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	#1 & #2: Seem reasonable #3 & #4: My interest and concern relates to Multi-modal transportation within the park as well as the integration of non-motorized recreation and scenic trails within the park. Many of our tourists that travel to the area have bicycles and are looking for opportunity to not only travel safely within the park to its facilities and venues but to also enjoy a scenic trail (primitive and developed) into the adjacent forest. Currently the park has narrow roads with high traffic during the peak summer months that do not encourage bicycle use. A scenic trail would also be a wonderful asset.
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	(The following is an excerpt from Mr Weller's letter) I implore you to keep the Sand Creek area of Great Sand Dunes National Park closed to all motorized traffic. Some will argue that Sand Creek and the far reaches of the dunes are too hard to access. There need to be places that are hard to access. Without barriers to entry, there can be no solitude. There can be no stillness…I cannot stress enough how much of an adverse impact a road into the Sand Creek area would have. The spirit of wilderness is easily wounded. All it takes is the sound of a car to completely change the experience. Some areas need to be preserved in silence.
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	1. Access to the Sangre de Cristo mountains. A. An all weather road up and over Medano Pass form the West. B. An all weather road form the East to connect to the pass road. C. An entrance station for traffic from the East. D. Suitable facilities in the mountains for camping and hiking, with particular emphasis on hiking and observing nature. 2. Access to the more remote parts of the dune field. A. An all-weather road to the vicinity of the North edge of the dune field at Sand Creek. It could be a branch of the Medano Pass road heading to the West or a separate road coming East from the valley. B. Provision of additional access to the dunes along this road; parking lots and marked trails will draw visitors away from present crowded areas. C. A well-marked trail for access to the Southwest edge of the dune field. This trail to eventually grow into a "Circum-dune" trail passing around the entire dune field.
	The interaction of sand and water in a high mountain environment is the premier attribute. It's like an ocean beach in the mountains. Now, with the addition of the mountain range it provides additional opportunities for camping, hiking and observing nature. An important is access to the mountains, within one day's drive for "flatland" citizens of Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, and Southern Colorado.
	No comment because of lack of knowledge.
	The highest priority should be access to the mountains, particularly from the East. Next should be provision of suitable infrastructure in the new areas. Broadened access to the dune field should be and issue because 95% of today's visitors are channeled into a small area.
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	Need to include Native Americans on the decision making team.
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	1. I did not see a copy of Newsletter #2 until after December 15. I found it on the desk of the visitor center. I had to ask what it was because it did not advertise itself. How about putting something on the cover of letter number 3 like "Take Part", "Get Involved", or "Help Us" to get more of the public aware of what is going on. 2. Why is there no link to this website from the GRSA homepage? A whole lot more people read the GRSA homepage than do a search of the NPS to find planning websites. I don't think as many of the public know about this planning process as could know. 3. The PURPOSE statement mentions "provide long term protection of...recreational resources" and "provide opportunities for visitors to experience...enjoy. The SIGNIFICANCE statement mentions "Provides special opportunities for recreation..." (in the dune mass, but not the Preserve). Yet the MISSION statement does not mention recreation at all. Isn't this incongruous? 3. Under FUNDAMENTAL RESOURCES AND VALUES - VISITOR OPPORTUNITIES driving 4x4 in sand is listed, yet hunting is not. I don't see how operating a four wheel drive vehicle can be a fundamental value, and hunting can not be. Hunting has been around a lot longer, and the whole acquisition of the Preserve revolved around that issue. Four wheel drive vehicles are contributing to resource damage which certainly is not a value we want to endorse, and they are only one of many ways to enjoy the dunes.
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	Public meeting February 13, 2003 4:00p.m. to 7:00 p.m. Alamosa, Colorado Room 124, Trinidad State Junior College As a Adams State College grad I wondered if the meeting took place in Trinidad or Alamosa :-) I'll review the updates and GMP process with interest.
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	I would like to make a few comments regarding the General Management Plan for Great Sand Dunes National Park and Preserve. I'm disappointed to see the Service place a former pro-development county commissioner on the Advisory Council. There are still several BLM personnel in this valley that resent the development pushed on them by this person. Air quality in the San Luis Valley and GRSA has deteriorated over the past several years. During the winter omths smoke generated by wood burning stoves in the communities of Fort Garland, Blaca, and San Luis migrates along the base of the Sange De Cristo Mountains and migrates out of the valley via Medano Pass. Strong spring winds blow dust, topsoil, and agricultural products such as fertilizer from around Center, Colorado and exit the valley via Music and Medano Passes. These situations violate Class I air shed of the Wilderness Area of GRSA. What is the Service going to do to prevent further degradation of the air shed? During the past 30 year there has been a huge lose in the quality of the night sky because of light pollution from Colorado Springs and Pueblo, Colorado. What will the Service do to prevent further degradatio nof the night sky? The lose of archaeological materials from the Big Springs area is criminal. When I first saw this area the ground was littered with mono and metates. Many of the metates ended up being placed in the chimney in Holland Michigan, the hometown of a former inholder at the park. This area should be thoroughly excavated and then closed to the public. A District Office will need to be located in the town of Crestone to conduct search and rescue operation dealing with climbing accidents and lost persons. Even though it is too late to comment on the current visitor center construction, there should be no further development for building that interfere with view shed of visitor, dune mass, and mountains. There was quite a battle between the park staff, region, and Director when the visitor center was first built during the Mission-66 program. What is the Service going to do when bison discover the halo of rice grass and water in Medano Creek adjacent to the picnic area and campgrounds? I would like to see NO further development for the park and those lands suitable for wilderness classification be so classified and added to the system. One last comment. Someone suggested that only local residents work at the park because they would take better care of the area. There use to be a newspaper clipping in the park files that wanted to recommend to the Atomic Energy Administration, that the Great Sand Dunes be used for an above ground nuclear test site. I believe the suggestion came from the Alamosa Chamber of Commerce!
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	The Great Sand Dunes Nat'l park in CO is a very unique area that should be fully preserved for all generations to enjoy. Best uses for this area seem to be hiking, low impact camping, bird and animal watching, photography, etc. Possible acceptable higher impact use to include snowboarding. All vehicle use in any form, from ATV's to motorbikes etc, as well as any development for housing, or oil or gas exploration, or any logging, as well hunting should not be allowed. The entire area should be considered for full wilderness protection status before it is too late. This is a very unique irreplaceable area that deserves our fullest responsibility for protections!
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	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes. Registration for climbing the Dunes for safety and to prevent litter ie: glass bottles, pop cans, tissues, etc.
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	Please advise the time of the public meeting to be held February 20 at the Golden Community Center regarding the Sand Dunes. Thank you.
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	Roads in local park best REDUCED, with existing south public access continued as the ONLY one. No stans or markers anywhere. Tess, for a decade Saguache property owner
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	There are two key items I hope are addressed in the planning process. The first item is the return of buffalo to both park service land and U.S. fish and wildlife land. Ultimately, I would like to see a cross jurisdictional buffalo plan that allows these creatures to utilize park service/forest service/fish and wildlife/nature conservancy lands. The second key item I would like included in the planning process is fire management. This includes planning to prevent catastrophic wildfire, using fire as an ecological management tool, and being prepared with a prescribed natural fire plan that allows lighting fires to burn under appropriate conditions in the monument and preserve. Fire planning would be most effective if coordinated with USFW, USFS and the Nature conservancy. Thank you for including my comments as part of the Great Sand Dunes planning process.
	Of course the Great Sand Dunes national monument and preserve is extraordinary and unique place, as is the larger system (san luis valley/sangre de cristo mountains) that its embedded within.
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	I heard that there are plans to put a public access road to the great sand dunes park right through the midst of my community. I strongly oppose this action. To do so would disturb a community of deer, elk, several other species, as well as several spiritual sanctuaries that are on the proposed access roads. These spiritual communities are located where they are so that the members may have a peaceful area to live their devotion. Please take these issues into account before approving this particular access to the park. Perhaps you can hold a public forum with our community so that you may have an opportunity to hear the perspectives of the many concerned citizens that live here. Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter. Respectfully, Lisa Micklin
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	Most of the residents in the Crestone/Baca area came here because they enjoy a life of quietness and seclusion. We value our natural environment as our most precious resource, next to the water aquifer underneath us of course. To put a northern gate or access to the Great Sand Dunes National Monument through our Baca Grande subdivision would destroy our quietness and seclusion by increasing traffic and noise. To route that access directly in front of our spiritual centers via the 'old postal road' otherwise known as 'the old mine road' would be absolute flagrant disregard for the spiritual centers here and the wishes of the community as a whole. The county has consistently left most road maintenance within the Baca subdivision up to the property owners' association. We would have to foot the bill for road repair and maintenance and would have to suffer the other inconveniences of having tourists traveling those roads at greater risk to our children, who frequently skateboard and walk these roads, and wildlife. It has been our experience that out-of -towners usually ignore our speed limits and increased traffic will significantly increase the cost of road maintenance. I strongly urge you to reconsider any northern access to the park and if you MUST put one there…put it West of Crestone, through the Baca Ranch or someone else's property and NOT through the Baca subdivision! Thank you.
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	I'm moving to Crestone in the Fall. Preserve access for disabled via Medano primitive road. Enhance species diversity - reintroduce wolves. Create community council to develop & sustain partnerships with adjoining communities. Support spiritual values in caring for land. Preserve aquifer. Reduce development. Support local economy.
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	Key opportunities: To identify, record, research and interpret some of the most significant archaeological resources in the state of Colorado. Key planning issues: How to integrate the need to protect and manage significant cultural resources (prehistoric, historic and ethno historic) with other planning issues. How to preserve the many special features of the area (cultural, biological, geological, etc.), yet make them accessible for education, interpretation and research.
	Why special: The area has incredible and unique geographical, geological, biological and cultural (historic and prehistoric) features, and a pristine wilderness-like setting.
	
	Other thoughts: I would like to see public education, research, and interpretation of the significant natural and cultural resources be considered integral parts of future management strategies for the area.
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	I hope the park can link with the Crestone community, and the other neighbors, in ways that are symbiotic and helpful. I feel certain we are all to gain from one another. I hope a northern entrance to the park will happen. I was inspired by the GSDNM visitor's center building, that they were proud of its solar efficiency. The building seems pretty old and to be sure ways and awareness of how to connect to place have only deepened since that design. My family and I moved to the Crestone/Baca area several years ago because it's a bit of a 'mecca' for natural builders, nationally. I view this as an opportunity for present planners of the national park, to somehow be a part of -- most important of which is to know how and use local materials to build structures. I would assume these interests are shared by the park system. You have an interesting resource if you want it here in the area. I'm thinking of the grandeur of the log lodge by Old Faithful in Wyoming -- a structure that was probably built with logs from onsite. That building, with modern constraints from Uniform Build Codes, becomes problematic but I hope planners take it on. Here we have logs, but we also have the southwest adobe, and an agricultural community with the by-product of straw. As an architect/builder I'd love to sit with the architects of the park simply to share what's available locally…surely there are some others.
	The beauty, and the ecological diversity. The human ecology.
	As always, the park system should consider the local ecology, the plant and animal relationships, that which it has always done so well, pushing the visitors to learn these things. The building ecology, the impacts of roads and structures, the importance of placement and the necessity for those impacts to be well thought out. The park service has these resources in spades I'd think!
	Good luck and have fun, look forward to having you as neighbors and friends.
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	Dear Sirs, It has come to my attention that a plan for a northern entrance to the Park is going through Crestone's Chalet and Grants area, using our roads. I understand that there is a road through the property (Baca Ranch) to access the intended park. Most of the people who have come to Crestone area, came seeking quiet and peace, and a road through our area would invade that peace. Like the idea of having larger, natural, pristine areas for the Park, we too wish for the same privilege. Therefore, please reconsider the plan for the northern entrance through our space. I live on Wagonwheel Road in the Baca, and understand that this road would be one of the main traveled roads. I ask that you use the road already existing on the Baca Ranch property. Thank you. Sincerely, Joan Stevens
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	Dear Planning Committee: I am writing to express my concern that there be no Northern entrance to the park developed. There are already adequate facilities in existence which provide appropriate access for the general public. Developing new roads to the north will disturb animal habitat which is vitally needed as the Baca development is already infringing on elk and antelope and bear (and other species) feeding and migration routes between the mountains and the open land. The same detrimental effect will occur if traffic is increased on existing roads in the Baca development. Furthermore, there will be an effect on the quality of life of the Crestone community as is it is exposed to more traffic and a tourist economy. The county is ill-prepared to manage traffic and crime issues which will be significant in the case of access to the national park from the North. Sincerely, Christina Dercum
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	I am a concerned resident of Crestone. I value the peace and natural beauty of this place and am strongly OPPOSED to a north entry to the GSD Park. A highway would disturb not only the residents, but also the wildlife and fragile plant life. The Baca Grande is a quiet residential neighborhood with many children and pets. We cannot risk their safety or our peace of mind for a proposed north entry. Thank you. L. King
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	Crestone & the Baca Grande area is still a relatively remote area for the United States. As such, many people, myself included, have come here for the quietness & peacefulness. One thing that helps maintain this atmosphere is the lack of vehicular traffic. Even with the Baca Grande I bought property at the far end of the subdivision from the entrance in order to have maximum quiet. Now I hear one plan being considered is put a road through the Baca Grande subdivision to the Great Sand Dunes. Please do not do this option - it would destroy the quietness that many of us have come here for. Thank You, Russell Schreibera
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	Concerning location of a north road to the park. A road through the residential area known as the Baca Grande using the existing roads would be very disruptive to this community, especially any routing of park traffic along Wagon Wheel road. As residents with homes along this road we feel that any increased traffic on this road would create dangerous impacts for us and our families, and would adversely change the character of this residential area. A route to the west of the Baca Grande would be a better location for a north entrance to the park if one must be routed so far to the North of the park.
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	I have been a resident of Crestone for 3 years and I am not in favor of expanding and paving our roads to accommodate more tourists and more traffic thru our area. This wilderness area should stay as closed as possible. Thanks for listening. Malina Feder
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	I am opposed to opening the road between the Sand Dunes and Crestone, because it is a major wildlife corridor.
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	My input is simple. Please DO NOT put an access road from the Dunes into Crestone. Nowhere. The Dunes are about the Dunes, not about our town. Access from the main and existing roads into Alamosa, which is set up to handle tourists, is certainly a viable alternative for you to explore. Thanks
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	After asking numerous people re: whether or not there would be a 'north entrance' to the park (through or near the Baca Grant Subdivision) if the designation was changed from Monument to Park, and being reassured that there absolutely would not (although there were individuals who warned me that I was being misinformed if not lied to), I lent my support to the process. I definitely could have done otherwise quite effectively. Now, to my surprise and great disappointment and aggravation, I find that plans are being made for just such a prospect!! Nothing like the feeling of having been lied to, is there? Makes one feel like joining the ranks of the seriously disenchanted -- 'trust no one in government!' I am a Colorado native, and have been living in the Crestone locale for 18 years. I came here to get away from other areas of thoughtless development, and so far that has been held at bay here with some degree of success. I love peace and quite -- being able to 'hear myself think'. I'm quite certain that should any kind of entrance to the park be created, a great deal of that would be permanently lost. Whether it be an entrance for motorized vehicles or just a trail-head for non-motorized and pedestrian traffic -- I am very certain we who live here would be seriously impacted in a way that would be irreversible. I know that the only people supporting this 'entrance plan' are developers and speculators who want to make a 'killing' in real-estate and then leave, dropping their 'droppings' in our (those of us who sincerely care about this area) lap! A you may have surmised, I am ADAMANTLY OPPOSED to any kind of entrance to the park being created anywhere near Crestone. I understand that the town and people of Hooper are supportive of an entrance through there. Why don't you concentrate your efforts on that location and simply leave us alone? Respectively and sincerely, William Porter
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	I do not approve of a north entrance to the park passing through the Baca Grande and using sub-division roads as an option in the General Management Plan for the Great Sand Dunes National Park. Thank you, Kathy Barnes
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	Appreciated the time given to the public meeting yesterday by Park Service managers. Would like to add my voice to the many there who do not want a northern entrance to the Park through the Baca Grande development. Keeping the current road to Deadman and Cedar primitive will preserve the qualities of wilderness admired by those of us who have been there. Perhaps this is an opportunity for someone to provide access with a special vehicle as a small business. The main business of our community is "retreat" which means inaccessibility.
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	I would like to add my voice against having a north entrance to the park through Crestone. The infrastructure here has not been planned well. As this area is built up there will be congestion problems enough without adding to that. Also the land to the south of us is relatively untouched and would be degraded as habitat by traffic of any kind. Thanks, Al Sadler
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	I love the Dunes but I vote to please do not open a road from Crestone through the Baca. Not only by having a road through the Baca would cause much unneeded traffic and cause more road damage but the biggest problem would bring all kinds of people by our homes, many of which are secluded which could create break-ins and vandalism which would create great hardship to the people here in Crestone and the Baca.
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	Wilderness, motorized use, hunting, trails, backcountry use, interpretive programs.
	Scenic beauty, unique ecology and geology, wilderness.
	Ecological values, recreational demand, scenic values, solitude and quiet, limited road less areas in region.
	I believe that the protection of natural values and wilderness should be the primary goals of management.
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	To whom this may concern, I have spent considerable time on the west side of the Sangre de Cristo Mts. for more than a decade - visiting the Dunes, hiking the drainages from Dorsey Creek to Blanca, climbing, botanizing, birding, and taking note of the geology. Like many, I was heartened by news of the cooperative agreement between the Nature Conservancy and the various federal agencies to secure these lands for their natural values. While many of us have reservations about the fate of future water diversions, tourist development, and increased use, we have held on to the hope that this agreement might lead to long lasting protection for the native species and a landscape we hold dear. I strongly urge you to move cautiously as the planning process proceeds. Priority should be give to the ecological integrity of the area. A wealth of sensitive species are known from the region. Deadman Creek is part of a Forest Service RNA. Trailheads, campgrounds, and other developments should proceed only if they serve to mitigate resource damage - NOT to encourage or foster additional use. Access from the north should not be developed. The community of Crestone does not want it, and the fragmentation of critical habitats that would result would be unconscionable. There is a unique opportunity in this situation for the various federal agencies, with the Park Service taking the lead, to do the right thing and to protect a relatively large area for its biological and ascetic values. To say no to crass gateway towns, to be economically conservative and not build roads, and to preserve the quiet and solitude that are becoming increasingly hard to find. Thank you for your consideration. Tim Hogan
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	Dear National Park Service: We are absolutely opposed to a northern access to Sand Dunes National Park via the Baca Grande Subdivision or the town of Crestone, or via former Baca ranchlands off of County Road T east of Hwy 17. We have been granted land in the Crestone, CO area upon which to create a facility to provide for silent, isolated, meditative retreat in wild nature. We will be unable to fulfill our mission and the terms of the grant if the peace and quiet of the area is overwhelmed by park traffic. The Crestone/Baca Grande area is unique in its concentration on spiritual activity, particularly on long periods of solitary meditation and prayer. A park access road through the area would ruin the character of the community. Please don't do it. Thank you for reading. Elisabeth DesMarais, Director, Chamma Ling We are told that there are maps of the Park and Wilderness area(s) at this site but are unable to find them. Will you please e-mail a response indicating how we may view such maps online? Thank you.
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	Please add my name to the mailing list. Thank you.
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	Thank you for the April edition of the Great Sand Dunes National Park and Preserve General Management Plan Newsletter. Please retain my name on the mailing list for this process. I would like to make the following comments to the newsletter. 1) Fire Management should be added to the Resource Opportunity Lists for Mountain Lakes and Streams, Sandsheet and Sabkha, and the Spring Creeks and Wetlands areas. Fire management is a vital topic for all areas with vegetation. 2) I am concerned but the subject of "Trans-mountains water diversion" noted in the Mountain Lakes and Streams table. Undisturbed water resources for the Park and Preserve are vital for the ecosystem. What exactly does this subject refer to? 3) Regarding the subject of natural gas exploration on the former Baca Ranch lands, noted on the Sandsheet and Sabkha table, no further development or operations beyond what is presently a valid and existing right should be permitted. 4) Regarding the reintroduction of native amphibians; I believe this is one of the most vital ecosystem restoration activities (Spring Creeks and Wetlands area). 5) What is the concern about West Nile Virus (Spring Creeks and Wetlands area)? Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
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	Yes, I agree with goals and plans. Keep that natural look for the dunes. People who are short of time when traveling stop to walk in the sand and children play in the Medano Creek if it is running. With the dry conditions the last 5 years the Creek goes dry sometimes.
	Yes, there are 7 zones mentioned. Don't get too complicated - keep things simple - less money, too. We're still in a war with the terrorists. A northern trailhead will bring more people in from the north. The San Luis Valley is very Spanish and Mexican. A different culture exists after Pancha Pass.
	I like all three concepts on page 8. Only time and money stands in the way. Keep the old dune field forever. There are 2 passes - much history and scenery. Input comes from the public, the council and the park staff who has the experience with other National Parks. Medano ranch is a bit of history in itself. The bison are an access - a bit of the Old West when the Indians hunted them for food, shelter, and clothing.
	1. Explain more often how the dunes were formed. 2. Keep people coming all 4 seasons - fall, winter, wpring, and summer - each is unique. 3. No lasting physical damage by humans is a good thought. Only a natural fire last year. Strange how it jumped around not burning every tree in its path. 4. People like to hike and ride horses in wilderness areas and take their dogs. Lets keep this up. A motel once in a while for a hot bath. 5. It was a good newsletter, Issue 4, note my address changed.
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	Yes
	Yes
	I don't like the "Dunefield Focus" - I think it will lead to excessive crowding at the east side of the Dunefield and campground. I like many of the suggestions for "3 Public Nodes" - make it easier for people to experience a variety of spots in the new areas and make use of Medano Ranch for the public. I prefer no ATV's at all, even in the Preserve. A concept from the "Dispersed Use" I like is the shuttle system. I'd like to see a shuttle available to reduce the # of vehicles at the Dunes parking lot. If needed, a shuttle to the Medano Ranch area should be considered (if traffic warrants it).
	Expand the Pinon Flats CG, or create additional CGs near the other public areas. Add a few more backcountry sites that would be accessed from other public areas - keep the backcountry sites primitive, but attempt to locate them reasonably close to natural water sources.
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	Yes
	Yes
	The administrative management is necessary, so there is not much you can say about that. It would be nice to have a good mix of the backcountry and natural/wild management. I would like a plan that had a minimal impact on resources. Yet would be visitor friendly and have fairly easy access.
	

	404
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Yes. Prefer 3 Public Nodes concept.
	Mostly. I still think there could be a separate area for Dune buggies / ATV's (away from other areas) - perhaps SW corner of dune field - access from Medano Ranch Visitor node?
	3 Public Nodes preferred - there will be increasing usage (as in all parks: greater population.) plan for it now.
	I always enjoy self- guided tours (info/learning about plants, geology, ecology, wildlife, etc.) Like the ghost trail at the Visitor Center. Would like to see more, longer versions w/ pamphlets / post markers on some other trails too.
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	I generally agree. However, one thing caught my eye under Natural Resource and Diversity (Dunes and Diversity Section). "Grazing by domestic and wildlife species is managed.." I don't believe domestic stock should be allowed to roam national parks. They trample vegetation (if they don't eat it), consume water (a rare resource) and just don't fit!
	Yes, they cover the range, but I think that one activity, guided burning, would need to be closely monitored. Horseback and vehicle tours could be a problem if too many are allowed. As they are at the Grand Canyon, mules have the right of way. Nothing would be more insulting to a fit hiker than to have to stand aside and breathe dust as a horse or jeep bringing "tourists" passes by.
	In Dispersed Use/Joint Facilities, I cannot abide the idea of all-terrain vehicles anywhere in the park. Back to desired conditions, natural sounds "sounds of civilization generally confined to developed areas." One ATV can ruin the visit of any hiker who is near enough to hear the whine of the engine and who are these neighboring agencies and private "partners"?
	I have been to the Dunes 15 times, even though I live 950 miles away. I have fond memories of camping with my family and watching both my children become junior rangers. As the dunes expands, please ensure that it remains the same quiet, beautiful natural place that we repeatedly enjoyed. "Serenity's a long time comin' to me" is a lyric in a John Denver song. I found it at the dunes. I hope it's still there for my grandchildren.
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	Agree
	Agree with zones
	I think this unique park should receive the maximum protection afforded by the Dunefield Focus Concept.
	Within the Dunfield Focus Concept, I think the historic structures should not be removed but rather left to decay naturally.
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	I realize this comment form is outdated but please include me in future mailings.
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	I know absolutely nothing about managing a Sand Dunes Project. It seems to me that some people have done an excellent job working on it. When I was a child and visited there from Trinidad with my parents many years ago. It has been a source of pleasure and awe to so many. We have looked at it from the Walsenburg side and one of the superintendents years ago, took us on a jeep drive up the creek. I just hope the people who manage it know it and will do the job and not someone from Denver with his feet up on a desk. Keep it a place of joy, the visitor center programs. Everything adds pleasure to the place. I'm 94 and have seen it develop into almost a wonder.
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	I am a resident of the Baca Grande development. I favor the Dunefield Focus - Maximum Wildness Concept. Our wilderness is precious and serene. I would not like to see it run over and permanently altered like the Medano Pass Jeep Road.
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	Suzy Stutzman - As the manager of the nearby San Luis State Park, I am excited at the prospect of having NPS as my new neighbor to the east. I am most interested in seeing NPS adopt the Dispersed Use/Joint Facilities-Tread Lightly Concept. Despite concerns about potential conflicts with visitors, I am also interested in seeing NPS retaining the bison herd as well as managing lands east and north of San Luis Lake for maximum benefit to the historical elk herd - to include some controlled harvest of excess animals. I like the idea of trails would connect our properties and think the Medano Ranch should be used for some beneficial purpose, not left to fall into disrepair. I believe if we are careful and thoughtful in our efforts to allow some limited public access to unique ecosystem between the State Park and the dunes, we can cooperatively offer the public some very high quality recreational experiences without compromising the values that have existed in that area for generations. Thanks. John Brandstatter
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	I agree with the "Maximize Wilderness Concept" Plan. Once the area is opened up more, the area will be degraded and over run by visitors.
	The zones are "interesting" but a little too liberal - many visitors do not respect the land and just will over run the area if you do not contain the areas.
	We recently visited the dunes and were overwhelmed with the number of people visiting. I believe it's important to contain these crowds to the dunes area and keep the area natural and protected.
	Not at this time.
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	Yes
	Yes, I favor the last concept. Dispersed Use..etc.
	I like the idea of additional entry pints to the NW & SW but I would like to see an entry point to the east for trails in the high country for the benefit of people coming from the east. I believe dogs should be restricted to the campground only. All terrain vehicles should be banned from the park.
	The planning team should include some women.
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	Yes
	Yes
	I really liked the Dispersed Use/Joint Facilities - tread lightly concept with the exception of allowing ATVs on Medano Pass. I am against ATVs in the park.
	I would like to see the park and new ranch lands accessible on foot or on horseback, with trails provided to minimize environmental impact. I am not in favor of ATV/motor bike access within the park. Thank you for requesting my input.
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	Regarding the options for access to a northern entrance to the Sand Dunes in the San Luis Valley in Colorado: Whatever you decide - please DO NOT bring the entrance through the subdivision of the Baca Grande in Crestone Colorado. It is a beautiful and rare community. To bring an entrance to any national park through an established and growing subdivision should be avoided. Please bring the entrance - if you decide to go ahead with an entrance to the northern end of the Sand Dunes - any way - but not through the Baca Grande Subdivision. Thank you for your consideration in this matter. Sincerely, Crystal Beymer.
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	We agree
	We agree
	We like the fact that "Dunefield Focus" maximizes the wildness concept, but feel it would be a shame to let Medano Ranch go to waste. We could accept a compromise between "Dunefield Focus" and "Three Public Nodes": keep the NW area undeveloped, but make use of the Medano Ranch as a visitor site. We are opposed to the development of the NW area and are opposed to any access through the Baca Grande.
	We are opposed to "Dispersed Use/Joint Facilities" as we do not want the National Forest east of the Baca Grande Subdivision open to ATVs or hunting. We are opposed to the development of a trailhead at Spanish Creek. Additional comment: We respectfully request that you make all comments received through this process public, by either posting them on your website or by mailing a compilation to the participants.
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	Alternative "Tread Lightly" contains a "Joint facility with agencies or private partners" at the entrance to the Baca Subdivision. However, there will be no access to the Park through the Baca Subdivision. Instead, the access road to the northwest entrance to the Park will be several miles to the west. Therefore, a more logical location for this "joint facility" (=Information Center?) would be where the new entrance road joins Road T. That will prevent Park visitors from having to "backtrack" several miles from the "facility" to the Park entrance road, and will keep excess traffic away from the Baca entrance.
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	Agree
	Draft management zones are fine.
	Dunefield Focus - I like. Three Public Nodes - I also like. Dispersed Use - I DO NOT like - Encourages less wild space than the other plans! Please do not allow all-terrain vehicles in the park or preserve AT ALL!
	If you begin to allow all-terrain vehicles at all - soon after people will begin to demand more access with these ATV's!
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	Good desired conditions section. Please ensure that you address the need for hunter access through the Park. Keep reasonable hunter access to Preserve.
	Yes, well designed. Thank you for mentioning "hunting" under "Natural/Wild". Access to the Preserve and through the Park for hunting is important.
	Allow for hunter access to Preserve via north routes. Allow dogs in Park. No ATVs. Keep Medano Creek road open to 4WDs.
	Hunter access to Preserve & USFS lands is important. Allow for year around access to Medano Creek Road, currently this road is closed in Jan. that is tone of the best access times to enjoy this area and not get stuck! Thanks!
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	Yes
	Yes, because the zoning will make it easier.
	NO!
	NO!


