

Objectors Info:  Lawrence T. Reitz, 1828 NW Vicksburg Ave, Bend, OR 97703.  541-410-0553.  COTA member.  Riding the trials in Deschutes National Forest since 1995
Signature Scan (on request, or can be included)
Name of Project/Plan Amendment: 66475 E-bikes on select trials project amendment / Proposed amendment to the Newberry National Volcanic Monument Comprehensive Management Plan” 
Name/Title of the Responsible Official:  Holly Jewkes,  Forest Supervisor
Name of the National Forest:   Deschutes National Forest
Issues:  Advanced/accelerated degradation of the singletrack mountain bike trail system in recent years.  Increased damage to trails that once were single track.  Increased erosion and excessive damage to vegetation.  We are also very concerned about the issue of “mission creep”, which we have not seen addressed in any of the material on the issue we have received, which is possibly linked to the removal/damage to signage banning e-bikes.     
From “Letter to Interested Parties from Holly Jewkes,  File Code: 1950  Date: April 1, 2025.
“There is a need to amend the Monument Plan to be responsive to changing technology in outdoor recreation and to consider class 1 e-bikes on existing trails. Currently e-bikes on National Forest System lands are allowed on only roads/trails designated as motorized on the MVUM.        Unauthorized and illegal use of e-bikes continues on paved paths within the Monument, contributing to social tension and confusion for the public on whether e-bikes are or are not allowed on trails.”

[bookmark: _Hlk204514660]§ 219.8(b)(1), (b)(2), (b)(3), (b)(4), (b)(6), and § 219.10(a)(10)    I fail to see the “need for change” mentioned in the proposal (the “need” is never explained), unless there is a need for adding more traffic to an already overcrowded trail system, which does not mesh with the language of “sustainability” that is  used throughout.  Additionally, the use of the language “select trails” or “some system trails” is misguiding, as the map indicates that it is basically all of them, for all intents and purposes.  I assume you may be concerned that maintaining the limits on the e-bikes on mountain bike trails might create other issues (I agree, given the lawless behavior of the e-bikers even now), but opening up the door all the way will not improve the experience.  Finally, I cannot square how the issues with e-bikes on “pavement” would lead to opening up the mountain bike trails.  

Of course, you are aware that the National Forest responded to the degradation of the hiking trails in the Central Cascades some years ago by adopting a permit system.  I applauded this move at the time, even though it put some restrictions on my use of the trails.  The bike trails are not National Forest, of course, but all that I’m saying that we are going in the wrong direction if we choose to put more stress on the trails and the experience.         

Solution/Compromise: E-bikers already have the same access to the forests by using the extensive network of Forest Service roads, that basically overlap the same area as the mountain bike trails.  Why add motorized bikes to the mountain bike system?  In this manner, there is no chance for the “confusion” which the FS documents mention, and e-bikers have the same access to the area. 

Mission Creep:  You must be aware that e-bikes are already ignoring the rules and using the trails you want to open to them.  I see this rarely, but I DO see it in the past two years.  This may be linked to removal/damage to signage banning e-bikes, as in my encounters with these people they normally claim ignorance, and I can only suspect that the e-bike users may be the ones removing the signage.  I have not seen any concern expressed by FS or COTA about how we will address the issues when the Class 1 e-bike use, already violating the rules, moves up to class 2 and 3 bikes.  Class 1 is just a foot in the door.  Signage absolutely needs to be improved.  Doing so also gives riders like me some level of “back-up” when we stop to “educate” the rule breakers on the trails.  If you choose to reply to me, can you tell me what the plan is to actually limit the use to class 1 only?  Has this been given any consideration?  As it stands now, I feel that we are about to capitulate to the rule-breakers by giving them an inch, but I believe it will not stop there.  Let’s not give them the inch, and let them have the FS road network.    

 
Speed disparity on the uphills:  One type of the class 1 e-bike violation I see is with e-bike riders using the 310 road on the uphill to do laps on Lower Whoops.  This does not create any issues at all, as the e-bikers are on a FS road during the uphill where there is ample room for passing the slower mountain bikers without any degradation to single-track or vegetation.  No problem.  But I have also witnessed e-bikers using the Pine Drops trail on the uphill to do their “laps”.  They are much faster than I am on the uphill, and in most cases are too impatient to give warning, preferring instead to ride up on the berm to pass before I have a chance to clear the single track.  I concede that the issue with riders in general not respecting proper passing etiquette is not limited to e-bikers, but their added speed on the flats and uphills creates more opportunity for the kind of behavior that leads to the trail degradation.  I am aware that the FS message is that the speed disparity is minimal, but I don’t agree.  I’m about “average” in speed on the uphills.  The class 1 folks are going much faster and they don’t mind going off-trail to get to where they are going.  Sorry I can’t be more scientific on this issue, but that is just one event in my experience.  

Signage and Trail Love:  As mentioned above, much of the signage restricting e-bikes has been removed/vandalized, and I hope this is not part of the pressure that appears you are feeling to allow e-bikes.  In the case that the e-bike proposal is not adopted, it would be good to see clear signage on the rules, which again, will provide riders with some back-up when in discussion with violators.  On a related matter, I’m very curious about why the signage, and indeed the entire concept of “Trail Love” is absent from the trail system.  The information about Trail Love etiquette used to be prominently on display at trail heads some years ago.  I don’t see it at all now, and many I speak to on the trails have no clue as to what it is.  COTA does not seem to be pushing this anymore (they used to), and I’d hope that the FS would encourage or require that we (COTA) make some attempt to educate riders, especially as usage has increased dramatically.  We are all interested in taking care of the trails.  If Trail Love procedures were followed (at least to some extent) it would make for better trails by eliminating the current practice of riding up on the berms (and often blowing them out) or through brush when encountering other riders.  Additionally, if we open up the gates to e-bikes, some education will be even more critical.  There is nothing we can do about the rider numbers, but it would be great if we could make some attempt to educate riders on respecting the trails and surrounding areas as well as respecting the others that we are sharing these trails with.  
Caving in to the pressure to add more and faster bikes to an already over-stressed trail system is not going to improve the trails or the experience.  Far from it.  Let the e-bikers free to continue to use the FS roads, and promote Trail Love and basic trail etiquette in the mountain bike community.

Thanks,

Larry Reitz    
  
   

