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INTRODUCTION 
  

The Mueller property is situated astride the vast west flank of Pikes 

Peak. The entire property consists of just over 12,000 acres located 

in the center of Teller County, Colorado, one mile south of Divide, 21 

miles west of Colorado Springs, and 4.5 miles north of Cripple Creek 

as shown in Figure 1, page 2. The Mueller property is a high montane 

area of coniferous and aspen forests, rolling open meadows, and precipi- 

tous granite outcrops. 

It was recognized as one of the most important pieces of undeveloped 

mountain land in the State of Colorado by both the public and private 

sector. 

One only needs to fly over the area directly west of Colorado Springs 

to recognize both the intrinsic and extrinsic values of this acquisition. 

The property lies in Planning Region IV of the State which is experienc- 

ing a rapid increase in population growth along with already deteriorat- 

ing wildlife habitat resources and deficits in recreational opportunities. 

In 1977, Mr. W. E. Mueller decided to sell his 12,000 acre ranch. His 

preference was to have it utilized as a public wildlife and park area 

rather than to be subdivided as most of the land around the ranch either 

had been or was in the process of being subdivided. Mr. Mueller subsequently 

contacted the Department of Natural Resources and the Nature Conservancy 

to make his wishes known. 

The Department and Conservancy quickly recognized the merits and value of 

Mr. Mueller's proposal. They immediately began negotiations with the 

Mueller family for the purchase of the ranch. 

What followed was one of the most unique cooperative efforts between the 

public and private sector that has ever occurred in the State of Colorado. 

The acquisition program involved donations from the following: 

1. Private individuals. 

2. Private foundations. 

3. The Mueller Family. 

and utilized funding from the following sources: 

1. ~Parks' cash. 

Wildlife cash. 

3. The Land and Water Conservation Trust Fund. 

Public and political support was overwhelming and involved foundation 

members, private individuals, members of the academic community, members 

of wildlife and environmental aroups, local legislators, Nature Conservancy 

members, and staff of the Department of Natural Resources.  
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PURPOSE OF THE PARK 
  

According to the Colorado Revised Statutes 33-1-102(39), a ''state park"! 

is defined as ''a relatively spacious fee-title area having outstanding 
scenic and natural qualities and often containing significant archaeo- 

logical, ecological, geological, and other scientific values so as to make 
imperative the preservation of the area by the Division of Parks and 
Outdoor Recreation for the enjoyment, education, and inspiration of resi- 
dents and visitors." 

The legislation gives authority for the general management plan which 

provides for public use of the Mueller property. The vast support that 
was generated for the acquisition of the property had the following clear 

purposes in mind for the property: 

1. Preservation of wildlife habitat for all species of wildlife and 

most specifically preservation of an important lambing area for 

the Pikes Peak herd of Rocky Mountain bighorn Sheep. 

Preservation of important geological formations, most specifically 

the Dome Rock area. 

Preservation of important biotic communities, many involving 

rare or endangered species of botanical life. 

Enhancing recreational opportunities for a large segment of the 

front range population and most specifically in the areas of 

passive recreational opportunities. 

Providing an outdoor educational resource to be utilized by 

not only the academic community but the general public as well. 

Providing and enhancing active recreational opportunities for the 

public when they are not in conflict with the preservation of 

the natural resource. 

Preservation and public enjoyment are indeed goals that support the 

purposes for the acquisition and are made emphatically clear in the fol low- 

ing three statements which are matters of public record: the Nature 

Conservancy fund-raising literature, the deed restrictions on the property, 

and Governor Richard Lamm's speech made at the time he accepted the property 

on behalf of the people of the State of Colorado. 

The Nature Conservancy pamphlet describes the property as having three 

primary and distinct sections and states that the southern section would 

be a ''wildlife area,'' the northern section ''a public state park,'' and the 

Dome Rock section ''would be transferred to the State for Division of 

Wildlife management'' for the purpose of preservation. Strong deed restric- 

tions reflecting a philosophy of land preservation will ensure perpetual 

protection of the property. 

The deed restrictions state, ''The intent and purpose of the parties hereto 

in the conveyance of the property is to provide for and insure the preserva- 

tion and enhancement of the natural character of the ecosystems and natural 

features of the property. Specifically, it is intended that all rare, 

endangered, threatened, or unique flora, fauna, ecosystems, or natural 

features be preserved, and every consideration will be given to the pro- 
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tection and enhancement of all such elements of the natural environment 

of the property.'' 

Governor Lamm delineated the State's twofold intention for the land: 

"The first lies in the protection of wildlife habitat. Teller County 
is one of the fastest growing areas of the State . . . That kind of growth 

will put enormous pressure on the area's wildlife . . . in acquiring the 

southern portion. . . the State, through the Division of Wildlife, is 

preserving the habitat for one of the larger herds of bighorn sheep in 
the State. In addition, we are assuring ourselves that the elk, deer, 

bear, bobcat, golden eagles, and many other species of wildlife that live 

on the property will continue to be able to do so.'! 

The second intention stated by Governor Lamm is to develop the northern 

portion of the Mueller property into ''the second largest state park in 

southern Colorado.'' His statement concluded, ''We are announcing preserva- 
tion of one of the most unusual and unique pieces of property in the 
State, an acquisition that will benefit both sportsmen and recreationalists 

throughout the State." 

Given these clear statements of intent, the purpose of management of the 

Mueller property must contain the following guidelines: 

]. Management should be both for protection of the wildlife and for 
enjoyment of the area by people. 

The three portions of the property should be managed differently 

in response to their different purposes--the southern section 

as a wildlife area, the northern section as a park, and the 

Dome Rock section as a natural area. 

Prudent management of all sections should provide for their 

continuing ability to fulfill their purposes without degrada- 

tion. 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GOAL 
  

The analysis of the purpose of the acquisition, the intent of its use, 

and the guidelines for the purpose of management emphatically imply that 

the overall management goal for the property must be as follows: 

THE PROTECTION AND PRESERVATION OF THE NATURAL RESOURCES ARE 

A HIGHER PRIORITY THAN ACCOMMODATING OVERUSE BY THE PUBLIC. 
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 GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN (master plan) 

  

The general development plan is comprised of five major parts. Each 

part supports or complements the overall management goal: 

Part I - Summarizes the criteria, data, and general information to 
be utilized in the formation of parts II, III, and IV and 

subsequently the overall final development plan. 

Part II - Applies the criteria, data, and general information in Part I 

to develop management objectives, developmental concepts, and 

future management goals. 

Part III - Responds to the objectives, concepts, and goals outlined in 

Part II and further identifies the recreation products (activities) 

that are to be permitted on the property, establishes the level 

and type of development, and estimates the cost of the develop- 

ment and subsequent future costs of general operation. 

Part IV - Contains the final conceptual master plan map folio and graphi- 

cally illustrates the final scope and location of the proposed 

development. 

Part V. -=- The appendix. 

DATA BASE Pagt 1 

General Development Criteria 
  

These criteria are broad based in nature and will often overlap other 

criteria; however, they directly or indirectly affect all decisions con- 

cerning the development of the Mueller property: 

1. Purposes for the acquisition which are matters of public record. 

2. Legislative mandates that guide the Colorado Division of Parks and 
Outdoor Recreation in their role as stewards of certain unique public 

lands while still providing for use and enjoyment by not only today's 
public but by future generations as well. 

3. Types of recreational activities that are compatible with the natural 

resource if managed appropriately. 

4. Sites for development that were identified as having minimal to no 

negative impact on the natural resource as verified by, ''Designing for 

Recreation in the Natural Environment,'' Gail Barry, May 25, 1979, 

and ''The Mueller Ranch a Unique Mountain Park,'' prepared for the 

Nature Conservancy by Barbara L. Winternitz, Ph.D., Coordinator, 

February, 1981. 

5. Providing for those recreational activities that were identified in 

the 1976 and 1981 State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) 
as being deficit in Planning Region IV (where the Mueller property 

is located) and which would not have a negative impact on the environ- 

ment.



6. Minimizing the impact on surrounding private land owners due to intru- 

sion on their property caused by the public utilizing the Park. 

7. Minimizing funds that will be needed to implement programs that will 

insure the following: 

1. Public safety of the visitor. 
2. Resource protection and visitor control. 

3. Maintenance operations can be carried on efficiently and cost 

effectively. 

8. Permitting phased development programs along with controlling the numbers 

of the public utilizing the area while impacts on the natural resources 

are monitored. 

9. Utilization of other public agencies to assist in the site and overal] 

development area selection process. To date, these have been as 

follows: 

Colorado Division of Wildlife. 

Colorado State Forest Service. 

U. $. Soil Conservation Service (Teller/Park District) 

Colorado State Patrol. 

Colorado Highway Department. 

Teller County Health Department. 

Teller County Planning, Zoning, and Building Department. 

Woodland Park Police Department. C
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10. The public's wishes for the utilization of the property as indicated 

by the following: 

A. General comments received from the public at presentations made at 

the following locations: 

1. Woodland Park, January 6, 1984, 12 in attendance (public agency 

meeting). 

2. Littleton, May 30, 1984, 25 in attendance (Parks Board meeting). 

3. Woodland Park, April 4, 1984, 108 in attendance (general 

public). 

4. Colorado Springs, June 5, 1984, ten in attendance (Natural 

Conservancy Resource team members and Gai] Barry). 

5S. Denver, August 21, 1984, 14 in attendance (United Sportsmen 

Council Board). 

6. Colorado Springs, September 10, 1984, 18 in attendance (Colorado 

Wildlife Federation). 

7. Colorado Springs, October 29, 1984, 12 in attendance (adjacent 

land owners).



  

General comments received as a result of tours given to the follow- 
ing groups: 

is 

7. 

8. 

State Parks Board, conservation/sportsmen groups, and Division 

personnel, September 17, 1983. 

Colorado Division of Wildlife, November 19, 1983. 

American Association of University Women, Colorado Springs, 

July 24, 1984. 

Pikes Peak Retriever Club, July 27, 1984. 

Colorado Springs area legislators, August 28, 1984. 

Colorado Springs area legislators, August 30, 1984. 

Nature Conservancy members, September 15, 1984. 

Nature Conservancy members, September 16, 1984. 

Over 280 written responses were received as a result of the above 

meetings, tours, and newspaper coverage by Karl Licis in the 
Gazette Telegraph, Colorado Springs, Colorado; Pat Faherty 

in the Ute Pass Courier, Woodland Park, Colorado; and Diana Wigaam 

in the Cripple Creek Gold Rush, Cripple Creek, Colorado. 

Management Criteria 
  

The management criteria evaluations are an integral part of the site 
selection process and directly affect the ability of the park operation 

to respond positively to public safety of the visitor, protection of the 

resources and control of the visitor's use of that resource, natural 
  

  

and performance of maintenance in an efficient and cost effective manner. 
  

The site evaluation records for these criteria are found in the appendix, pages 

33 - 53 and the specific criteria evaluated are as follows: 

hie Public Safety 
  

A Location of facilities: 

1 Natural hazards (maximum distance from). 

2. Communications network (near). 
3. Hazardous activities (separated from). 
4 Visibility (easily visible from management control points). 

Adequate ingress/egress points (emergency exits possible). 

Information systems (Critical information systems can be placed 

to maximize visitor awareness of hazards). 

Types of facilities (Facility types can be developed that 

provide for health and sanitary conditions and have minimal 
manmade hazards). 

Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of quarters 

for 24-hour response to emergencies). 

-7-



2. Resource Protection and Visitor Control 
  

A. Location of. facilities: 

1. Day use and camping can be separated. 

2. Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate resource 

areas. 
3. Facilities and activities are easily visible from road net- 

works. 

Number of entrances (minimal). 

Traffic circulation. 

1. Minimizes distances from management control points. 
2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and minimizes off- 

road indiscretionary use. 

Information systems (can be placed to maximize information 

available to the visitor). 

Management and personnel quarters (adequate number to provide 

for 24-hour observation of visitors and resources). 

3. Maintenance Operations 
  

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy access for 

day-to-day maintenance). 

Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-term maintenance 

costs per design and type of materials used). 

Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance caused by 

natural deterioration and erosion). 

Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distance from main- 

tenance center). 

General park circulation (minimizes distances that must be 

traveled to perform daily and routine maintenance operations). 

Ecological Data 
  

The Mueller property is unique in that a vast amount of ecological data 

has already been collected and published. 

The first study was conducted by Gail Barry and published on May 25, 1979, 

titled "Designing for Recreation in the Natural Environment: the Mueller 

Ranch as a Case Study in the Conflict Between Perpetuation and Use." 

The Barry study was immensely helpful in formulating the final development 

plan and will prove useful for years to come in guiding management decisions 

concerning the property. 

The second study was the result of the Nature Conservancy contracting with 

the academic community to provide an extensive resource inventory of the 

property. The inventory titled ''The Mueller Ranch a Unique Mountain Park'! 

E
H
H
 

C
O
O
 

 



  

O
O
 

  

  

was coordinated by Barbara L. Winternitz, Ph.D., and published in February, 

1981. The inventory and resulting publication are comprised of four 
volumes as follows: 

| 
eB 
oy 
4, 

Management Planning. 

Ecological Inventory. 

Research Appendixes. 

Map Folio. 

Dr. Winternitz not only utilized raw data to prepare the publication but 

used information from the ''Barry Study'' combined with data from numerous 
other studies to formulate a most reliable and valid planning document. 

This document was the primary guide in the preparation of this development 

plan and will be utilized in any future planning efforts concerning the 

Mueller property. 

The Nature Conservancy Study not only provides an extensive inventory of 
both the natural and cultural resources of the property but further provides 

valid recommendations for development and management of the property, 

identifies areas sensitive to human impact, and further indicates where 
the most to least human intrusion should be permitted. 

A summary of the recommendations that were utilized in determining both 

the location and level of the development for the property is best illus- 

trated by the following (Figures 2 through 6 on pages 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 
is as follows: 

[ss Landscape diversity (Figure 2, page10) categorizes the quality of 
landscapes found on the property and rates the types from minimal 
to distinctive. 

Sensitive botanical areas (Figure 3, page 11) identify specific 

areas where not only interesting botanical species are found 
but many rare or endangered species are present that are worthy 

of preserving. 

Prehistoric and historic sites (Figure 4, page 12) identify general loca- 
tions of known cultural resources including prehistoric, historic, © 

and sites of abandoned mines. 

Human impact (Figure 5, page }3) represents a composite analazation of 

all resource data collected on the property and identifies areas 
of the property where human intrusion is considered as a severe 

detriment to the resource and further identifies where intrusion 

would have a moderate to Minimal impact. 

Management areas (Figure 6, page14 ) recommend three levels of use 

for the property: Section I for development and use by the public, 

Section II for minimal development and use, and Section III as 
an area that would not be developed and would receive the least 

use.
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4 tf ' | ; qe if Pe sa A. Botrychium simplex habitat: Botrychium s mplex, or the Rattlesnake ‘ 4 en we _ fen S cieal ered a rare species in colorado, principally because “ 3 ' yrs | 
of its fragile habitat. One population is known to exist on the 
Mueller Ranch. This is located just east of Rockwall Lake in a 
marshy area among Carex aguatilis. This area also includes Coelo- 
slossum viride and Carex aurea, species of botanical interest. * Gcation: Ne 1/4, SE 1/4, Sec. 34, R70W, TI3S, Elev. 8960'. 
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H 
j ‘ 8. Asplenium seotentrionale and A. trichomanes habitat: These rare 

° ern species are known to exist tn only one location on Mueller a 4 \ / =O 
Ranch, among boulders at the top of Sheep's Nose Mountain. Popu- 

\ ie Y7, Ly | a 
lations here are small and very vulnerable, as these species are 

" # 
difficult to establish and are Presently very minimal. Also of * 

suerte pe oe 
interest at this location is a fungal species, Amanita sp., which 

y bs ae . x a. - 
is unusual fn such areas. 

“ tS d P fern, 
Location: Center, Sec. 11, R70W, T14S, Elev. 9400-9577", 
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   n- a aN C. Oryopteris filix-mas habitat: This fern species has been found at 
Cte Ts several locations on Mueller Ranch. It is a large hardy fern, 

‘ found growing on outcrops and is considered a rare plant in Colos rado. 
Location: NW 1/4, SW 1/4, Sec. 16, R70W, TI4S, Elev. 8400’; 

» SE1/4, Sec. 16, R70W, TI3S, Elev. 9000'; SE 1/4, SW1s4, 
Sec. 34, R70W, T13S, Elev. 9100'. 

G P=27°°" . 
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0. Notholaena fendleri habitat: This rare fern species 1s known to exist only Tn one Tocation on Mueller Ranch, on the west face of the mountain north of the south gate entrance access road. The species ts easily disturbed and difficult to establish; thus it is particularly vulnerable. 
Location: SE 1/4, SW 1/4, Sec. 12, R70W, TI4S, Elev. 9100-9400". 

€. putiperus monosperma habitat: One lone tree has been discovered at eller Ranch, at an elevation of 8300', which {s rare for the One-Seeded Juniper. This tree is commoniy seen in the foothills between 4000 and 7600'. The occurrence of the One-Seeded Juniper at high elevations could prove to be a very interesting ecological Study. 
Location: NE 1/4, NE 1/4, Sec. 16, R7OW, T14S, Eley. 8300'. 

    
  

  

  

  F. Pinus edulis habitat: The Pinyon Pine, a common partner of the One- Seeded Juniper, has been found at several locations on the Mueller Ranch, at elevations between 8500’ and 9500’. This 1s also a rare occurrence and would make an interesting ecological study, along with the above, of the altitudinal limits of these trees. Locations: NW 1/4, SE 1/4, Sec 1S, R70W, T14S, Elev. 9200' -9321'; 17a, 1/4, Sec. 23, 270W, T14S, Elev. 9400'-9500'; N 1/2, Center, Sec. R7O0W, T14S, Elev. 3640°, 

G. Calypso bulbosa habitat: This plant {s listed as endangered (Ww.A. febers, Rocky Mountain Flora), but, im fact, is quite abundant throughout tne Rocky Mountain Region. It {s considered vulnerable due to its unique Deauty, this being defined as prone to destruction by zealous plant collectors. We recommend that at least one known Dopulation be put under special protection at Mueller Ranch. Four known populations are listed. 
Locations: North-facing slope south of Four Mile Creek: Mid 1/3, + ec. 14, R7OW, TI4S, Elev, 8400-9000'; Engelmann Soruce- Dougias Fir forest north of Lazy W Ranch: N 1/2, Sec. 25, R70W, Tl3s, Elev. 9400-9500'; North-facing slope: NW 1/4, Sec. 13, 870W, Ti4s, Elev. 8800'; West-facing slope: SW 1/4, NE 1/4, Sec. 10, 270M, TI4S, Elev. 8900'. 

  

  

    

      

        
4. tava togon us rotatum habitat: The Marsh Felwort {s a rare plant in orado. its habitat is the loamy soil of an intermittent stream 

entering into Willow Creek. 
Location: NE 1/4, SW 1/4, Sec. 13, R7QW, TI3S, Elev. 3900°, 

  
Lupinus caudatus habitat: Only one population of pypinus caudatus, of the TaiTcup Lupine, is known to exist on the Mueller Ranch, —— Being near a road, it is especially vulnerable to destruction; thus, we recommend {t for special protection. 
Location: NW 1/4, NW 1/4, Sec. 25, R7OW, TI3S, Elev. 9400'. 

  

J. Pediocactus Simpsonii habitat: The Mountain Ball Cactus {s known to exist in only one area on Mueller Ranch, in the Dome Rock area. This is considered a rare plant in Colorado and should be protected. Location: SE 1/4, NW 1/4, Sec. 16, R70W, TI4S, Elev, 8360’. 

KX. Petasites sagittata habitat: Petasites sagittata, or Sweet Colts- Foot, grows in an acid swamp located along Hay creek. This area 
includes several other species of botanical interest, including Crunocallis chamissoi and Limnorchts hyperborea. We consider this abitat to be vulnerable due to its fragility, and thus recommend that it be protected. 
Location: NW 1/4, Sec. 34, R70W, TI3S, Elev. 8980". 

  
  

  

L. Pinus ponderosa stand: A stand of nearly thirty undisturbed trees Ras Deen protected from loggers by vertical inclines and boulder cliffs. This represents the only old, large stand on the Ranch and deserves protection. (See chart for specific information. ) Location: W 1/2, SW 1/4, Sec. 12, R70W, TI4S, Elev. 9350-9400', 

M. Populus tremuloides grove: A stand of close to 50 trees has been Nearly undisturded in this canyon-meadow area. This stand appears to be a climax forest of Aspen and should remain Protected to some degree. (See chart for description. ) 
Location: N 1/2, SW 1/4, Sec. 35, R70W, T13S, Elev. 9080-9140", 

        

  

      
  

                  N. Sphagnum bog: This habitat type ts relatively rare in Colorado and $ the naditat of numerous rare and infrequent species of botanical interest. One such bog 1s known to exist on Mueller Ranch. The habitat includes two known orchid species, Corallorhiza trifida and Lysiella obtusata, as well as Chamaeperic num canadense 
(also Known as Cornus canadensis), Carex aurea, and Viola epipsela 
ssp. repens. 

Location: NW 1/4, NE 1/4, Sec. 23, R70W, TI3S, Elev. 9352". 

  

    0. Dome Rock Area: We support the continued Protection of the Dome Rock area, recognizing {t as the lambing ground of the Rocky Moun- tain Bighorn, and the home of several rare and vulnerable piant 
species, including Oryopteris filix-mas, Juniperus monosperma,     
  
  

        

Pedtocactus Simpsonii, and Clematis scottii. 
Uocatfon: Sec. 16, Rv0w, TYAS. 
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Land Status 

The Nature Conservancy study identifies a number of critical facts con- 

cerning the land status of the property. The following are considered 

the most critical and could imminently affect the present and future 
uses of the land and must be considered in preparing the development plan: 

Le The Hattan inholdings - consisting of two parcels totaling 400 
acres in Management Area I. 

The mineral rights - many of which are still held by private 
individuals located in all management areas. 

The water rights - The status of all water rights is at best only 

speculative, but two are a matter of record and are identified 
as the Hogue and Wellington ditch rights. 

Easements of record - Known easements of record are the highways 
and roads shown on a map filed on October 8, 1953, in file No. 

164-287 in Teller County records and several snow fence easements. 

External land status - Four large undeveloped parcels of land 

either are adjacent to or inundate the property in critical en- 

vironmental areas. They are the Stone property adjacent to the 

Dome Rock section, the Myrick property adjacent to both the 

Wildlife and Park sections, the Starbuck property inundating 

the Park section, and the First Methodist Church property inundat- 

ing the Park section. Any changes in land-use patterns of these 
parcels could adversely affect the character of the property. 

Geological hazards - The Teller County Geologic Hazard Map indicates 

that a large portion of Management Area I has potentially swelling 

soils and contains one fault and one inferred fault, two poten- 
tial avalanche areas, and two ''rock fall'' areas. Consideration 

must be given to these natural hazards along with the types of 

soils when selecting development sites (Appendix, page 54) 

Land administration - The entire property should be managed as one 
unit. The method by which this is accomplished must be considered 

in the development plan. This could be accomplished through leas- 

ing one agency's interests to the other, developing management plans 

mutually, or through operating agreements. 

Physical Site Criteria 
  

The final criteria used to formulate the development plan are physical 

on-site evaluations including the following major components: 

lie 

Ze 

ee 

General geographical survey. 

General natural resource survey. 

General visual analysis. 

Survey of existing useable facilities and utilities. 

-15-



5. Evaluation of impacts on external publics. 

The following Physical Site Evaluation Record form (Figure 7, below) 
was developed to numerically evaluate potential development areas. If 

a selected site scored less than 50 points, then further evaluation was 

required before it could be considerd in the final development plan. The 
completed physical site evaluation records that were used to select the 

final development sites are included in the appendix, pages 55-61. 

et eS Nat es ose te rae 6 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for : 

7 (date) / 

~ ~ 
aS 

= /§ 
<= S f/ CONSIDERATIONS a a 4 

  

(4
) 

  

Identification /   LE
ny
 

°x
ce
, 

“0
00
 

(G)
 Location 

  

Evaluator (s) 
  

N
O
T
E
S
 

    

  

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES 
  

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) 
  

3.__NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 
  

4. GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 

|_5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 

Vv ATI ini ion i Bn 

  

  

  

J. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) ie 

8, SLOPE (grade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) — 

    

  

  

] A WA imum di n r 

} PROBA PED POTA Wi WATER ‘i 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER 

  

  

  

13.__ PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES atid 

1h, PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES eda 

115. PERCOLATION (test results) A os 

16, SITE DRAINAGE roid 

  

  

  

  

17. SHADE —   

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) nth Boe 
    19. SITE SIZE (adequate) —_   

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) _ ee 
  

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) 

29, AESTHETICS (view, etc.) 
  

  

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE (minimal)   
                NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED   
Figure 7 
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Part: 11 

Part II of the development plan contains general management goals each 
followed by specific development concepts that support and enhance the 
accomplishment of the goal. The goals are based on the preceding manage- 
ment guidelines, overall management goal, and resulting criteria and data. 
Also contained in this Part are specific management tasks that if accomplished 
will reduce potential negative impacts on both the developed and undeveloped 
resources. 

Natural Resources: 
  

Goal - to protect and enhance the natural resources of the Park while still 

accommodating public use and enjoyment. 

Development Concepts: 

1. Limit all development in the Park to Management Area I (Figure 6, 
page 14). 

2. Develop less than five percent of the total land base leaving 

95% of the property in its natural state. 

3. Limit development to those areas having minimal landscape values 
preserving areas containing moderate and distinctive landscape 
qualities. 

4. Avoid development in areas containing important botanical com- 
munities and wildlife habitats. 

5. Develop and allow motor vehicle use on only five miles of the 

existing 75-mile road network. 

6. Select development sites that will minimize interference with 

the natural and normal activities of any species of wildlife. 

7. Construct facilities that will enhance opportunities for the public 
to learn about the proper use of natural resources such as a visi- 

tor center, outdoor education center, and campground amphitheater 

where regular programs can be conducted teaching conservation 

and preservation ethics. 

8. Select sites for development offering outstanding views of the 

natural resources of the area which will enhance the public's 

appreciation for them and subsequently increase their desire to 
preserve and protect the natural resources. 

9. Develop a marked hiking and equestrian trail system so the public 

can enjoy the environment without having a negative impact on 

the natural resources. 

10. Select specific sites for recreational activities that wil] 

permit constant monitoring so as to decrease any negative impacts 
on the environment.



14. 

Mere 

Develop housing units for personnel so that resource use can be 

monitored 24 hours per day. 

Construct only one entrance to the Park so that a carrying capacity 

can be implemented at a level short of resource degradation. 

Design the entire development utilizing a linear concept so that 

any portion can be closed if seasonal conflicts between wildlife 
and the park visitors are evident. 

Identify an area for motorized winter activities that can easily 

be monitored and closed in times where conflicts exist between 

the wildlife and its use. 

Select development sites that will not create future erosion 
problems and consequently enlarge the disturbed site. 

Cultural Resources: 

Goal - to protect and preserve all known cultural resources at a level 

consistent with their current condition when said cultural 

resource is worthy of protection under the guidelines of the 

State Antiquities Act of 1973 and the State Register of Historic 

Places Act of 1975. 

Development Concepts: 

bh. Eliminate any proposed development site that will destroy or have 

a negative impact on a cultural resource site. 

Construct: trails that avoid important cultural resource sites 

so as to minimize the visitor's temptation to remove components 

of the resource. 

Include appropriate cultural resource sites in the development 

site plan which are worthy and capable of being stabilized or 

reconstructed to be utilized by the public in living history pro- 

grams or in conjunction with other supervised recreational activi- 

ties. 

Avoid development sites which are near old mines until the proper 

safety mechanisms can be implemented to protect the public from 

harm. 

Land Status: 

Goal to limit the development of the property to areas which will insure 

that the investment in facilities will not be lost by future changes 

in land use and such that negative impacts to adjacent land owners 

might make continuing use infeasible. 
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CE
E Development Concepts: 

1. Select development sites that avoid private inholdings, mining 
claims of undetermined status, and easements of record. 

Avoid any development that is dependent upon the undetermined 

status of water resources found on the property. 

Select development sites that include natural buffer zones between 

the site and developed property adjacent to the Park. 

Select development sites that will be enhanced by trail systems 

developed throughout the entire property should an agreement 

be consummated with the Division of Wildlife for management of 

the entire area. 

Recreational Products (activities): 

Goal - 

Development Concept: 

jie 

to develop facilities which will promote certain recreation products 

that are desired by the public while preserving the natural character 

of the property. 

Construct and develop a livery facility to provide the public with 

a way of enjoying the natural resources without being dependent 

upon motorized transportation. 

Construct a trail network including trail heads to provide easy 
to difficult hiking experiences for all members of the public. 

Provide a developed campground for those who enjoy recreational 

camping as both an independent and dependent activity. 

Develop day-use areas which include both single family and group 

picnic sites. 

Develop sites for backcountry camping for the novice backpacker 

in areas that are easily monitored. 

Construct facilities that can be utilized for interpretation of 

environmental relationships, nature studies, and formal outdoor 

education classes. 

Develop the existing aquatic resources to enhance their angling 

potential especially for the young park visitor. 

Develop an area with parking and sanitation that could be used 
on a seasonal basis for motorized winter recreation. 

Construct trail heads and mark trails that are specifically 

attractive to ski touring enthusiasts. 

Construct formal scenic overlook structures in conjunction with 

the trail system to enhance sightseeing opportunities. 

-19-



Management Tasks: 

es 

vie 

Acquire the 400 acre Hattan inholdings. 

Obtain those mineral rights not already in State ownership. 

Monitor external land use changes including potential sales for 

development and coordinate with the First Methodist Church Youth 

Ranch for the benefit of both parties. 

Implement a program of resource monitoring, utilizing both the 

academic community and other professionals. 

Develop construction drawings and detail specifications that may 

be utilized to begin the construction of facilities. 

Develop an operations/management plan to identify specific details 

of the Park's future operation. 

Negotiate with the Division of Wildlife to obtain a 25-year lease 
for recreational management of the entire property. 

Negotiate with Colorado State Forest Service to formalize an 
agreement whereby they will provide a timber management plan for 

the Park and implement it through the commercial sale of wood 

products. 

Investigate and follow the recommendations of foresters regarding 

the control of Spruce bud worm in developed areas. 

Acquire adequate funding and personnel to protect the resources 

and control public use before opening the Park to the public. 
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Part: LET 

Part III of the Development Plan: 

1. Identifies specific recreational products (activities) to be 
provided for the public's enjoyment (below). 

2. Specifies the capital facilities necessary to support the 

proposed recreational products (page 22). 

3. Identifies the cost of facility development (page 23). 

4. Outlines budget allocations necessary to complete a phased four- 

year development program (page 24). 

5. Identifies operational and personnel costs necessary to manage 
the recreational activities (page 25). 

Recreation Products: 

The following recreation products if managed appropriately are both compatible 
with the resource and desired by the public. They include six that were 
identified as needed in the region per the 1976 and 1981 SCORP data (Appendix, 
page 62). 

I Picnicking. 

2 Developed camping. 

3. Undeveloped camping (backcountry). 
4. Hiking. 
5. Horseback riding. 
6 Nature study (interpretation through formal nature walks and campfire 

programs). 
7. Hunting (for wildlife management purposes). 
8. Crosscountry skiing. 
=) Snowmobiling. 

0 Outdoor education (formal classes in the natural sciences taught 

by qualified instructors for both college credit and noncredit). 
11. Sightseeing (other than general by means of guided tours and the 

placement of overlooks, the visitor center, and other park facili- 

ties). 
12 «<:Rishing . 
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Mueller Capital Construction Program 

Facilities and Structures 
  

-Entrance station (1) 
-Contact station (campground entrance) (1) 
-Park headquarters/visitor center (1) with 50 vehicle parking area 
-Day-use picnic area (1) with the following: 

76 picnic sites (approx.) 
I] group picnic area with pavilion/40 vehicle parking area 

3 water wells 

5 vault toilets 

-Hike-in campground (1) with approx. 25 sites 
] water well 

1 vault toilet 

20 vehicle parking area 

-Horse concession (1) with 40 vehicle parking area 

-Snack bar (1) with parking area (same as horse concession, above) 

-Dump station (1) (vault type) 

-High-use campground (1) with the following: 
103 campsites (approx.) 

6 water wells 
5 vault toilets 

3 comfort stations each with the following: 
8 showers M/F 
8 lavatories 
4 urinals 
8 toilets 

1 group camping area (10 units) 
3 tent camping areas (20 units) 

-Outdoor education center (1) with the following: 
assembly/dining hall (1) 
primitive cabins (5) 
amphitheater (1) approx. 100 seats 
parking area (50 vehicles)   =lotats: 

vault toilets wale. 
flush toilets/showers me, 
water wells -12 
vehicle parking - 200 vehicles (counting picnic & campsites--375) 

-Paved roads: 5 miles 

-Land acquisitions: 

Hattan inholdings consisting of 400 acres ad
e 
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Mueller Property 

Development Costs 

1. 103 site improved campgrounds 

(includes roads, site development, 
comfort stations) 

2. 76 day-use picnic sites 
(site development only) 

3. 25 site unimproved campground 
(includes site development only) 

4. 12 vault toilets 

5. 12 wells 

6. 4 miles of paved road 
{includes all roads except campground) 

7. 272 parking spaces 

(includes all except campground) 

8. Visitor center/park headquarters 

9. Outdoor Education Center with 5 

primitive cabins 

10. 1 Group Picnic Pavilion 

11. 2 Entrance Stations 

12.5041] ithes 

TOTAL ESTIMATED DEVELOPMENT COST: §$ 

** Cost estimates based on 1984 construction costs 

wa 5 

$ 1,030,000 

112,500 

37,500 

275,000. 

46,800. 

1,700,000. 

at], U0. 

225,000. 

425,000. 

75,000. 

60,000. 

196,200. 

4,500,000. 

-00 

-00 

-00 

O0**



MUELLER BUDGET REQUEST 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Phase | Phase || Phase I11 Total 

Wapiti Entrance/Day Use Picnic Development: 1,100,000 0 0 1,100,000 

Includes roads, parking, entrance station, 

picnic areas, trails, toilets, utilities 

(water, sewer), group picnic pavillion 

Park HQ/Visitor Center, Concession and 

Maintenance Area Development: 120,000 530,000 0 650,000 

Includes roads, parking, Park head- 

quarters/visitor center building, overlook, 

trails, landscaping, utilities (water, 
sewer, electrical) 

Campground & Outdoor Education Center: 0 1,265,000 880,000 2,145,000 

103 unit campground, utilities (water 
& sewer), toilets, outdoor educ. center 

with 5 cabins, amphitheater, trails 

Sub-total Development 1,220,000 1,795,000 880,000 3,895,000 

Contingency 120,000 175,000 90,000 385,000 

Architectural/Engr. Svcs. 160,000 30,000 30,000 220,000 

Total 1,500,000 2,000,000 1,000,000 4,500,000 
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Mueller Property 
  

Annual Operating Costs 

at Full Development 

Operating 

Telephone 

Fuel 

Vehicle Maintenance & Repair 

Ground Maintenance & Repair 

Building Maintenance & Repair 

Equipment Maintenance & Repair 

Trash Removal 

Miscellaneous Supplies 

Interpretive Supplies 

Sign Maintenance 

Trail Maintenance 

Utilities 

Heat, Light, and Power 

Personnel 

Seasonal Employees (9 man years) 

Permanent Employees (5) 

TOTAL YEARLY COST: 

$ 1,800 

12,000. 

5,000 

4,500 

4,500 

5,000. 

3,700 

1,500 

3,000 

1,000 

-00 

00 

-00 

-00 

-00 

00 

-00 

-00 

-00 

-00 

00 2,000. 

$ 44,000. 

$ 23,000. 

80,000. 

00 

00 

00 

147,660. 

$ 227,660. 

$ 294,660. 
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Part IV 

Part IV contains the actual conceptual maps outlining the scope of the 
development. 

1. The Park Development Plan (Figure 8, page 27). 

2. The Recreational Trails Plan (page 27a) 

3. Detail concept of the entrance and day-use picnic area (Figure 9, 
page 28). 

4. Detail concept of visitor center concession area (Figure 10, page 29). 

5. Detail concept of the developed campground and outdoor education 

center (Figure 11, page 30). 

6. Detail of the road system throughout the development (figure 12, 

page 31). 
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Appendix 

The following Appendix contains specific data referenced in the preceding 

text. 

lt does not contain important resource documents that are too voluminous 

to be included but are an important part of the reference base. 

They are located in the Appendix file and include the following: 

1. The four volumes of the Nature Conservancy Publication titled ''The 

Mueller Ranch, a Unique Mountain Park'' coordinated by Barbara Winternitz, 

Ph.D., February, 1981. 

2. The publication titled ''Designing for Recreation in the Natural Environment: 

the Mueller Ranch as a case Study in the Conflict between Perpetuation 

and Use'' by Gail Barry, May, 1979. 

3. Over 280 written responses as the result of public hearings, tours, and 

newspaper coverage. 

| wish to express a special thanks to both the Nature Conservancy and Gai 

Barry for permission to reprint portions of their literature and illustra- 

tions. 
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Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

Considered for MAINTENANCE AREA 
  

Identification #1 
  

Location 8450 0360 
  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                  

be PUBE LC SARETY. 

| A. aa of facilities 

1. Natural hazards (maximum distance from) 4 

| 2. Communications network (near) 4 

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 4 

| 4. Visibility (easily visible from mgt. control 

| points) 4 

| B. Adequate ingress/eqress points (emergency exits 

| possible) 4 

| C) Information systems (critical information systems can 

| be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 4 

| D. Types of facilities (facility types can be developed 

| 

! that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have 

; minimal manmade hazards 4 

| F. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of 

quarters for 24-hour response to emergencies) 4 

| Eas Other 

| 

TE Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS BvA | 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

      
  

32_ | GRAND TOTAL 
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Management Criteria - 11. 

Location 

SITE: Considered for MAINTENANCE AREA 10/13/83 

, cna? 

Identification #1 

8450 0360 

FRENCH Evaluator(s) 

      
SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

CONSIDERATIONS 

RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

        

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

—
—
_
—
—
—
 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
          

  

11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

A. Location of facilities | 

1. Day use and camping can be separated N/A_|N/A_ |N/A |N/A 

9. -Facitities bu activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 4 

3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

from road networks 4 

pn Number of entrances (minimal) hk ~+- 

C.. Traffic circulation 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points 4 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road indiscretionary use 4 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

information available to the visitor) 4 

E. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 

resources) 4 

Fr... Other. 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS || 28 

N 28 | GRAND TOTAL Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

          

-34- 
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Management Criteria - II11. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for MAINTENANCE AREA 
  

Identification #1 
  

Location 8450 0360 
  

Evaluator(s) © FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                      

111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

access for day-to-day maintenance) a 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-term 

maintenance costs per desiqn and type of materials 

used) 4 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 4 

'D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distance = 

from maintenance center) 4 

—. General Park circulation (minimizes i feta that 

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 

maintenance operations 4 

er ot nen 

| - 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 20 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 20 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE -  s PPTACHES -35-
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Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for PICNIC AREA (DAY USE) 10/13/83 
(date) 

Identification #1 

Location 8495 0310 

  

  

Evaluator(s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

1... PUBLIC ISARETY 

  

  

  

  
A. Location of facilities 

1. Natural hazards (maximum distance from) 
  

2. Communications network (near) 
  

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 
  

4. Visibility (easily visible from mat. control 
  

  

points)     

  

  B. Adequate ingress/egress points (emergency exits 

possible)   
  

  C. Information systems (critical information systems can 
  

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 
  

D. Types of facilities (facility types can be developed 
  

  

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have 
  

  

minimal manmade hazards 
  

—. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of 

  
  

  

quarters for 24-hour response to emergencies) 
N/A N/A N/Aj N/A 

  

F. Other   

  

  

  

  

          

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

    TOTALS   16   9   
  

25 GRAND TOTAL 

-36- 
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Management Criteria - ||. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for PICNIC AREA (DAY USE 10/13/83 
. (date) 

Identification #1 
  

Location 3495 0310 
  

  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 
  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

A. Location of facilities 

lL. Day use and camping can be separated 4 

2 Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 4 

3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

from road birwdets 3 

a3 Number of entrances (minimal) a 

Go %alraftic: circuiation 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points 4 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road. indiscretionary use 4 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

k 
information available to the visitor) 
  

  

  
EF. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

  

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 
  

N/A | N/A | N/A} N/A 
  

  

  

  

  

                    
resources) 

Fa Ofer 

| 

NOT=: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS || 24 3 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 2] GRAND TOTAL   

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED par: C
E
C
E
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Management Criteria - I1!. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for PICNIC AREA (DAY USE) 10/13/83 
auc   

Identification #1 

8495. 0310 

  

Location 

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                      

111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

access for day-to-day maintenance) 4 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-term 

maintenance costs per design and type of materials 

used) 4 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 4 rig 

‘D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distance = 

from maintenance center) ee 

—. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 

maintenance operations 3 

EF. Other 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 121-6 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 16 | GRAND TOTAL       
=38- 

REMARKS: NONE ; ATTACHED  



Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

SUES: 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

Considered for VISITOR CENTER/PARK HEADQUARTE Be /83 
ate) 

  

Identification #1 

Location 8435 0315 
  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

   

  

  
  

LeU Co Abe LY, 

  

  

A. 
  

  
Location of facilities 

1. Natural hazards (maximum distance from) 
  

2. Communications network (near) 
  

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 
  

Lh. Visibility (easily visible from mqt. contro] 
  

  

points) 
  

Adequate ingress/egress points (emergency exits 
    

  

possible) 
  

Information systems (critical information systems can 
  

  

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 
  

Types of facilities (facility types can be developed 
        

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have 
  

  

minimal manmade hazards 
  

Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of 
  

  

quarters for 24-hour response to emergencies) 
  

Other 
  

  

  

  

  

                

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

  24       3 2 
  

  32 | GRAND TOTAL 

-39- 

|



Management Criteria - Il. 

SITE: Considered for VISITOR CENTER/PARK HEADQUARTERS ream 

Identification #1 

Location 

Evaluator(s) 

  

RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

date 

  

8435 0315 
  

FRENCH 
  

  

   

  

  

CONSIDERATIONS 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                    

11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

A. Location of facilities 

1. Day use and camping can be separated 4 

2. Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 4 

3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

from road networks 4 

g Number of entrances (minimal) k 

C.. (ineitic.circulation 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points 4 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road indiscretionary use Z 4 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

information available to the visitor) 4 

—. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 

resources) a 

fF 2 JOLper 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 32 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 32 | GRAND TOTAL 

' -40- REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

  

 



Management Criteria - 111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for VISITOR CENTER/PARK HEADQUARTER 
  

Identification #1 
  

Location 8435 0315 
  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 
  

  

  A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 
  

| access for day-to-day maintenance) 4 
  

  

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and_ long-term 
  

  

maintenance costs per design and type of materials 
    used) 
  

  

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 
  

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 3 
    

  

'D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distance 
  

from maintenance center) 
  

  

—. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 
    

  

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 
  

maintenance operations 
  

F.. Other 
        
  

  e
e
e
 

ee
e 
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                                H

i
t
 

  ce
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      NOT=: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 8 9 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 17 | GRAND TOTAL 
    

REMARKS: NONE i ATTACHED -41-
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Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

  
  

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                      

: : 10 8 
SITE: Considered for _HIKE-IN CAMPING AREA oa 

Identification #1 

Location 8430 0370 

Evaluator(s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

“1. PUBLIC SAFETY ous 

A. Location of facilities 

L. Natural eiiesda (maximum distance from) 2 Aik 

2. Communications network (near) 2 

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 4 

4. Visibility (easily visible from mat. control ee 

points) < : an! 

B. Adequate ingress/eaqress points (emergency exits 

possible) 2 ek 

C. Information systems (critical information systems can oo 

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 4 ctf 

D. Types of facilities (facility types can be developed te 

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have a 

minimal manmade hazards 4 oD 

£. Management and pdrseuiiel quarters (adequate number _of ; ap 

quarters for 2h hdr response to emergencies) N/A_JN/A_|N/A {N/A ZA 

EST Other ae 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 12 a ve 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable | 20 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

  
-42- 

   



Management Criteria - ||. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for_HIKE-IN CAMPING AREA 10/13/83 
  (date) 

Identification #1 
  

Location 8430 0370 
  

  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

    
  
  

c= 
Il. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

  

  

  

  } . A....Location of. facilities 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

  
  

  

    
  

  

* 1. Day _use and camping can be separated 4 

2 Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 3 

| 3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

| from road networks > 

| a Number of entrances (minimal) 3 

| C. Traffic circulation 

| 1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points 2 

| 2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

| mizes off-road indiscretionary use 4 

| 

| D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

| information available to the visitor) 4 
  

  

  —. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 
  

  

N/A |N/A |N/A. |N/A 
  

  

  

      

        
              

  

| 
| resources) 
| 

| F-.--Other. 

| 
| 
| 

| 
\ 

| 

NOt Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 12 6 4 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable [22 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 
-43- 

e
S
B
 S
R
O
G
E
E
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
E
'
 

 



    S
E
B
 B
E
S
E
S
E
E
S
E
E
E
S
 

SE
S 

| 
Management Criteria - I!1. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

10/13/83 
SITE: Considered for HIKE-IN CAMPING AREA aor 

ate   

Identification #1 

Location 8430. 0370 

  

  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                  
  

      

111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

access for day-to-day maintenance) 3) 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-ter 

maintenance costs per design and type of materials 

used) 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 

‘D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum ial 

from maintenance center) 3 

—. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 

maintenance operations 2 

F. Other 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 8. 6 9 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 16 | GRAND TOTAL 

a 
REMARKS: NONE . | Api sey 

 



Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

Site: Considered for HORSE CONCESSION 

Identification #1 

Location 8440 0395 

Evaluator(s) FRENCH 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  
  

1.) PUBLIC SAF ERY, 

  

  

A. 

  

  
Location of facilities 

1. Natural hazards (maximum distance from) 
  

2. Communications network (near) 
  

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 
  

4. Visibility (easily visible from mgt. control 
  

  

points)           

Adequate inagress/egress points (emergency exits 
  

  

possible) 
  

  

  
Information systems (critical information systems can 

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 
  

Types of facilities (facility types can be developed 
  

  

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have 
  

  

minimal manmade hazards   

Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of 

  
  

  

quarters for 24-hour response to emergencies) 
  

Other   

  

  

  

  

      iY 
  

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

      20 | 9     
  

  29 | GRAND TOTAL 
-45- 
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Management Criteria - I1. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL / 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for HORSE CONCESSION 10/13/83 
date = 

° 
Naa 

Identification #1 

Location 8440 0395 } Rs af > 

Yay fe 

Evaluator (s) FRENCH Sithasucl a = 
rr ahs a a= 0 ae 

CONSIDERATIONS w a 

1t. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

A. Location of facilities 

1. Day use and camping can be separated N/A_|N/A_LN/A_|N/A 

2 Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 4 

3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

from road networks 4 

pg. Number of entrances (minimal) 4 

C. Thastatucirculation 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points ee 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road indiscretionary use : 4 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

information available to the visitor) 4 

E. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 

resources) 4 

F. JOther 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 24 S | 

  N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 27 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED -46-



Management Criteria - 111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

10/13/83 

(date)   SITE: Considered for HORSE CONCESSION 

Identification #1 
  

Location 8440 0395 
  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  ft
 
    
                    

111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

access for day-to-day maintenance) 4 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-term 

maintenance costs per design and type of materials 

used) 3 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 4 

‘D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distance 

from maintenance center) i 

E. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 

maintenance operations 4 

Por Other 

NOT=: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 20 3 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable | 23 | GRAND TOTAL   

REMARKS: NONE 2 AT ACHER ~
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Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

          

SITE: Considered for CAMPGROUND (HIGH USE) 10/13/83 / 
(date) > 

Identification #1 fF 
S 
<= 

Location 8440 0400 a LBi0f 
a? of 

Evaluator(s) | FRENCH Sof ey ee 
S tee of 2 
cS = S = 

CONSIDERATIONS a oe 

t.. PUBLIC SAFETY 

A. Location of facilities 

1. Natural hazards (maximum distance from) 3 

2. Communications network (near) 3 

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 3 

4. Visibility (easily visible from mat. control 

points) 3 eee 

B. Adequate inaress/egress points (emergency exits 

possible) 4 a 

C. Information systems (critical information systems can 

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 4 csi 

D. Types of facilities (facility types can be developed pee 

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and have en 

minimal manmade hazards 4 aS 

F. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number _of } oe 

quarters for 24-hour response to emergencies) N/A [N/A |N/A TN/AT 

Finer Ley 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 1:2 12 re 

N = Not Evaluated -N/A = Not Applicable : 24 GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

          
  

-48-  



    
Management Criteria - 11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

  

  

  

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for CAMPGROUND HIGH USE 10/13/8 

. date 

Identification AN 

Location 8440 0400 
  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 
  

CONSIDERATIONS 
  
  

  

11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 
  

  

A. Location of facilities 
  

1. Day use and camping can be separated ia 
  

  

2 Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 
  

resource areas 4 
  

  

  2. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

          

  

  e
e
e
e
e
e
a
a
a
 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

                      
  

from road networks 4 

pa. Number of entrances (minimal) : 4 

C. Traffic circulation 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points mee. 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road indiscretionary use ~ 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

information available to the visitor) 4 

E. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 

resources) N/A| N/A} N/A} N/A 

| RET Oh Ant Ae 
H ae 

‘apt 
NOT=: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 24 | 3 : 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable | 27 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED i ime!  



Management Criteria - 111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for CAMPGROUND (HIGH USE) 10/13/83 
(date) 

  

Identification #1 
  

Location 8440 0400 
  

Evaluator(s) FRENCH 
  

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

l 

| 

| 

Vas 

Hae 

ier 

Ed |   
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                        

[1t. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

secnss for day-to-day maintenance) 4 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and lona-ter 

maintenance costs per desiqn and type of materials 

used) 4 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 4 ras 

le ‘D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum diesen 

from maintenance center) 3 

TT —. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 

must be traveled to perform daily and routine 

: maintenance operations 4 

OER Eh Og 

Name 

red 

frat 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 16 3 

ime N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable TZ | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE -_~—s ATTACHED aes  



Management Criteria - |. PUBLIC SAFETY 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SNOWMOBILE AREA 10/13/83 
  

  

(date). [ 
~ 

  

  

  

    
  

  
  

  

  

  

  
  

        
      

  
  

  

  
  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                                                  

SITE: Considered for 

Identification ba 
/ re / 

‘Location 8630 0850 / £ a re. Be , 

FRENCH ¢ S To ro 
Evaluator (s) 

5 /§ e: § § | 

CONSIDERATIONS L inl GF 

a PUBLIC SAFETY 
ive 

Ai Oocatiron. Or -tachlities 

lL. Natural Vicphacits (maximum distance from) 4 eed 

2, Communications network (near) 1 | 

3. Hazardous activities (separated from) 4 : 

4. Visibility (easily visible from mat. control 

points) 4 : 

B. Adequate bes tiaraed points (emergency exits 

possible) 
3 lod 

C. Information systems (critical information systems can 

be placed to maximize visitor awareness of hazards) 4 (ieee 0 

D. Types of facilities (facility types can be developed - 

that maximize health and sanitary conditions and_ have ee TT 

minimal manmade hazards 4 lope 

F, Management and personnel quarters (adequate number of come 

quarters for 2h hot response to eierdaic teas N/A_JN/A_|N/A_IN/A lowe 

Fon thee 
a 

_ = 

Hoel 

HOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box ores | 20 3 1 ey 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 24 =| GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED ot
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S
 Management Criteria - I]. 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

SITE: Considered for SNOWMOBILE AREA 10/13/83 
  (date) 

  

  

  

RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 
      

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                    
  

    

Identification #1 / . 
= 

Location 8630 0850 Rs) 

be G 
Evaluator (s) FRENCH She panes Fm 

S x o /2 
oO < S = 

CONSIDERATIONS 
Mh a e 

11. RESOURCE PROTECTION AND VISITOR CONTROL 

A. Location of facilities 

1. Dav use and camping can be separated N/A |N/A |N/A | N/A 

4 Facilities and activity areas avoid delicate 

resource areas 4 

3. Facilities and activities are easily visible 

from road networks 3 

g Number of entrances (minimal) 4 st 

C--Fraffic-circulation 
' 

1. Minimizes distances from mgt. control points 2 

2. Avoids traffic congestion potential and mini- 

mizes off-road indiscretionary use 4 

D. Information systems (can be placed to maximize 

information available to the visitor) 4 

—. Management and personnel quarters (adequate number 

to provide for 24-hour observation of visitors and 

resources) N/A |N/A |N/A {N/A 

F---Other 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 16 3 Z 

N Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable | 21__| GRAND TOTAL 

: -52- 
REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED



Management Criteria - "111. MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  SITE: Considered for SNOWMOBILE AREA 10/13/83 
: ate 

Identification #1 

Location 8630 0850 

  

  

Evaluator (s) FRENCH 

CONSIDERATIONS 

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                    
  

111, MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS 

A. General location of facilities (provides for easy 

access for day-to-day maintenance) 5 2 

B. Types of facilities (low cost short- and long-term 

maintenance costs per design and type of materials 

used) 4 

C. Site modification (minimizes ongoing maintenance 

caused by natural deterioration and erosion) 4 ae 

‘D. Location vs. maintenance center (minimum distanck e 

from maintenance center) u 

—. General Park circulation (minimizes distances that 

must _be traveled to perform daily and routine 

maintenance operations 7 u 

F. Other 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 8 2 2 

N = Not Evaluated _N/A = Not Applicable 12 | GRAND TOTAL 
-53- 

REMARKS: NONE <P ARHED
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SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

      

          
  

SITE: Considered for MAINTENANCE AREA 10/13/83 
date 

Identification #1 

Location 8450 0360 

Evaluator (s) DOWNER 

CONSIDERATIONS 

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES 

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 

4, GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 

5S. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 

7. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 

8. SLOPE (arade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) 

1] PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES 

14. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) 

“16. SITE DRAINAGE | 

17. SHADE 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) 4 

22. AESTHETICS (view, etc.) 3 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE (minimal) pie 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS {| 52 101}. 2 2 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Appticable 74 | GRAND TOTAL   
REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 

    

mie 

   



  
  

y 
  

Pon eS th a PAL 
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SITE: Considered for PICNIC AREA (DAY USE) 0 
date 

Identification #1 

Location 8495 0310 

Evaluator (s) DOWNER 

CONSIDERATIONS 

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES N/A |N/A |N/A |N/A 

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) N/A_[N/A |N/A |N/A 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 3 

4. GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 3 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 3 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 3 

7. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 3 

8. SLOPE (grade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) : 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 2 

10, SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) 3 

1]. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER N |N_IN N 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER 1 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES 3 

14, PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 3 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) N N N N 

16. SITE DRAINAGE 3 

17. SHADE 4 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 4 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 3 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 3 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) 4 

22. AESTHETICS (view, etc.) 4 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE -(minimal) 3 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 16 36 4 1 

N = Not Evaluated _N/A = Not Applicable 57° | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 
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SITE EVALUATION RECORD    

  

  

  

SITE: Considered for VISITOR CENTER/PARK HEADQUARTERS 10/13/83 
ate 

Identification #1 
  

Location 8435 0315 
  

Evaluator (s) DOWNER 
  

CONSIDERATIONS 
  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                    

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A 

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) N/A | N/A | N/A |N/A 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 3 

4, GROUND SURFACE STABILITY Li 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 4 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 4 

7. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 4 

8. SLOPE (qrade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) 2 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 3 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) 4 

LL. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER ei twe Nel eR 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER at. 2 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES 3 

14. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 3 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) Sat a EL 

16, SITE DRAINAGE 4 

17. SHADE 2 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 4 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 3 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 4 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) 4 

22, AESTHETICS (view, etc h 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE -(minimal) 4 
NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS hh | 15 | 6 

N = Not Evaluated _N/A = Not Applicable 65 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE __ ATTACHED __ -57- 
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Pow So mL 

SITE EVALUATION RECORD 

SITE: Considered for HIKE-IN CAMPING AREA 10-13-83 
date 

Identification | 

Location 8430 0370 

Evaluator (s) Downer 

CONSIDERATIONS 

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES 

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) N/A | NZA | N/A | N/A 

3. _NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A 

4, GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 3 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 4 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 3 

2. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 3 

8. SLOPE (grade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) 3 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 4 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) 3 

11. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER el eed eee one 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES N/A_{NZB |N/A N/A 

1h, PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LIES NEA INLB AN/A, JN/A 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) Pe LO ba ne Pe 

“16. SITE DRAINAGE 3 

17. SHADE ‘ 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) : 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) : 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) ‘ 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) : 

22. AESTHETICS (view, etc.) * 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE (minimal) ; 
NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 2 2 | ] 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 54 GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE __ ATTACHED -58- 
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SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  SITE: Considered for HORSE CONCESSION 10/13/8 

Identification #1 

Location 8440 0395 

  

  

Evaluator (s) DOWNER 

CONSIDERATIONS 
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2 
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_—
_—

 
3
 

  

  

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

  

  

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES 

>. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) 3 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 3 

4, GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK “ 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 3 

7._SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) , 3 

8. SLOPE (arade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) | 4 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 4 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) Se 

11. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER 2 
  

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER ' a 
  

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES 3 
    

14, PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 3 3 
  

  15. PERCOLATION (test results) 4 

16. SITE DRAINAGE   

  

  

  

  

  

                we
ee
ee
e 
      

173---SHADE 

18.- ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 4 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 3 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 4 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) 4 

99io AES ETLGS (view, etc.) — 3 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE, -(minimal) 4 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS he Soe werner tt 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 68 | GRAND TOTAL     

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED ~59r
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SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
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SITE: Considered for CAMPGROUND (HIGH USE) CT 

Identification #1 

Location 8440. 0400 

Evaluator(s) DOWNER 

CONSIDERATIONS 

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES N/A |N/A |N/A |N/A 

2. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) N/A _|N/A_|N/A_ |N/A 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 3 

4. GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 3 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 4 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 3 

7. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 3 

8. SLOPE (grade) ENTRANCE ROAD (minimal) 4 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 4 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (maximum distance from) 3 

11. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER N N N N 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER | 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES a 

14. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 2 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) Moo UN jo th N 

16, SITE DRAINAGE 3 

17.__ SHADE 4 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 4 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 3 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 4 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) ‘ 

92. AESTHETICS (view, etc.) 4 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE (minimal) 4 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS {136 421 4 1 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 62 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 
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SITE EVALUATION RECORD 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

              
  

SITE: Considered for SNOWMOBILE AREA 

Identification #1 

Location 8630 0850 

Evaluator (s) DOWNER 

CONSIDERATIONS 

1. EXISTING USABLE STRUCTURES 2 

>. EXISTING USABLE FACILITIES (other than listed below) N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A 

3. NEW ROAD CONSTRUCTION OR IMPROVEMENT (minimal) 4 

4, GROUND SURFACE STABILITY 3 

5. ACCESS TO EXISTING ROAD NETWORK 4 

6. VEGETATION (minimal construction impact) 4 

7. SLOPE (grade) SITE (minimal) 4 

8. SLOPE (grade) ENTRANCE ROAD heal ial . 

9. ACCESS (easily reached) 4 

10. SHALLOW GROUND WATER (thaximum distance from) : 

11. PROBABLE UNDEVELOPED POTABLE WELL WATER 4 

12. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING POTABLE WELL WATER 2 

13. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING ELECTRICAL SERVICE LINES 4 

1h. PROXIMITY TO EXISTING TELEPHONE SERVICE LINES 4 

15. PERCOLATION (test results) FA a 

“16. SITE DRAINAGE 3 

17. SHADE i 

18. ADDITIONAL LAND ACQUISITIONS NEEDED (minimal) 

19. SITE SIZE (adequate) 3 

20. VISIBILITY (easily found, seen) 4 

21. DISTURBANCE TO ADJACENT LANDOWNERS (minimal) a 

22. AESTHETICS (view, -etc.) 
3 

23. ECOLOGICAL DISTURBANCE (minimal) i 

NOTE: Enter evaluation number in appropriate box TOTALS 48 -1-12-}-8 1 

N = Not Evaluated N/A = Not Applicable 69 | GRAND TOTAL 

REMARKS: NONE ATTACHED 
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OPOR High Priority Need Activities by Region - 1981 SCORP 
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Source: 1981 Cclorado Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) 

SCORP_ Identified Activity Needs 
  

The State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) is a planning 

implementation tool developed in 1965 with the enactment of the federal 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Program. The SCORP's function is to 

assess statewide outdoor recreation issues and needs, and to develop 

agency roles, responsibilities and strategies for resolving them. 

Responsibility for preparation of the SCORP for Colorado rests with the 

Division. It should be noted that, while the responsibility for the 

preparation of the SCORP rests with the Division, the document's recom- 

mendations are not listed according to Division priorities. Therefore, 

the Division must evaluate SCORP's recommendations against all Division 

priorities to determine which ones it has the ability to carry out. The 

following table summarizes the activities that, through the SCORP planning 

process, the Division was recommended to focus priorities on for making 

direct provision of additional recreational opportunities. The activi- 

ties identified are those that most significantly receive greater public 

use than the current state planning region recreational facilities can 

accommodate. 
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PAGE(S) 

Cover 

Cover 

Title 

27 

Title 

Table of 

contents 

23 

23 

24 

24 

27 

27 

27a 

63 

26 

REVISIONS 

REVISION 

Title: ''Proposed Development 
Plan'' changed to read 

‘Development Plan'!'! 

Title: ''Mueller Property'! 
changed to read 

"Mueller State Park’! 

"Presented to'' changed 
to read "Approved by''. 

Added... Res. 1 SLONS. scsdsenniinn 63!! 

Item #7 cost revised from 

$353,600.00 to $317,000.00 

Deleted: Item #13 

Withdrawn: Proposed Development/ 
Cost Schedule 

Added: Mueller Budget 
Request 

"Proposed Park Development 

Plan'' changed to read 
"Park Development Plan! 

Added: Recreational Trails 

Plan (page 27a)" 

Added: Recreational Trails 

Plan 

Added: Revisions page 

Added as item #2 ''The Recreation- 
al Trails Plan (page 27a).!' 
Subsequent numbers adjusted. 
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8/26/85 

REASON 

Parks Board 

approved plan 

Parks Board 

Action-Nov.16,1984 

Parks Board : 

Action-Nov.16,1984 

Revisions 

page added 

Cost adjustment 

Funds not 

appropriated. 

Land trade 

feasible. 

Outdated 

New Budget 

Request 

Developed 

Parks Board 

Approved Plan 

To reference 

added page 

Recently 

Developed 

To record 

revisions 

Page 27a added, list 

revised. 
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