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As the nation’s principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has the responsibility
for most of our nationally owned public lands and natural resources. This includes fostering sound
use of our land and water resources; protecting our fish, wildlife, and biological diversity; preserv-
ing the environmental and cultural values of our national parks and historical places; and providing
for the enjoyment of life through outdoor recreation. The department assesses our energy and min-
eral resources and works to ensure that their development is in the best interests of all our people by
encouraging stewardship and citizen participation in their care. The department also has a major
responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for people who live in island terri-
tories under U.S. administration.
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SUMMARY

The National Park Service (NPS) at Rocky Mountain National Park has prepared this environ-
mental assessment to analyze the effects of allowing bicycle use on the northern two miles of the
East Shore Trail, located near Grand Lake, Colorado. In order to address a legislated mandate,
the purpose of this project is to maximize the opportunity for sustained use of the northern two
miles of the East Shore Trail within Rocky Mountain National Park without causing harm to
affected resources or conflicts among users.

Two alternatives were analyzed for meeting the objectives of the plan:

Alternative A: No Action / Continue Current Management: The National Park Service would
manage the East Shore Trail as it is currently. Pedestrian use would continue to be allowed
along the entire two-mile section of trail and livestock use would continue to be allowed on the
East Shore Trail north of its intersection with the Ranger Meadows Trail. The use of bicycles
would not be permitted anywhere on the trail within the park. This alternative represents a con-
tinuation of existing management and provides a baseline for evaluating the impacts of the ac-
tion alternative.

Alternative B: Allow Bicycle Use with Minor Trail Modifications: This alternative proposes mi-
nor improvements to a two-mile portion of the East Shore Trail within the national park to ac-
commodate bicycle use and other existing trail uses. The proposed improvements include con-
struction of a reroute of the trail (approximately 1,200 to 1,500 feet in length) for the purpose of
improving public safety, trail sustainability, and to avoid impacts to natural and cultural re-
sources. A number of management strategies are included in this alternative to avoid conflicts
among users. Allowing bike use on this section of the East Shore Trail would not set a precedent
for allowing future bike use further south on the East Shore Trail. Any additional considera-
tions for bicycle use on trail sections with the national park or adjacent national forest lands
would be subject to a separate evaluation and compliance by the National Park Service / U.S.
Forest Service.

Neither of the alternatives analyzed in this environmental assessment would result in major en-
vironmental impacts.

PUBLIC COMMENT

We welcome your comments on this project and the Environmental Assessment. The environ-
mental assessment will be available for public review and comment for 45 days. Your comments
must be received in writing by close of business on March 3, 2014.

If you have internet access, the preferred method for reviewing the environmental assessment
and submitting comments is to use the NPS Planning, Environment and Public Comment
(PEPC) website: http://parkplanning.nps.gov/romo

On this web page a list of current planning projects will be displayed, and you can select “East
Shore Trail Environmental Assessment” Review comments can be submitted on the PEPC web-
site. If you do not have internet access, you can request a printed copy of the EA or a compact
disk by calling Larry Gamble at (970) 586-1320. He can also answer any questions you might
have about the project.



You can also submit your written comments to us in other ways:
o By mail: Superintendent, Rocky Mountain National Park, Estes Park, Colorado 80517
e By fax: (970) 586-1397

o By Express Delivery: Superintendent, Rocky Mountain National Park, 1000 U.S. Highway
36, Estes Park, Colorado 80517

o Hand deliver: Rocky Mountain National Park Headquarters, 1000 Highway 36, Estes
Park, Colorado or to the Kawuneeche Visitor Center, Rocky Mountain National Park,
16018 U.S. Highway 34, Grand Lake, Colorado 80447

Before including your address, phone number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying in-
formation in your comment, you should be aware that your entire comment - including your
personal identifying information — may be made publicly available at any time. Although you
can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public re-
view, we cannot guarantee we will be able to do so.
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