through the draft plan, I offer the following comments:
1. This plan is low on recommendations, and recommendations listed are rarely specific and allow for the the
Parks Department to unilaterally make final decisions. This does not engender trust in our city and is not
responsive to the needs of our citizens.
2. The plan is 118 pages long, and the actual data and recommendations do not begin until page page 64.
Readers must wade through so many pages, backup, and fluff, that it is difficult to find the meat of the
document. If this document is truly meant to inform the citizens then it should at the very least include an area
where all recommendations are summarized, while including process and timelines for each recommendation.
3. The plan mentions attachments/appendices but these items are not included at the end of the document.
4. I am most concerned with the planned and possible roadway changes, as it is unclear what changes with
occur. Whether true or not, this looks purposeful on the part of the Parks Department so they can work with
Public Works to affect whatever changes they deem appropriate. With the substantive public process, there
should be no ambiguity in these road changes. Since it’s difficult to understand the three maps provided (which
are very small) I have listed the changes I do and don't support.
a. While I support the use of public shuttles to move people within the park for temporary use during the
high summer season and for events, I do not support the closing of any of the roadways to be used for
the private use of the Broadmoor or other private entity. I also do not support closing or shortening any
trials that allow the Broadmoor its exclusive access to our trails. Any future shuttle service should be
approved by the Parks Board as a modification to the master plan.
b. I support a parking fee in the canyon
c. I do not support an advanced reservation system as this will benefit those who know the system.
Entrance should be on a first come, first served basis.
5. Lastly, although there was discussion on the idea of having at least one trail set aside for off-leash animals,
the draft plan does not include any support for this amenity. I strongly recommend the plan add at least one
trail that allows off-leash dogs.
Thanks for your time.
(name removed)
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3/17/2018
Please Keep Nature Natural --- North Cheyenne Canon

(name removed)
3/17/2018
i am distraught and offended that our city leaders would disregard the will of the people as designated by a vote
over a century ago to give city land to private enterprises, it seems to be done. And was a done deal before it
was rolled out to the public. To further offer our city lands to the hotel or to restrict access to what is left of
Cheyenne Canon park for the sake of making it a less wild more commercially attractive place in the eyes of
those who do not come for wild experiences is a further offense. We may be behind most major cities and
towns when it comes to spending money on the parks. However, commercialization is not the way to improve
this. It seems to me that the Mayor and the City Council do not really care about the citizens who vote and pay
taxes on this issue but rather businesses and tourists seem be the concern. We did not vote for you to take
outside interests as priority. We did not vote for you to close of parks and “gentrify” nature. We voted for you to
improve the beauty and prosperity of the city while maintaining the freedom of access to that beauty. I am
against this proposal and will continue to rally citizens against this proposal. Just like the big blue sign, this
proposal has poor execution, poor communication, and is not for the citizens of Colorado Springs. Do not
proceed with the proposal. I have given you my input and suggestions to improve the Cheyenne Canyon area.
(name removed)
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3/17/2018
Dear Mayor Suthers, City Council, and Parks Department,
I must object most strenuously to the draft of the new NCC MasterPlan. This is a blank check that allows the
parks department to do whatever it wishes over the next 10-15 years to a beautiful and valuable resource of
Colorado Springs. It is a major and egregious departure from all previous Master plans. The 1999 Master plan
outlined specific plans and recommendations. Please refer to the 1999 North Cheyenne Canon Master
Plan, pg 42-48 for Lower Canon, Middle Canon, and Upper Canon recommendations, numbered and listed
specifically and succinctly. In contrast, this "plan" consists of a "toolbox" of "8 conceptual approaches" which
allow for a variety of possibilities for the future without details or fiscal feasibility. Furthermore it is stated in
this plan that, "any decision to engage or not engage the public input beyond this master planning process is at
the discretion of Parks", (pg 65) meaning that any one of these myriad options can be acted on at any time. The
"public process" so far seems to have been a waste of time, since the feedback that was given has been ignored,
despite claims to the contrary, and most initial options still reside in the plan. One glaring example: shuttles. It
is stated in the Master Plan that, "A Park access shuttle, either summer or all-year, was strongly supported by
the public process participants in the October meeting". (pg 67). This interpretation is quite surprising,
considering that the first group responses to shuttles in the Management Toolbox Options only garnered 18% (
for a year round shuttle) to 27% (for summer only shuttle) approval, according to the pie chart handed out by
the City itself at the Oct 17th meeting. (See above attachment). This is NOT "strong support" no matter how the
numbers or the graph are manipulated (please note the tilting of the graph so that it appears that the shuttles
pie is bigger!). The organizers assured us that "they heard the public loud and clear" when an outcry against
shuttles was made. And yet, the options for a shuttle persists and continues to reside in the plan, despite public
outcry. See pg 56 , "allow for a future shuttle facility". In fact, the initial presentation of the Master Plan looks
remarkably similar to the final draft, with most options ( with the exclusion of gondolas and rerouting the creek)
included but none designated as a final recommendation. Close half of the South Cheyenne Canon Loop and
gate off and prohibit public use on the other half, giving access only to Broadmoor buses? (Toolbox options 8.2
or 8.3 )? Still in the Master Plan as an option. Sterilize the south canon loop? Still in the plan. Close a beautiful
and popular meadow that has been hiked for years ( the "interpretive area" now renamed the "Natural
Preservation Area), and which was the public choice for the Chamberlain Trail that happens to overlook
Strawberry Fields? Suspension bridges? Still in the Master Plan as options. The marketing pages to promote
the NCC smacks of the famous " blue sign", also a marketing option, albeit a failed one. Buried in the plan are
the options for private vehicle entrance fees, parking fees as well as a plan for concessions. I do not want NCC
to turn into Branson or Disneyland and I find this Master Plan to be a sad substitute for previous straightforward
approaches. The public of Colorado Springs who use and value open space deserve specific PLANS in a Master
Plan, not a hodgepodge of options that can be used to rationalize or justify any changes made in the future.
One final and somewhat unrelated note. I have found in 2 different conversations with (your consultant) that
she is easily annoyed by questions and can quickly become defensive if these ideas are challenged. When I gave
her some of my above feedback last week (the consultant) first remarked that it was too bad I had not read the
Masterplan, and then told me that it was a shame that I did not understand the plan. When I responded that I
had both read and understood it she told me that she would no longer talk to me, turned on her heel and left
with her colleague. I had a similar response from her during a phone conversation 2 months ago when she was
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in her office. I found this to be immature and unprofessional and would like to point out that if the person who
is charged with handling public feedback is unable to interact with the public in a polite manner, then perhaps
she is not the right person or business executive for the job,
(name removed)
3/17/2018
I finally sat down to write you all something today. It was going to be an email, that I could also turn into a letter
to the editor. Instead, it came out in the form of a poem.
Here it is. Thank you for taking the time to read it.
Sincerely,
(name removed)
I sit with my notebook and write at a wobbly,
splintery picnic table, one of many under
this public pavilion. At least some underpaid
city employee was told to paint them brown.
Through the scrub oaks, I see: four
old ladies with hiking poles and sun hats,
three hardcore mountain bikers, a snake
of multi-generational hikers, two deer grazing,
a young couple from Palmer Park stringing
up a hammock, an elder couple with binoculars,
a mother and teenage daughter looking for a trash
can in which to place their pooch's poop.
I scramble up a short social trail to the mesa
above the pavilion, and there it is: a spectacular
view of Strawberry Fields, where King Philip
plots his Broadmooresque stable and party picnic venue.
Up here, I watch a hawk hover, hear a bluebird
call, and discover a decomposing coyote.
Below, in the south canyon, I watch white whales shuttle
up and down, as a blaring ambulance struggles
upstream towards Seven Falls. The trails
on this wild and unnamed mesa below Mt. Cutler
are slated to be closed in the new Master Plan -a plan meant to deflect from the city's neglect.
What should a Master Plan have? What does a City Park need?
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Closed public roads? More trailheads and parking lots for tourists?
Private-public partnerships where somebody profits?
Ideas that will never be funded because we can't even afford to take care of what we've got?
Nah. What we really need is simple and more cost-effective than that:
picnic tables made from those newfangled recycled weather-resistant materials
pullout parking areas that make the creek and its coolth easily accessible to all
trail systems that respect and reflect the needs of the locals who use them
a limited number of cars, but only during peak summer weekends
a regular maintenance crew to keep the picnic areas beautiful
friendly city park rangers to enforce the rules
a budget that reflects our values
trash cans near picnic sites
clean, open restrooms
and above all else...
that playground
you promised
the children
in 2003,
but never
built.

3/17/2018
NCC Draft Master Plan Comments
Things we are in favor of:
1. We like the idea of keeping Starsmore open year-round; visitors to the canon will be happy that the restrooms
and drinking water are available, we’re sure.
2. Closing the park at night with secure gates, while allowing access for residents, is very
important. At the end of the summer in 2017, there were several people every night carcamping in the cañon in
the pull-outs and trailheads.
3. Bilingual (English/Spanish) signs in the park is an excellent idea. Last summer we had a lot of Hispanic visitors.
4. We are all in favor of the planned bridge replacements. The professional stone mason hired by the city to do
work on the new Evans Ave. bridge did a beautiful job. We’re sure that the new bridges will be just as attractive
and a lot safer than the old ones.
5. It is very important to address the social trail which goes from the upper overlook at the
Silver Cascade Falls Trail to Gold Camp Road. There is a huge amount of erosion occurring
because of it. This causes a big problem on the Silver Cascade Trail right before the overlook, especially after
every large rainstorm, when a huge quantity of gravel washes onto the trail as cascading water runs down from
Gold Camp Road. The trail itself also washes out. A retaining wall needs to be built up there on the south side of
Buffalo Creek to preserve the trail and prevent visitors from sliding down into the creek.
What we are opposed to:
6. Extending water & sewage utilities up to Helen Hunt Falls would be very expensive. The
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money could be much better spent on maintenance, signage, visitor safety, and staff salaries.
Most visitors accept the porta-potties as part of their Rocky Mountain experience!
Very important improvements which need to be addressed, but were not mentioned in the Draft
Master Plan:
7. A new park entry gate portal is mentioned, but without including the addition of an
informational pull-out with a large “no trailers or large RVs” sign, plus other important
information about the park.
8. The wall next to Helen Hunt Falls with “Bruin Inn” written on it is badly bowed out. If it gets washed out, the
whole hillside above it will follow. Something needs to be done about this dangerous condition.
9. There is a huge volume of traffic on the Silver Cascade Trail. It is very popular with Colorado Springs residents
as well as out-of-state and out-of-country visitors. This is a real high point for many people during their visit to
our city, or for residents who are bringing their out-oftown visitors to NCC City Park. Yet, the trail is not well
maintained, and the fence from the top of the trail down to its midpoint is a joke. Let’s show some respect for
visitors and residents alike and build a secure fence to the top, and provide timely maintenance for this very
attractive asset!
10. Striping the road up the cañon is vital to improving safety on that road, but was not
mentioned specifically in the draft master plan.
(name removed)
3/17/2018
Dear MasterPlanners,
Please be reminded that respected past and present member of Parks and Recreation Department, The Parks
Board, TOPS, and TOSC the master planing process and associated Land Exchange were and are corrupt,
misguided, ill-conceived, and harmful to the stated goals of our parks and city.
(Citizen name removed)’s comprehensive review of the Master Plan hits several points that bear
serious consideration.
This whole Broadmoor/City endeavor reminds me of a time bomb placed by the unwitting. Shame on all of
you.
Good luck,
(name removed)
Apologies to all: The first sentence is now in English.
Begin forwarded message: (same text repeated)
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3/18/2018
After you have given away my public park to a private entity.
After you have made it so I can not access my public park.
After my park serves only the tourist passing thru.
After my park is only accessible to those who can pay.
How will we ever get back what was mine?
You have a mish mash plan, that is not a plan but a give away to private enterprise.
Fund our parks at the levels they deserve. Honor our ancestors who valued parks. Keep our parks open to the
citizens. That is what makes Colorado Springs a place worth living.
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Dear Mayor Suthers and Master Plan Consultants,
The new draft of the North Cheyenne Canyon Park (NCCP) master plan is seriously flawed. It is a bucket list of
options and tools that amount to ruinous overreach, some of which defy common sense (and make just about
anything possible). The Canyon, first and foremost, should be left in its natural state -- as much as is still
possible. There is no need to introduce noisy, fume-emitting shuttles, or to blast away its ancient granite walls to
accommodate those same shuttles, or to redirect the flow of snow-fed South Cheyenne Creek, or to strap large
and disfiguring cantilevered walkways and bridges to the canyon walls.
(Note to: (staff name removed), Would you please forward these comments to members of the Parks Board.)
Let carrying capacity determine what decisions are made about NCCP. Indeed, let the existent parking areas and
pullouts, re-lined with marked spaces for efficiency, determine the number of visitors admitted into the canyon
at any given time. This is a small, narrow space we're talking about. It's also an area noted for wildlife
diversity. For these reasons and others, it makes sense to limit the numbers -- and not see how many people we
can shoehorn in.
And, by the way, it is not the job of the City parks department to market for more tourists and then propose a
major engineering overhaul of a spectacular natural feature simply to accommodate them. It should be
remembered too that the park belongs to City's residents. It is they who voted to save it in 1885, who have
raised money and contributed sweat equity to steward it, and who continue to pay taxes for its support.
Many of the proposals in the 130-page, 2018 NCCP master plan were not received with enthusiasm by all of the
100 to 150 individuals who attended the planning sessions. I suspect a majority of city residents if asked to vote
on some of these proposals, aside from some of the trail improvements, would undoubtedly give them a
thumbs down. Already over 3,500 people have signed a petition on Change.org, against the heartily disliked
proposals to enlarge the North Canyon road and introduce shuttle buses; not to mention, to shut down a large
portion of South Cheyenne Canyon to the public.
The effort to cut off parts of Mesa Avenue to benefit the Broadmoor, to remove picnic areas along South
Canyon Road, and to sterilize the beautiful area at the base of Mount Cutler, making it off limits, is an act of
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economic discrimination against lower income families and ethnic minorities, who regularly enjoy picnics along
the South Canyon loop. The picnic sites located there are convenient, scenic, well-laid out, easy to get to,
relatively private, and ideal for family gatherings (As for shenanigans, park police should be on hand when
needed.)
The idea that the area below Mount Cutler is an "interpretive site" stretches credulity. As one respected local
historian, a third-generation Colorado Springs native who knows the land well, has pointed out there is no build
up of residual soil deposits at this site that would hide significant finds. And given the numbers of social trails in
the area, it's a pretty safe assumption that important Native American structures or artifacts on the site would
have been found long ago.
Let me remind you of a bit of history regarding NCCP. In the spring of 1883, Colorado College president E.P.
Tenney erected a series of toll gates in North Cheyenne Canyon, land which the College had purchased as a real
estate investment to raise money for the financially strapped college. A Congregational minister, Tenney
believed that in raising money for education he was "Doing the Business for God."
Here's what angry citizens had to say about Tenney's widely hated tolls. In 1883 "A Working Woman"
complained that the canyons were not open on Sunday. In a letter to the Gazette, she lamented the fact that the
canyons were the "natural breathing space" of the town and that to deprive working people of access on their
only day off was a "public Calamity." Another outraged citizen protested that this was not God's work in the
"way the Bible taught." Is history about to repeat itself?
Traditionally master plans are conducted after a piece of land has been saved. Because of the lawsuit filed by
Save Cheyenne against the City/Broadmoor, the title to Strawberry Fields is clouded. That means that if the
lawsuit, which will be filed as an appeal to the State Supreme Court (a Writ of Certiorari) in just a few days, is
successful, a master plan, which includes Strawberry Fields, will have to be redrafted.
Some, if not all of the trail changes proposed in the 2018 NCCP Master Plan, are good ones. But leave the
canyon intact. It belongs to the residents of Colorado Springs. It is our park. As for the road, it is well-designed
to fit the narrow, winding, stream-carved canyon. It limits traffic and keep speeds down. Again, it's all about
carrying capacity. And, it's also about considering the needs and preferences of the people who actually live
here.
Sincerely,
(name removed)
3/18/2018
To the NCC Master Plan Team -Per the announced NCC master plan process, following are comments I would like to have considered in
finalizing the proposed NCC master plan. I make these comments from the perspective of having hiked every
official (and unofficial) trail in the Canyon many times over during the past twenty-plus years and from eleven
years spent on both the TOPS Working Committee and the Parks Advisory Board.
Note to (staff name removed): Would you please forward these comments to the members of the Parks Board
for whom I don't have email addresses and to appropriate Parks Department staff members. Thanks.
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Let me start with two general comments which don't apply directly to the master plan, but to the timing of this
exercise and the funding of its implementation:
This is a plan that should have been done before the Broadmoor/City land exchange was considered. Had this
been done, the citizens (who are the true owners of our parks and open spaces) would have had a chance
weigh-in on what they wanted done with the totality of North Cheyenne Canyon Park including the one-third of
the oldest and most historic part of the park that was gratuitously offered up to the Broadmoor.
This obviously didn't happen. I would further argue now that with the land swap still under litigation, the
planning exercise should have been deferred until after the legal process has run its course. As it is, we now
have a plan that includes land the City many not ultimately own and excludes land the City may ultimately be
judged to still own. This a potential waste of public resources in doing the plan now.
My second general comment is about the initial funding package for the plan's implementation -- $200,000 from
TOPS, divided $100,000 from the "parks account" and a second $100,000 from the "open space account." The
latter was apparently justified by the inclusion of the Stratton Open Space and the recently TOPS-purchased
Powell property in the plan. However, once the planing exercise was underway, it was further announced that
in Stratton only "trail connectivity" would be considered because this property already had a just-completed
management plan. $100,000 worth of trail connectivity? Likewise, the 37 acres of the Powell property appears
to be an equally minimal part of the plan. What we have here is a totally inappropriate raid on the TOPS open
space account.
Now to the plan itself:
Having known, worked with and liked (consultant name removed) and her colleagues for many years, it pains me
to have to say that I believe this is the most frustrating parks master plan I have ever seen -- despite all the
beautiful pictures, graphics, excellent historical background (okay, mostly taken from the previous NCC plan) and
a number of eminently sensible trail enhancement proposals.
What is wrong? First of all, the plan is basically a grab bag and a blank check for the Parks staff. Things that are
ruled out in one part of the plan reappear as options later. Example: four highly unpopular road/traffic
realignment options are ruled out in the beginning of the plan, but then largely reappear as parts of the socalled "toolbox."
The draft plan's treatment of what is left of the South Canyon in the park is equally duplicitous. If toolbox option
8.3 is implemented (and it is listed as the preferred option), the South Canyon will be closed to all but foot or
bicycle traffic. I know from personal observation that this is a part of the park, with its convenient roadside
pullout picnic areas, that is heavily used by people from all parts of our community -- and particularly by many
lower income families. Social justice?
Likewise, the sterilization of the beautiful mesa below Mount Cutler which separates the North and South
Canyons (see the final picture in the draft plan) seems totally counter-productive. At a time when we face
increased user pressures in the Canyon, one reasonable solution would be to disperse usage to underutilized
areas -- particularly nearby and easily accessible parts of the park. The Cutler mesa is such an area -- as was
Strawberry Fields. Earlier in the plan process, the Cutler mesa was deemed to be an "interpretive area." In the
draft plan it is now labeled as a "natural resource area" -- and seems to be equally off-limits. I understand there
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have been some vague suggestions of Native American archeological finds on the mesa, but when the planning
team and City staff have been questioned, no specifics have been provided. And, I suspect the same claim could
be made about any other part of the park -- or other City-owned open spaces such as Red Rock Canyon.
In the interest of not being totally negative, I must say that there are a numbers of things about the proposed
expanded trail network that make good sense and which I like. However, I do have three specific concerns:
First, the proposed creekside trail in the North Canyon: There was once such a trail, but for many years now
that trail has been today's paved road. To cram in a second trail now which inevitably will require blasting of
canyon walls and/or cantilevered walkway seems both unnecessarily intrusive and destructive. And, yes, we do
already have the Columbine trail for anyone who wants to walk from Helen Hunt Falls to Starsmore.
Second, the proposed turning of the Chutes in the Stratton Open Space into a one way downhill bicycle-only trail
and the creation of a further downhill bicycle trail down to the Ridgeway trailhead is unwise and will result in
user conflicts. The lower (dog) reservoir area is the most heavily used part of the Stratton Open Space. Think
dogs and people everywhere. I also question whether a high-speed downhill bicycle trail from the reservoir to
the Ridgeway trailhead can be done in a sustainable manner. It was only twenty years ago that the entire route
of the trail was dug up for a CSU water pipeline. Since then, this land has been closed to the public as a
"reclamation area." And, has anyone consulted the neighbors whose properties back-up to this land?
Finally, back to the Mount Cutler mesa. The Chamberlain trail has long been a Parks Department priority. (Its
extension further south through Broadmoor-owned land was a major justification for the land swap.) The
current newest part of that trail -- the connection from the reservoir area on the Stratton Open Space down to
the North Cheyenne Canyon Road -- is spectacular and very popular with cyclists and hikers alike. An equally
spectacular option for the next part of the trail would have been to take it (using the present link to the lower
Columbine trail) across the North Canyon road, then across the creek using the existing historic stone bridge,
and then traverse it up to the mesa where it would stay high until it traversed back down to the South Canyon
Creek just east of the Seven Falls gate. From there it ideally would cut up into the Strawberry Fields property
where it would continue to traverse to the south and east above the lovely Strawberry Fields meadow. (Such a
trail routing in Strawberry Fields was recently identified in the Broadmoor/NES Strawberry "Hill" plan
proposal.) As I just said, it would have been spectacular. Instead, the Chamberlain trail is being routed down to
the Starsmore Center and then south parallel to Evans Avenue where it would link into the southeast corner of
Strawberry Fields. This routing will be congested and boring. I believe the trail around Starsmore is already a
"dismount" area.
I will end with a few words about "marketing." This is the first parks master plan I can recall to give this much
emphasis to marketing. Why are we proposing this extra effort to cram even more visitors into a place with a
very finite carrying capacity? This makes about as much sense as the infamous big blue frame that briefly
adorned the Garden of the Gods.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
(name removed)
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3/18/2018
As a neighbor and frequent user of north Cheyenne canon and Stratton open space, I do oppose any part of the
plan that would restrict access to the canon and open space during off peak hours, such as a one way shuttle. I
also oppose adding any parking lots or structures inside the current park boundaries which would damage or
otherwise impact the natural setting of the park. Please consider the values of quiet, nature and access as you
move forward.
Thank you,
(name removed)
Sent from my iPhone
3/18/2018
Good afternoon!
I was up at Helen Hunt Falls & the Silver Cascade Trail this morning and was overjoyed to see that a retaining
wall has been built on the creek side of the uppermost part of Silver Cascade Trail! This wall makes the trail
much safer for visitors and much less of a chore to maintain.
Thanks for making this important improvement! Please add this e-mail to our comments on the Draft Master
Plan.
(name removed)
3/18/2018
This city continues to let down its citizens with stupid, money-hungry decisions. Broadmoor clearly does not care
about our community and money only. Just look at the Cog Railway for Christ’s sake, it could be shut down for
good?! And now you want to give them NCC. Wtf. If anything make NCC a STATE PARK!
1. Buses: No to buses - ever. Full lots mean full trails. It is a natural park protection. We should not crowd the
park on the three busy holiday weekends over the summer. If it is full, people can find something else to do.
Create an online and text notification system to alert people when certain lots are full and post updates on a
digital a sign at front entrance.
2. Roads: No to giving the Broadmoor a road or closing the road between Starsmore and 7 Falls. They can
create a bus turn around on their own land inside their gate at 7 Falls, and should they end up with
Strawberry Fields, on their land at Strawberry Fields. It displaces low income families who heavily use those
picnic areas all summer long. These people will have fewer picnic areas and have to schlep their strollers,
coolers, gear across trails while Broadmoor guests ride in luxury straight to their destination. It is the worst
kind of elitism. Further, it exacerbates traffic issues eliminating a natural dispersement of cars and people.
Most importantly, it is a fire hazard. We already had one fire in 7 Falls. We asked one of the local fire
department's their opinion, and they want that road open with two way traffic able to exit the area in
multiple directions - not a gated road closed to the public. http://www.kktv.com/content/news/Firefightersbattling-structure-fire-at-Seven-Falls-438707023.html
3. Pavilion above Starsmore: No to tearing down the family picnic and wedding pavilion above Starsmore
which has been used by many over the years for special events. This is one of the only spots in North
Cheyenne Canon where the public can affordably gather and host private events at low costs in a secluded
setting. No to reclaiming nearby trails which has been used by hikers of all races, religions and income levels
for the last 120 years.
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4. Vandalism/Shenanigans: Use park police to address any "shenanigans" that go on in the park and park
rangers to parking tickets. Closing the park at night denies many who do full moon night hikes and further
condenses your usage time -- making more congestion problems. Most importantly, empty, closed parks are
EXACTLY what attracts "shenanigans". Much better to have park police and traffic to disrupt these instances
not to mention as a safety for the people who live inside or near these areas. It is another counterproductive move.
5. Parking: Leave all the pull outs (42) in place. Again, why would you take actions which create more
parking/traffic issues? You are creating more traffic congestion. Just because there is not a trailhead there,
does not mean it cannot be a natural place to stop and enjoy the park or park to walk to a trailhead. Expand
parking where it is naturally allowable.
6. No to theme park additions: Things like gondolas, hanging walkways, (ferris wheels and merry go rounds -kidding they did not suggest it, but might as well given where we are heading) create an less natural
atmosphere in the park.
Do not screw this up.
Thank you for your time.
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Below and also in the attached file are the comments submitted on behalf of the Pikes Peak Group of the Sierra
Club regarding the draft North Cheyenne Canon Master Plan.
(citizen name removed), Conservation Chair
On behalf of the Pikes Peak Group of the Sierra Club, representing members in Colorado Springs and the Pikes
Peak Region, I must strongly object to the manner in which the public participation portion of the North
Cheyenne Canon master planning process has been conducted and concluded. We do not believe that the
public was afforded a full and meaningful opportunity to participate in this final phase of the development of
the master plan. The plan itself contains serious flaws which need to be addressed and for which further public
input is not merely desirable, but necessary. We hope and insist that the public be given a full and fair
opportunity to participate in the process to address these shortcomings.
Inadequate Public Participation
Several factors impeded, or are impeding, the public’s ability to participate to a necessary and appropriate
degree:
1. On Tuesday, March 6th, the City held an open house from 6:00 to 7:30 at Cheyenne Mountain High School to
reveal the draft North Cheyenne Canon Park Master Plan. This was the only meeting scheduled to permit
comment on the draft plan. Despite numerous objections from the public, the meeting was held on the same
night as the Colorado Precinct Caucuses at a time which overlapped with the caucuses, posing a substantial
impediment to citizens who might wish to participate in both events. City staff refused to change the open
house date to avoid this conflict.
2. The March 6th meeting used an “open house” format, by which members of the public could circulate to
various informational stations to learn about various aspects of the draft plan and make comments to City staff
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at those stations, but had no opportunity to make public comments to attendees as a whole. No formal
presentation was given by City staff to explain how matters raised at prior public meetings had been addressed.
3. The draft plan was not released for public review and response until the night of the March 6th meeting and
was not posted online until the following day, making it impossible for members of the public to prepare
knowledgeable comments or objections to present at the open house.
4. Responses to the draft plan are only being considered if received by March 18, less than two weeks after the
plan was released.
We note in this regard that the draft Master Plan is available online as a 130-page, 31 megabyte file. The
Introduction to the Management Plan is an additional 30-page, 4.7 megabyte file, and the Appendices are a 235page, 54 megabyte file. Twelve days is not adequate time to review such documents in detail and prepare
comprehensive comments, particularly for citizens who have work or other time commitments. Nor, for that
matter, was an hour-and-a-half open house enough time to deal with all of the questions that likely would have
been raised, had the plan been available for prior review.
We are particularly concerned regarding this limited opportunity for public comment because so many
questions were left unanswered by prior public meetings. Questions were raised at the two public workshops,
on January 25th and February 1, regarding road construction, traffic control, impacts to adjoining
neighborhoods, possible closure of portions of the park current road system to vehicles, and possible imposition
of a shuttle bus system. Many of these concerns are not answered in the draft plan documents, or are left for
future determination.
Traffic, Parking, and Congestion Concerns
The draft Master Plan notes that traffic, congestion and parking concerns were the most frequently mentioned
concerns. Despite this, they are one of the least developed portions of the draft.
Four proposals for dealing with traffic management were presented at the January 25th workshop. These four
“scenarios” were: 1. “Safety Improvements” including widening of the road at constrained roadway segments;
“Safety Improvements with Cantilevered Trail” adding an engineered trail to the road corridor; “Safety
Improvements with Signalized Segments” allowing traffic to proceed one way at a time through constrained
road segments; “One-Way with Multi-Use Lane” requiring motor vehicle traffic to enter at Starsmore Center and
exit along Gold Camp Road. At the February 1 meeting, the presenters indicated that none of the four proposals
had met with participants’ approval and that the City was going “back to the drawing board.” No additional
concrete proposals were presented as part of the draft Master Plan on March 6th. Rather, the plan proposes a
kind of “mix and match” implementation of various management tools from a “toolbox” consisting of: 1. Follow
Design Guidelines; 2. Improve and optimize parking areas; 3. Reduce pullouts that do not connect to trail
system; 4. Progressive traffic control options; 5. Night closure with gates; 6. Pave Gold Camp Road; 7. Park
access shuttle service; 8. Consider Park entrance to showcase Starsmore Visitor and Nature Center as the park
orientation and interpretation center, allow for future private vehicle control portal, and accommodate future
shuttle service.
The draft Master Plan states, on p. 65:
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The Toolbox includes eight conceptual approaches. The “tools” should be studied further by Park staff to
ensure sustainable site-specific design solutions are implemented. The Management Toolbox was vetted
during the master planning public process, any decision to engage or not engage the public input
beyond this master planning process is at the discretion of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services
management.
Likewise, the draft Management Plan states, on p. 143:
The eight management tools are employable at the discretion of Parks Staff to address traffic and
parking concerns and their associated natural resource impacts and visitor experience impacts.
This is wholly unacceptable. Although traffic was recognized as the most often cited concern and the four
proposed solutions presented at the January 25th public meeting were all found inadequate by participants in
the planning process, the public will have no guaranteed opportunity for input on which of eight “tools” will be
used to solve the problem, nor on how those tools will be applied. One must seriously question whether people
at the January 25th workshop, “vetted” the Management Toolbox, rather than focusing on the four proposals
presented for dealing with the problem. In any case, the participant response clearly did not indicate a desire to
be cut out of any further participation in this crucial element of the planning process, or to allow a solution to be
developed and implemented solely “at the discretion” of Parks, Recreation, and Cultural Services staff.
Several of the proposed “toolbox” options are likely to be highly controversial. Tool 4, “Progressive Traffic
Control Options”, is stated to “include, but are not limited to”: a private vehicle entrance fee; a parking fee
within the Canon; a parking pass system; an advance reservation system; and a first-come-first-served option.
We hope that it is self-evident that in the city which first adopted TABOR, the public would want and expect the
opportunity to comment on a proposal to charge money to enter a park that is presently free to the public. Tool
7, a “Park Access Shuttle System,” is also the kind of proposal the public would want to weigh in on, since it
would limit public access and possibly make much of the park accessible only by walking a long distance or
paying a shuttle fee. Tool 8, “Consider Park Entrance,” is likely to be the most controversial of all. In two of the
three conceptual plan alternatives presented, the City would close South Canon Road, which presently serves a
number of roadside picnic tables; and in one of the alternatives, apparently the “preferred” alternative, the City
would also close Mesa Road, converting it to an access trail and “Gated Shuttle Drive” serving Seven Falls. It
should be self-evident in light of the “Strawberry Fields” controversy that a proposal to limit public access in this
fashion and to exclude the public from the decisionmaking process, while presumably consulting with selected
stakeholders such as The Broadmoor as owner of Seven Falls, would be strongly and rightly opposed.
We cannot overemphasize the importance of having a public-supported traffic management plan in place before
any other final decisions are made regarding the management of North Cheyenne Canon Park. Traffic is
presently a serious concern and proposed amenities such as an expanded trail system and improve facilities in
up-canyon areas such as Helen Hunt Falls, Bruin Picnic Area, and along Gold Camp Road are likely to increase
visitation. To realize the problems that can be created, one has only to go to Manitou Springs and consider the
current situation along Ruxton Avenue: another road going up a narrow canyon where the opening of the
Manitou Incline as a popular recreational destination has resulted in greatly increased visitorship, creating
enormous traffic and parking problems to the detriment of both users and residents in the vicinity. Failure to
address the traffic problem in North Cheyenne Canon could easily lead to the creation of another Ruxton
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Avenue situation. Since none of the proposals put forth by the City’s expert consultants have been found
satisfactory, the City should seriously consider the possibility that extensive expansion of visitor use of North
Cheyenne Canon Park cannot be achieved without creating traffic and congestion problems that are either
insoluble as a practical matter or financially impossible to implement.
Additional Concerns
Although the North Cheyenne Canon Master Plan and the Strawberry Hill Master Plan are being developed
concurrently, and indeed the meeting at which details of the Strawberry Hill plan were first disclosed at a public
meeting on Wednesday March 7th, the day after the North Cheyenne Canon open house, there seems to be
insufficient coordination between the two plans. The Strawberry Hill plan proposes to make the property a
“walk-in” area with no on-site parking for the general public, seeming to contemplate that the public can park in
adjoining neighborhoods or at a Chamberlain Trail parking area to be developed in the southwest portion of
North Cheyenne Canon Park off of Evans Avenue. This parking area is described in the North Cheyenne plan as
simply one of eight “management tools” which might or might not be adopted in the final plan.
We agree with (citizen name removed) that since the Stratton Open Space has already been master planned and
is excluded from the North Cheyenne Canon plan except for some trail connectors and trail use patterns, it
would be highly inappropriate to fund half of the total initial cost of implementing the North Cheyenne Canon
plan out of TOPS Open Space funding.
Sincerely,
(Name and contact information removed)
(Attachment contained the same text)

3/18/2018
Dear Mayor Suthers,
We are writing today to oppose the North Cheyenne Canyon Master Plan. Our family has looked over the plan—
oh, what a flawed scheme it is! In addition, today we read 17 pages of letters to you on a website dealing with
this issue from people who have lived in this area for decades (as have we), who have hiked all the trails (we’ve
hiked quite a few), who have been involved in city government on many issues (ditto), and who know more
about this issue than most. Those letters were from (citizen’s names removed) and more. We found the letters
made ALL the points. We found their letters to be heartfelt, well-researched, well-presented. A few were quite
brilliant and illuminated the shortcomings of the “Master Plan” in so many ways! We cannot add more; we
agree with them on all of the major points of where this Plan is lacking and outrageously flawed. We are simply
adding our voices of dissent.
How sad it is to read these letters—to read about the disappointment people have in your leadership and our
city government these days. It’s clear, not from just this, but from so many things that are going on in Colorado
Springs these last years, that you don’t get it. You don’t get us. Your priorities are not the citizens’ priorities. You
don’t seem to appreciate that, for us, living in a city that is connected with Nature on this level with these
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historic parks, that are OURS, is of a value greater than money—and something we will fight for. Our parks are
where we spend time with family, where we connect with Nature. All of us have chosen to be here, to put down
roots in this area, for many reasons, and our parks is one of the big ones. You should be honored to have citizens
like us. But what are we getting from you? Disrespect and proposals such as this completely unacceptable
“Master Plan”.
We’ll join the others in this dissent and are proud to be a part of such a group. We say NO to your NCC “Master
Plan”—we deserve and expect so much better than this!
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Mayor Suthers,
I am appalled what’s happening in our community. It’s becoming more and more apparent that Anschutz/The
Broadmoor have you in their back pocket and it appears that you don’t care about the community’s concerns. I
am sickened by the process that is taking place.
My family and I moved here to have freedom and access to North Cheyenne Canon. If I want to drive my
children to the top of Gold Camp so they can hike and ride their bikes, that right should not be taken away!!!
“It’s horrifying that we have to fight our government to save the environment.” (Ansel Adams)
Outline of major objections:
1. Buses: No to buses - ever. Full lots mean full trails. It is a natural park protection. We should not
crowd the park on the three busy holiday weekends over the summer. If it is full, people can find
something else to do. Create an online and text notification system to alert people when certain lots
are full and post updates on a digital a sign at front entrance.
2. Roads: No to giving the Broadmoor a road or closing the road between Starsmore and 7 Falls. They
can create a bus turn around on their own land inside their gate at 7 Falls, and should they end up
with Strawberry Fields, on their land at Strawberry Fields. It displaces low income families who
heavily use those picnic areas all summer long. These people will have fewer picnic areas and have
to schlep their strollers, coolers, gear across trails while Broadmoor guests ride in luxury straight to
their destination. It is the worst kind of elitism. Further, it exacerbates traffic issues eliminating a
natural dispersement of cars and people. Most importantly, it is a fire hazard. We already had one
fire in 7 Falls. We asked one of the local fire department's their opinion, and they want that road
open with two way traffic able to exit the area in multiple directions - not a gated road closed to the
public.
3. Pavilion above Starsmore: No to tearing down the family picnic and wedding pavilion above
Starsmore which has been used by many over the years for special events. This is one of the only
spots in North Cheyenne Canon where the public can affordably gather and host private events at
low costs in a secluded setting. No to reclaiming nearby trails which has been used by hikers of all
races, religions and income levels for the last 120 years.
4. Vandalism/Shenanigans: Use park police to address any "shenanigans" that go on in the park and
park rangers to parking tickets. Closing the park at night denies many who do full moon night hikes
and further condenses your usage time -- making more congestion problems. Most importantly,
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empty, closed parks are EXACTLY what attracts "shenanigans". Much better to have park police and
traffic to disrupt these instances not to mention as a safety for the people who live inside or near
these areas. It is another counter-productive move.
5. Parking: Leave all the pull outs (42) in place. Again, why would you take actions which create more
parking/traffic issues? You are creating more traffic congestion. Just because there is not a trailhead
there, does not mean it cannot be a natural place to stop and enjoy the park or park to walk to a
trailhead. Expand parking where it is naturally allowable.
6. No to theme park additions: Things like gondolas, hanging walkways, (ferris wheels and merry go
rounds -- kidding they did not suggest it, but might as well given where we are heading) create an
less natural atmosphere in the park.

(name removed)
3/18/2018
I most strenously object to the plan for many reasons.
TOPS is being asked to contribute $100,000 dollars that appears to only be involved in trail connectivity from
Stratton Open Space. This is a ridiculous price to pay for such improvements. When I think of the legitimate
improvements such a sum could provide and the sheer number of parks in town that could be benefited, I am
outraged.
I am stunned that picnic areas are not a recognized and approved outdoor recreation necessity. Have you not
been to a national park or state park where picnic grounds are prominently signed and people are encouraged
to use them? These are not trail heads, just places to enjoy a quiet moment during the day.
Areas of the park are now slotted for no human use when the data upon which those decisions have been made
has not been disseminated.
I am unwilling to see Mesa Ave shut down as that will only benefit the Broadmoor and annoy the neighbors who
will see increased traffic.
This is a park that should encourage and invite local users. Instead, the public is being asked to fund
"improvements" for the benefit of the Broadmoor. No one wants to hike with a bus load of people whose
chatter will scare away wildlife. Surely a better option must exist.
I also feel as if the plan is rushed and terribly vague in its wording. Master Plans deserve better than this.
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Mr. Suthers and the Parks Department.
I have read over the Master plan and have MANY concerns about the direction this plan is heading. I am also not
very pleased with how the process went to put the plan in place. Transparency is needed to build trust in the
voters, and this process was not set up to maximize transparency.
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As a voter and resident for over 35 years, I feel this plan benefits businesses and tourists over my own and my
fellow residents' interests. As our Mayor, your job is to take care of your voters. This plan is NOT doing that.
First, NO BUSES, NO heavy marketing, NO gondolas, hovering walkways, no commercialization of Cheyenne
Canon. Full lots mean full trails. Busing people in will clog the trails and stress the area, which apparently is a
concern which was laid out in the plan. You said it yourself that the trails are stressed from "over use". Busing
people in will flood this park with people. Keep the pull outs in the Canon. Why reduce parking even further?
People are not hiking from these pullouts, but rather walking to trail heads!
No to closing off Mesa for the Broadmoor and NO to closing off the meadow below Mt. Cutler. THE PEOPLE need
to have public access to public land. With Strawberry Fields already reducing the Public's access to land, then do
not further cut off access to what is ours. That land has been a wonderful picnic area and hiking space for over a
century! The wedding pavilion and picnic areas near Starsmore need to stay open. They were going to be paved
in the earlier plan, and now they need to be preserved? I think something doesn't make sense here. KEEP THIS
LAND ACCESSIBLE. The Broadmoor has plenty of space to do what they need. Isn't it against the la to benefit
private entities as a city government? This really chips away at my trust as a voter...
KEEP THE PARK OPEN. Reducing hours only limits good law abiding citizens form being extra eyes and gives free
reign to vandals. Provide more park police and park ranger coverage and more tickets! Let the good citizens
have access so they can help report crimes and suspicious behavior. Imagine how far a fire would spread if no
law abiding citizens were there to report it.
Keep this park in a state as close to natural as possible. None of us moved here for gondolas, or sky bridges or
media campaigns about Cheyenne Canon. We moved here for the natural beauty. Nature is free and should
remain free. This is public land for the voting and tax-paying public. Our best interests should be held in mind
when making decisions regarding OUR LAND.
Taking care of this precious park is long overdue. I am in support of repairing trails and doing our part to
maintain the beauty that has lasted all these years. But do not destroy what we have for greed.
Sincerely,
(name removed)
3/18/2018
I KNOW WHAT YOU ARE DOING and why you are doing it.
We, the citizens of Colorado Springs are NOT going to benefit from you closing of access to those areas in North
Cheyenne Canyon.
We will NOT benefit from you closing the road between Starsmore and Seven Falls.
We will NOT benefit from the tearing down of the pavilion at Starsmore.
DO YOU THINK WE ARE RETARDED? YOU JUST WANT TO REMOVE THE 42 PARKING SPOTS IN ORDER TO
RESTRICT ACCESS TO THE LAND YOU TOOK FROM US (Straberry Fields) TO PLEASE YOUR CAMPAIGN
DONORS!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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Are you that desperate for Gubernatorial Finance Campaign funds that you are going to give away OUR PUBLIC
LAND to the Broadmoor AGAIN?
Sure, since it worked for you with Strawberry Fields, you are ready to go for it AGAIN!!!
HOW STUPID DO YOU THINK WE ARE? YOUR LEVEL OF UNSCRUPULOUS CORRUPTION IS DISGUSTING!!!
SHAME ON YOU !!!
(name removed)
3/18/2018
I would like to thank the City of Colorado Springs for, after several decades, finally addressing the need for a
master plan for North Cheyenne Canyon park. That this plan is occurring after swapping away a large portion of
the park, and separately from the obviously connected Strawberry Hill master plan is a colossal, and possibly
unrecoverable blunder of public policy. The distrust and discord that is has been evident in the public meetings
suggest it may take decades to win back the trust of the public that their government represents their interests,
and not just those of the wealthy and well-connected in the community who might assist with funding public
projects.
All of that said, city staff and the hired consultants should be complimented on a plan that will add considerable
value to the trails network in this park, and that was responsive to the many comments that were received from
hikers, mountain bikers, and motorized trail users alike. The work on the trail system is excellent. Likewise, the
vision for adding interpretive material throughout the park is excellent.
The proposed night closure of the road is an overdue change, from a fire risk perspective, vandalism perspective,
and for the prevention of crime which has increased in recent years.
With regard to vehicular transportation in the park, due to polarization among residents, the plan punts and
merely offers up a "toolbox" of options. This is not planning, and represents a completely unfinished task for
this plan revision. The parks department should continue to work with residents until a suitable plan is
determined and public support is achieved. This includes addressing the public perception that certain plan
elements are included to coordinate with items occurring in the Strawberry Hill area, such as closure of roads,
shuttle busses, the closure of the beautiful open triangle of land immediately east of Mt Cutler, etc, which at
least have the appearance of pushing the general public further from a private event facility. But more
importantly, some of the "toolbox" items like widening the canyon road and bridges could destroy the character
of the park itself. This should be considered an unacceptable outcome. I am certainly in the minority with
regard to opinions on the vehicular transportation. I liked the one-way option because it seemed realistic from a
funding perspective and preserved the character of the park at a low cost. A truly visionary transportation
system that still allowed ordinary people into the park while lightening the footprint of vehicular traffic to fit the
existing infrastructure scale is something I could support, although it would need a dedicated funding source as
fees for access into this park have not been well received for over 100 years. I am disappointed in some of my
neighbors who don't want any change at all, ever. Constructive change can be good, and we need to be a little
more open to new ideas.
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This master plan in no way addresses the chronic under-funding of our community's parks, including this
one. The lack of funding was most recently used to justify the Strawberry Hill land swap as it was "obvious" that
the city could not fund maintenance of the Strawberry Hill property. In the very next year, we residents are
asked to "dream big" with regard to what is possible in what remains of our public park without regard to
cost. With a non-specific plan full of "toolboxes" of options and no realistic vision for how these can be funded,
we are setting ourselves up as a community to run our park system at the whims of wealthy private sector
benefactors, who may choose among "toolbox"
items they would like to fund as they might choose items on a menu, and disregard others where they may
match the public interest, but not the private interests. The City's own Park System Master Plan (2014) notes
among its top 10 issues, "Insufficient and uncertain funding". The Cheyenne Canyon master plan only states
that the plan "is fully implemented as funding becomes available." While I appreciate thinking in a visionary
way, at some point every project must reconcile with budget, schedule, and scope. The "toolbox" approach
sidesteps even setting a clear direction with regard to just project scope. The plan should give us an idea if it will
take, 5, 50, or 100 years to achieve the plan elements given expected funding levels, and to what degree of
public and private sector funding will be required to achieve the plan.
I would like to see the plan take a clear stand on the controversial issues, and to better address the complicated
connection issues to the ongoing separate Strawberry Hill master plan process and other adjacent parks. It is
folly to consider these adjacent properties independently when we propose to connect them as a common
experience.
Please continue to work on this plan until it sets a more clear direction on the unresolved issues. Like the
Garden of the Gods, North Cheyenne Canyon park would be worthy of being a National Park had it not been
dedicated before the national parks system was established. It deserves the effort.
(name removed)
Long-time Cheyenne Cañon neighborhood resident
3/18/2018
Thank you for taking the time to read my response to the North Cheyenne Canon Master Plan. Some things I
liked about the master plan, others not so much.
First, what I liked:
-I agree that we should enhance both the Starsmore Discovery Center and the Helen Hunt Falls Visitors Center. I
place a high value on the educational displays at both. They were both wonderful destinations for our family
when our kids were small, and are great ways to introduce children, and anyone new to the area, to the park.
-Gates should be installed at all the entrances to the park and closed at night.
-I liked the idea of limiting the automobile traffic in the park. I could see that done several ways, including
limited parking, a limited number of cars entering the park at a given time, even a shuttle. However, I would
want that shuttle to be CITY-OWNED and OPERATED.
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-Making Cheyenne Canon Road one-way would allow room for cyclists, but would need to be wide enough to
accommodate bicycles both ways.
Now what I didn't like:
-The Cresta Open Space Trails and Pump Track should be moved from medium priority to high priority. I think
the development of this area would create goodwill within the surrounding community.
-All of the Chamberlain Trail should remain open to hikers. The master plan shows it restricted to downhill
mountain bikers just west of the South Suburban Reservoir. That section is used often by hikers and cuts off
access from the south side of the reservoirs to the north side of Stratton Open Space.
-The park entrance is by far the most contentious part of the master plan. No proposal had wide support at any
of the meetings. This part of the plan should be abandoned and completely redesigned until we can arrive at a
consensus. I think adding more paving to the park and surrounding neighborhoods is going in the wrong
direction and detracts from the park.
-Lastly, the subject of funding barely appeared in the master plan document, when actually the funding of the
Parks Department as a whole needs to be addressed. We can't depend on donations from wealthy individuals
and volunteers only. That's why the parks have deteriorated like they have. Volunteers are wonderful and work
hard and people can be very generous, but it is too much to ask them to carry such a heavy burden. I would
advocate for additional property tax to maintain our parks. It would be a steadier revenue stream than sales
tax, allowing for consistent maintenance from year to year. Property tax is also typically a more equitable costsharing among the citizens.
Thank you,
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Greetings,
First of all, thank you for accepting comments on the master plan.
Secondly: (staff name removed), would you please send my comments to Parks Board members and Parks staff?
Thank you.
Now, to begin on a positive note, I completely agree with your decision to close access to the canon at night is.
That will presumably eliminate or reduce the partying and the potential for fires.
And, for the concerns:
1. It appears that the master plan is not actually a plan, but rather a variety of possibilities. The city's direction is
unclear, and there is much too much leeway for improvisation. What is needed is a decisive plan. How is one to
comment on what remains unknown?
That said, I'll make an attempt.
2. Sources wiser than I claim that the proposed 'difficult' trail in the NW section of the parcel is unsustainable.
The land there is greatly erodable. As I hiked in that very area just a week or so ago, I can attest to that. Heavily
rutted former (closed) trails in that location have resulted in new, scree-filled drainages. Eliminating that
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potential trail would also help to keep from fragmenting the Natural Preservation Areas. These areas are a great
idea, but unfortunately, they are not connected, which renders them simply islands. Intact corridors are
essential for wildlife.
3. The South Canyon. The South Canyon is used by people of all walks of life; and in particular, those of low
socio-economic status. The picnic areas there, as well as those in the park proper, are important no-cost
recreation spots for those that cannot afford other locations. In addition, closing one or more of the roads
would surely prove to be a safety concern (emergency access?) I strongly urge you to leave the South Canyon as
is, and not close either of the roads.
4. NCC park road. NCC is a stunning canon. Within the first few days of moving to Colorado Springs, I stumbled
upon it. That night I brought my partner to see it. We were truly in awe of the rock formations.
It would (obviously) be detrimental to the land to blast out rock to widen the road and/or to erect a cantilevered
trail. The draw to this canon is its natural beauty. It doesn't need extraneous attractions.
5. Parking. In my opinion, the master planning has been done in a backward fashion. First and foremost, carrying
capacity should have been studied. It was the first thing we did at Red Rock Canyon to determine the amount of
parking to include. Can the canon hold more users? Determine that before you add more parking. The city does
not need to provide access to every individual that wants to visit the canon. The canon's natural integrity should
trump access.
6. Shuttles. Shuttles would have the potential to inundate the canon, and would likely clog the South Canyon,
which is already shuttle-heavy. Again, two words: carrying capacity.
7. Mesa above the South Canon. This is a lovely site that should be more accessible.
Again, thank you for the opportunity to speak out.
(name removed)
3/18/2018
Hello all,
Will paste my comments below and also attach as a word document. Hope it comes across that I really believe
that the Park is a treasure to our City and citizens both for its history and for its beauty and opportunity to
escape the City and modern day noise, distractions, etc. I'd just like that experience of the Park that I first knew
as a student at CC in the last century to continue for citizens in the future and not turn the Park into something
that others learned about by taking a class in interpretive planning etc.
Thanks in advance for your attention to my concerns.
Sincerely,
(name removed)
"Creating peace one garden at a time." Tammi Hartung

North Cheyenne Canon Park Master Plan
As a more than four decades resident of the City, a former Geography and Environmental Studies graduate
student whose Biography and Advanced Biogeography courses included field trips in Cheyenne Canon, along
with many hikes with native plant enthusiasts and experts, and having served on the Parks and Recreation
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Advisory Board for six years, I am disappointed in the proposed master plan for the reasons which follow. To
summarize these, a noticeable lack of citing important sources for information about the Park (no
bibliography!!), a failure and dismissal of the critical concept of carrying capacity by saying ‘It’s too difficult to
calculate’ when national and local parks across the country routinely do so. Soil is often absent in the Canon
where one more often finds decomposed granite which is highly erodible. Major local concerns about the Park
include concerns about overcrowding, lack of parking, etc. Suggesting that we should advertise the Park
through new channels is ridiculous and serves to benefit tourist professionals rather than residents. I was most
offended by the presentation which would turn the Park into a circus, at least in my eyes, with proposals for
altered reality glasses, QR codes everywhere and an excess of signage. We love the Park as is but would like to
see some attention to maintenance and safety.
“It is the oldest regional City park and is on the National Register of Historic Places. Through the Master Plan, we
can protect the Park’s historic integrity and restore the ecology of its natural resources, making it possible to
encourage continued enjoyment while sustaining the Park for future generations.” NCC Master Plan, March
2018, p. 1.
This laudable goal appears early in the document but I don’t feel that the plan achieved the stated protection of
the historic integrity nor a clear proposal for restoration of the ecology.
One of my many issues with this plan stems from my lack of engagement in the last Parks Master Plan
(2014). As a strong supporter of the concept of civic tourism, I would never have supported the misguided
proposal that the Parks have a role in “marketing and branding the City.” Anyone who has read Nancy Lewis’s
history of our parks, The Parks of Colorado Springs: Building Community, Preserving a Legacy, 2011, knows that
this was never the goal of our foresighted early citizens who established one of the most extensive and finest
park systems in the country for the citizens. Palmer himself underlined that fact by giving his park system
(interconnected by park boulevards) TO THE CITIZENS OF COLORADO SPRINGS and NOT to the City. His only
requirement for this gift was the creation of an INDEPENDENT Park Board. This board remained independent
until a Charter Review Commission brought Parks under the City in 1947.
In the past decade, we have seen many of our parks overused which causes difficulties given the City’s failure to
adequately fund the Parks Department so that they can maintain the parks and trails to a higher
standard. North Cheyenne Canon, Garden of the Gods, and the Incline are all victims of overuse which has
greatly diminished their value to those of us who first knew them earlier. The notion that we would continue to
overcrowd the experiences of these lauded sites to welcome masses of tourists is beyond ridiculous. Chatting
with the folks who do the annual Economic Forum, I also learned that tourism most likely accounts for less than
5% of money coming into the City and that is based on data from the Tourist Industry, accepted by the
economists but NOT verified.
As a long time Springs resident, I am also embarrassed by our constant identity shifting which makes us appear
extremely unsophisticated and disturbingly venal to folks from cities such as Chicago which has been “City in a
Garden” for over 150 years and sees no need to change every other year based on the whims of local business
or government officials.
Our new Saratoga, Saratoga of the West, New Saratoga, City of Homes (1891), City of
Millionaires (leading mining exchange of the world), America’s Switzerland, City of Parks (for
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many years following Palmer’s massive gift in 1907), City of Sunshine (chosen by Chamber in
1928) The Region’s Weather Smiles On” or “Air-Conditioned by Mother Nature” may be the
winning slogan chosen by the advertising committee of the CS Chamber of Commerce per Lee
Hermann, Committee on Slogans. 1955. Newport in the Rockies, 1961 Foreclosure capital of the
US 1980s. 1990s Amendment 2 City. Birthplace of TABOR, 1992. 'Sprawlorado Springs' 1997.
Fast food capital, 1998 (Eric Schlosser).” As Colorado As It Get”s Convention and Visitors Bureau
2000. Great Minds. Great Mountains. EDC 2003. City of Colorado Springs, We Create
Community, 2004. Center of the Space Universe, Space Foundation, 2006. “Colorado Springs.
Not just a city. A profit center.” EDC video, 2007. “Colorado Springs: Elevated by nature.” July
2009 Convention and Visitors Center. “Live it up?” City and CVB pay $110,000 for logo and
slogan, Nov. 2011. City of Champions, 2013. Olympic City AND NOW WE WANT TO ADD,
“Champions of the Outdoors????
Those of us who have lived here for some time, love our City and its setting, and have long ago learned to ignore
this silliness. But to use it as a rational for overloading our beloved parks is unacceptable.
Having attended so many master plan, development plan, zoning change hearings, I am used to such
presentations beginning with some basic info on earlier uses of a site, uses of adjacent property and its zoning,
etc. Was distressed to not see, early on, a bibliography of what has been written about the Park. There is no
link to the National Register nomination and the failure to include the 1991 Historic Inventory and Design
Guidelines for North Cheyenne Canon Park, commissioned by the Parks Department and completed by Thomas
& Thomas in 1991 throws into doubt the background research that was done by staff and consultants. Needless
to say, an equal failure to reference the work of a former and beloved Parks Director, or to include the website
for the National register nomination is also disturbing.
Statements in the plan such as “Marketing is one of the most critical aspects of any heritage or interpretive
attraction operation. Marketing brings in visitors, creates new market groups, and gets them to come back for
return visits.“ are clearly at odds with most who attended the meetings and don’t feel there is any need to
increase the number of visitors when summer and weekends already find the Park overcrowded, diminishing the
experience to those of us who live in the community.
The most disturbing presentation for this citizen was the one focused on turning the Park into a Disneyworld
experience with virtual reality glasses, QR codes throughout, and sign pollution as one would never expect to
see in a park celebrated for its natural beauty! That speaker displayed a disheartening lack of familiarity with
national concerns, most widely known from Richard Louv’s No Child Left Outside. Louv’s concern has continued
with much evidence based research on the need for children to have time in NATURE, away from
technology. Anyone who had done the research , as they should have, would know that many local schools
maintained camps in the Park, During the middle half of the 20th century, the children of four Colorado Springs
institutions hiked considerable distances and camped in the Park. The Colorado School for the Deaf and Blind,
the Myron Stratton Home, The Cheyenne Mountain High School, and the Fountain Valley School all provided
that experience for their students. The first three organizations either owned or had access to cabins in
Cheyenne Cañon above Seven Falls. The Fountain Valley School’s cabin was on Rock Creek just south of the
divide between South Cheyenne and Rock Creek. Access to their cabin was the Old Stage Road through South
Cheyenne Canon. Please keep such experiences for our children today who need this interaction with nature
even more.
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NO wayside exhibits! People come to see nature, NOT QR codes and manmade structures other than those
providing for safe trails and wayfinding.
Am totally opposed to a marketing plan to bring more visitors to a Park that is already exceeding carrying
capacity at many times during the year. This lessens the experience for local residents who support the City and
the Parks Department. The sequencing of information at the public meetings was also disconcerting as multiple
options were thrown out without fitting into the framework of a general plan (See quotation from page 1,
above). Personally, I was not reassured by the out-of-town ‘experts’ whose claims to have spoken with the
author of the National Register Nomination, for example, proved to be not correct. Equally when we have local
expertise such as faculty who teach restoration and have published in national research journals, I question the
need to search further. I am a great fan of (consultant name removed), Landscape Architect, and have kept
notes from presentations she has delivered which I found to be exceptionally valuable. Am not sure that such
expertise extends to the multiple aspects of master planning such a beloved and controversial park. In truth,
one might also question why the Parks Department has virtually ignored the Park for such a long time. The
presence of the Starsmore Center, and the Cub, are due to the generosity of local citizens and friends groups
and NOT to the Parks Department. Again, one cannot fault Parks when the City has allowed their budget to fall
so far below what is needed.
I sincerely hope that the Parks Board will pay more attention to the elements that made and continue to make
the Park such a valuable and wonderful resource to our citizens and will seek to focus on ways to continue those
experiences and not turn the Park into a profit source for those who don’t understand the special meaning of
the Park in the history and development of our City. T.R. Roosevelt, who first saw the Canon from a train trip on
the Midland Railroad, said, “Its scenery bankrupts the English language.” This awe at the beauty of the canon, a
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part of what 19th century visitors considered, “America’s Swiss Alps,” must be preserved and not
‘merchandised.’
3/16/2018
Thank you for speaking with me. Please add my comments below to the Master Plan input.
Trail Safety: In regard to making any of the trails in the Cheyenne Master Plan “one-way” or “closed” to any user
group (i.e. hikers), please consider the safety issue. I understand that mountain bikers wish to have a trail that is
exclusively downhill and one-way. However, the behavior that this encourages is reckless and dangerous riding
that should not be a goal of the Parks Department or the Master Plan. The “Chutes Trail” is the main trail used
by hikers and horses to reach the Gold Camp Road and users will continue to use the trail going up (and
down). It is dangerous to have mountain bikers riding recklessly with the belief that the trail is one-way or
exclusive.
The Master Plan should not encourage reckless or dangerous behavior nor situations that may lead to
confrontation between user groups. I strongly oppose commonly used trails being designated for exclusive oneway downhill use that may endanger both the mountain bikers and the hiking users. Safety is more important
than any other issue in a heavily used park such as Cheyenne.
Gold Camp Parking Lot (above Helen Hunt Falls at High Drive intersection): The Master Plan should address the
over-crowded and unregulated include dramatic expansion of the number of parking spots (200+ are
needed). Previously, I have commented that the lot could be expanded by opening the Gold Camp Road to the
currently closed parking at the trailheads for St. Mary’s and 7 Bridges.
Security Entrance Gate: Unmanned entrance gates are known to be ineffective to prevent major crime (that
relies on privacy). A security presence (human enforcement) is a better solutions and should be in the Master
Plan.
Information Available to the Public: In order to make informed comments to help the Parks Department, the
public must have access to the information for decisions in the Master Plan. I request:
1. Cost estimates for paving the lower Gold Camp Road;
2. Any plans or reports for road closures or realignments;
3. Any reports, studies or other information on “Indian presence” that is being incorporated into the
Master Plan; who ordered the reports concerning Indian presence”? Was there a specific person that
authorized or ordered this report?
Is there any reason why this information is not being released? I do not understand why the Parks Department
is so adamant about not releasing information that was obtained for the purpose of the Master Plan and
comment period. As a historian, my input on these issues may be of value.
Thank you for including my comments.
(name removed)
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3/16/2018
Hello and Happy Friday to you!
A few comments for you in advance of the draft review deadline:
A few comments:
1) Both the Master and Management Plans are in serious need of a professional Technical Writer /
Editor.
2) WRT any notional annexation of the park property, what would be the short-term as well as longterm financial and maintenance obligations become?
3) With the notional recommendation of annexing the park property, where is the SWAT analysis to
show the real and perceived costs and benefits?
4) The documents mention an expected year over year user growth rate; however, the document
doesn’t address where the park can handle the growth rate wihtout material negative consequences.
5) The documents mention an expected year over year user growth rate; how does this pare with
preservation.
6) Suggesting paving and facilities for shuttle services on the park permises flies in the face of retaining
the parks character and minimizing paving. Why are we suggesting a solutoin that flies in the face of the
aforemention goals?
7) Appendix, the use and orientation of the 3D pie charts shown on B12, C14, C17, and C20 is both
decieving and incorrect. By showing a lees valuable numerical in the front of a higher numerical scored
item it appears that folks are trying to deceive the audience with some preferred item. The orientation
of the higher items need to be in front.
8) South Canon seems to be getting a lack of attention and protection. With the recetn land swap, we
ought to have more demonstrating a commitment to keeping both Mesa and S. Cheyenne Canyon open
the road open.
Best,
(name removed)
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