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December 17, 2012

Dear CDNST Planning Team,

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Continental Divide National Scenic Trail (CDNST) reroute between Lujan and the La Garita Wildeness Area.  RMRI has an interest in preserving the landscape integrity of the landscapes through which the trail passes and submitted a letter on a related proposal a couple of years ago for the Cochetopa Hills segment of the CDNST.

RMRI believes that Alternative 2 should be selected because it is the only alternative that complies with the original intent of the CDNST. RMRI strongly opposes Alternative 3, the mountain bike alternative, which would move the trail far from its intended purpose.
By way of background, RMRI has been working for twenty years with the Forest Service and BLM to assure that motorized and mountain bike trail minimize habitat fragmentation and impacts on Colorado’s wide open landscapes---landscapes like the one in question here.  RMRI brings the science of conservation biology to trail planning processes in an effort to preserve and maintain wildlife habitat, landscape integrity and the quiet solitude of Colorado’s backcountry. 

We strongly support trail use, construction and design that will not substantially interfere with the nature and purposes of the CDNST.   We believe that a mountain bike trail, especially one constructed to current standards for mountain bike trails, is not in accord with the essentially rustic and backcountry quality intended for the CDNST. Due to the torque, speeds, wheel grinding and other impacts of mountain bike wheels, trails standards will have to be higher up on the Trail Classification System scale, including wide, reinforced and hardened trails, discordant with the primitive, natural feel of trails called for in the CDNST directives and desired by most CDNST trail users.

User conflict will occur, including displacement and disruption of the hiking and quieter  trail experiences. The look and feel of mountain bike riding, the speeds, sports gear, relationship to a machine and other aspects of the sport are incompatible with the contemplative, slower paced trail uses envisioned for the trail

 A groomed and hardened 30 mile mountain bike trail will most certainly become a destination ride, attracting a use that tends to run in packs, and permanently altering the character of this segment and the purpose for which the CDNST was created. There could even be pressure for races and competitive events.

Instead, as we wrote in our 2011 (or 2010) comments we support a protected corridor to permanently protect this remote and beautiful stretch of land.

We strongly support all the points raised in the December 5 sign-on letter authored by QUC, including: not increasing trail width, taking steps not to attract motorized and snowmobile use, avoiding any new trail construction, and no special events permits.

For all these reasons RMRI supports Alternative 2 and encourages the Forest Service to stand firm on its principles and adhere faithfully to the intents, purposes and vision for which this trail was founded.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely Yours,

Roz McClellan, Director

