Correspondences Received from Public Comment on Rocky Mountain National Park’s Day
Use Visitor Access Management Plan and Environmental Assessment

Note to Reader: The correspondences contained in this document were entered into and exported from
the National Park Service’s Planning, Environment & Public Comment (PEPC) online planning portal
and comment database during the public comment period for Rocky Mountain National Park’s Day Use
Visitor Access Management Plan and Environmental Assessment. The comment period opened on
October 30, 2023 and closed on December 18, 2023. The National Park Service received 512
correspondences, including hundreds of form letters from members of the National Parks Conservation
Association.

Correspondences omit personal identifying information and are formatted to comply with Section 508 of
the Rehabilitation Act (29 U.S.C. 794d). Some correspondences were entered into fields labeled “Topic
Question 1”7 and “Comments”. Headings are included in correspondences that were entered into the fields.
The comment system translates quotation marks and ampersands into stray characters that were
indecipherable and, in some cases, inserts paragraph breaks in comments, including in the middle of
sentences. Extra spaces after paragraphs were deleted. We have replaced stray characters with appropriate
symbols and deleted obvious formatting issues to improve readability. There are no alterations to words of
correspondences.

Specific Correspondence:

Correspondence ID: 1
Date Received: 10/30/2023

I am a former resident of Estes Park and volunteer in Rocky Mountain National Park. While I no longer
live in the area, I support timed entry 100%! I also moderate a Facebook page, "Friends of Rocky Mount
National Park,” where I frequently take the opportunity to express my thoughts on timed entry, most
importantly, that humans are secondary, and the environment and wildlife are primary, in order to
preserve our national parks and public spaces for future generations.

Correspondence ID: 2
Date Received: 10/30/2023

Timed entry makes the park unusable for spontaneous visits for locals and ruins the usability of only
corridor through the divide unless you want to take a multi-hour detour. I moved to this area because of its
proximity to RMNP and since the implementation of timed entry I have been unable to secure access to
hike trails I used to love hiking and unable to take a mid day trip to the hot springs on the other side of the
divide without waiting for timed entry to be done for the day, at which point it's going to be too late to
come back home. Timed entry goes against the mission of the national parks to make access for everyone
easy. A financial burned every time you want to enter the park that you have an annual pass for is not
acceptable.



Correspondence ID: 3
Date Received: 10/31/2023

Topic Question 1:
Thank you for accepting public feedback - we are longtime visitors of RMNP (4th generation summited
Longs Peak last year!) and would like to continue to see it accessible to the general public.

Regarding the reservation system: it can be very difficult to get a reservation the day before (even if you
click on the link the very second the clock strikes Spm!). Could more slots be made available? Especially
in the 5 am - 8 am time frame, the parking lots are not full and trails feel empty while many visitors
would long to go in and hike (for a long while or a short while).

If one does obtain a timed entry permit, there needs to be a way to relinquish it and make it available for
someone else to use if one is unable to use it. We ourselves have had to abandon plans at the last minute.
We know of others who have far in advance booked one of the early slots for every single day of a week-
long vacation (which makes sense with how unreliable it is to get a permit the night before), and sadly the
day of they are not always able to use those entry permits and the permits go wasted while others would
gladly use them.

In summary:
1. Consider opening more slots during each time frame.

2. Please, please make it possible to relinquish permits electronically in a way that others may use them in
real time (“would you like to be notified if a permit becomes available? Click here to sign up for a
notification”) and 3. Create a disincentive for NOT using your permit (for example, if you sign up for a
permit and then neither relinquish it nor go into the park during your permit time, the credit card used for
the $2 fee will be charged an additional $50 per instance).

Thank you very much for your consideration!

Correspondence ID: 4
Date Received: 11/01/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) the report is very comprehensive and I don't have doubts that it isn't accurate

2) My brain likes to see comparisons and similarities side by side, or grid-like format. this lessens

Comments:
From the 4 ideas.

#4 seems to be the worst and should be eliminated.
Idea #2 seems to be the best option

- This idea would provide a set number of reservations for each entrance station to manage for desired
conditions in specific areas of the park.

- Bear Lake, Glacier Gorge, and Bierstadt trailheads would only be accessible by shuttle from Park and
Ride during set hours of the day. Private and commercial vehicles could access the area outside of the set
hours and seasons.



comment: The shuttle system should be kept especially for the highly trafficked and vulnerable locations.
would it make sense to create a reservation system for the shuttle as well and not make it first come first
serve?

- Entrance station-specific reservations would be made through an online vendor, and the park would
work with local retailers to offer additional booking locations.

- Reservations would be released in advance with a percent of reservations being held for sale the day
before.

Comment: Keep the % low.

Comment: limit the number of reservations that someone can make. you don't want somebody making
tons of reservations and they don't use them. because if they don't use them, then that's a lost opportunity
for someone else.

All the options create a very complex issue, especially with no length of stay requirement.

When thinking about using a scientific method to determine the best solution, you would need to
implement and try each idea by changing it yearly, until each idea has been used.

Correspondence ID: 5
Date Received: 11/01/2023

Topic Question 1:

One change I would suggest is that if you have Bear Lake reservation for later in the day, you should be
able to enter the rest of the park at any time before your Bear Lake time. As it existed in 2023, you had to
get in the park before 9am or get an additional reservation for the park in general

Correspondence ID: 6
Date Received: 11/02/2023

We are local and check for passes a few days out but have not been able to get any for days we would
like. Are there some passes kept for locals? We haven't been to Bear Lake in years now.

Please let me know.
Thank you.
Regards,



Correspondence ID: 7
Date Received: 11/02/2023

Topic Question 1:

The environmental concerns and need for traffic control are certainly issues that should be addressed. The
alternatives discussed in the ea plan are well explained, the language is plain and the plan is easily
understandable.

That said, I believe there are other alternatives that should be discussed. I'll put those in the comments
section below.

Comments:

The ultimate issue with the teps system is that it is inherently biased against locals. When you are
traveling across the country, you have to plan out your trip in advance and typically many months in
advance, and so you therefore know exactly when you want to be purchasing your timed entry permit to
get into the park. For people that live locally however, it is an absurd request that they plan a trip to the
park months in advance. I live less than an hour away and have not visited the park once since the teps
system has been implemented. I used to visit the park 5 or 6 times a year prior to the teps system. I would
propose that the number of teps permits available on any given day be reduced by 30%, and that number
of entries be given to locals on a first come first serve basis. Locals should be anyone that lives in the
state of Colorado, or if you need to be more selective, anyone that lives in Estes Park and surrounding
communities (extending down each canyon to Longmont and Loveland) or Grand lake and surrounding
communities. Allowing local traffic to enter the park maintains one of the core purposes of the park which
is to provide for their use. Under the current teps system the park is almost unusable for local constituents.

Additional ideas/comments:

Regarding the need to control traffic and an excess of illegal parking: I believe this is an incredibly
important aspect behind the need for all the alternatives discussed in the ea. However we seem to be
jumping past an obvious solution: ticketing, and at excessively high cost. If cars are parked illegally on
the road side they should be given tickets in excess of $500 so that it is a significant financial burden on
people that so blatantly disregard proper parking. That does mean that rangers will need to be managing
traffic and ticketing illegally parked cars, but the tickets themselves would more than pay for the rangers
that would be needed to maintain that system.

Regarding the additional permit system for the bear lake corridor: There are so many wonderful places to
hike in that area, but so much of the traffic from out of towners is specifically for bear lake. Can the
closure and requirement of the permit be further down the road so that more of the area is available
without fighting for the bear lake permit. As a local that is capable of hiking further than a quarter mile,
bear lake itself has no appeal to me, but for people that can't hike and aren't from Colorado, I understand
why they would want to go to bear lake. So allow them to book their permit for bear lake, but allow the
rest of us to go to other locations in the bear lake corridor without needing to fight for the permit.

Correspondence ID: 8
Date Received: 11/02/2023

Topic Question 1:
By way of introduction, I am an environmental policy researcher who has lived in Colorado for 44 years.
After reviewing all 188 pages of your EA, I found one very glaring omission in an otherwise thoroughly



researched assessment. First, most of RMNP that is accessed by vehicle is very narrowly limited to key
roads (and not many of them). You have not done any research/surveys of demographics by age. We are
an aging population with approximately 80 million baby boomers who will not be getting out of their cars
to engage in backcountry activities. Your recent upgrade of the boardwalk on Sprague Lake is a testament
to the fact that protected space such as a boardwalk is in high demand. Per your own research e.g.
federally protected wilderness areas in the tundra zones, and the impacts thereto, more of these structural
enhancements which define spatially areas of interest, are a good thing. They tend to herd large numbers
of people away from delicate environments which will suffer greatly when trampled, such as alpine
tundra along TRR, riparian vegetation along various streams such as Moraine Park, and lakeside
environments. Beaver Meadows is another example of a wetland protected by an easily accessible
boardwalk. RMNP like Yellowstone NP suffers from the impacts of too many people in too many places
all at the same time. I would like to support Alternative B as I have used the timed-entry system for the
last two years, noting a more balanced, enhanced visitor experience. Timed Entry does in fact distribute
people spatially and temporally in the park without too great an economic impact on Gateway
communities. I tend to enter the park as early as possible to provide for more temporal separation.

Comments:

I seriously wish that the Park Service (NPS) would more faithfully embrace their charter to manage all
park resources for the betterment of the environment. In the NPS enabling legislation, the National Park
Service Act of 1916, the act declared “the fundamental purpose of the national park system as to conserve
the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wildlife therein and to provide for the enjoyment
of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future
generations.”

This is not happening now and is unlikely to happen anytime soon with increased visitation if not more
aggressively managed. For example, to help resuscitate highly impacted areas such as streamside
communities and tundra, it might not be a bad idea to close these areas off seasonally on a rotating basis.

Timed-entry passes helps to space people out in vehicles, spacing them out mechanically with more
boardwalks, fencing, trail markers, and signage might also help. More enforcement of tundra stompers
might be in order along TRR (not necessarily rangers). Technology might be advantageous to keep people
on trails rather than allowing free range degradation of a wilderness area.

To summarize:

1. I support Alternative B reverting from a pilot program to a basic tool for NPS to implement daily
crowd control. You can plan a visit/time in advance and failing to do so, can still acquire timed entry
passes the day before. Benefits outweigh the inconvenience of spontaneity. Experiential outcomes are
enhanced.

2. Do a survey of your audience. A large number of them are going to be boomers who are accessing
RMNP by car/truck/RV. Do they have specific needs, expectations, desires?

3. Rotational closures of sensitive areas. Seasonal closures of very specific environments won't harm
Gateway communities and their revenues and might restore a lot of beaten down areas.

4. Provide more educational material to the public such as in-depth interactive discussions regarding the
history of RMNP and visions of future management. Podcasts attached to NPS webpages could be quite
useful and low cost.



Correspondence ID: 9
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

I believe that the EA is both adequate and accurate, and don't have any suggestions for opportunities to
better explain the alternative and analysis, and agree with the preferred recommendation of trimmed entry
for Bear Lake and Rest of Park in conjuction with other efforts - I would simply like to suggest one
additional measure for your consideration, and will do so in the additional comments box.

Comments:

I would like the NPS to consider some system that would give locals greater access to the park during
peak season. As someone who grew up in one of the surrounding counties (Boulder, Larimer and Grand)
it has been sad to see the park go from “my go to NP” with spur of the moment “let's drive through
Rocky” trips to something that is all but inaccessible with out significant advanced planning. Not to
mention access to a local highway has been restricted, so even if we aren't interested in the park but just
want to get to the other side, we have to use 14 or I-70 rather than a quick, scenic drive over Trail Ridge.

There could be a system be which X many slots were saved each reservation window for those with an
annual park pass and and ID with a “local” address to “drop in”’; the RMNP conservancy license plate
could be used in conjunction with an annual pass to allow locals to drop in; a “drive thru pass” could be
offered in which vehicles have 1 hour to drop something off at an entrance station on the other side or
recieve a citation; and I'm sure there are many other potential solutions. It would just mean a lot to us
locals to not feel shut out of our own park.

Correspondence ID: 10
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
No feedback from me . I understand the issues

Comments:
I support timed entry. You have fine tuned the hours and I think that the 2023 season was about right for
the hours of admission.

Correspondence ID: 11
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
The document is far too long to fully digest in a reasonable amount of time. I imagine it is intentionally
written in this way as to dissuade public comment.

Comments:
I strongly support Alternative A.

The parks belong to the people, not to the managers, not the wealthy, not to powerful consultants.

Booz Allen Hamilton has no right to take over our parks and rent them back to us via the atrocious
recreation.gov.


https://recreation.gov

The biggest harm ever inflicted on the visitor experience at RMNP is the timed reservation system
rendering it effectively impossible to visit the park without getting lucky enough to land a reservation on
a private, for-profit system owned by a corrupt lobbying and consulting company.

The national parks are to be managed for the benefit and inspiration of the people of the United States, not
for the financial benefit of a giant international consulting outfit.

End the use of recreation.gov now. Restore the parks to the people.

Correspondence ID: 12
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

People now poop all over the place because somehow an unintended consequence of limiting access has
reduced the Parks interest in having more environmentally sound toilets placed thru out the park (?) as
was the case in the past. Hence limiting people has actually INCREASED the pollution of the Park!

Limiting people has erroneously convinced Park administration to limit and expand or improve the
entrance station process which now has vehicles idling and polluting the air much more than in decades
past! The same number of manual entrance kiosks are in place as was the case when originally built at
the entrances in the 1960s.

With visitations and populations considerably larger than 1960 the implementation of the new daily
entrance pass has actually bunched cars at entrance times and created a bigger mess!

Comments:

People now poop all over the place because somehow an unintended consequence of limiting access has
reduced the Parks interest in having more environmentally sound toilets placed thru out the park (?) as
was the case in the past. Hence limiting people has actually INCREASED the pollution of the Park!

Limiting people has erroneously convinced Park administration to limit and expand or improve the
entrance station process which now has vehicles idling and polluting the air much more than in decades
past! The same number of manual entrance kiosks are in place as was the case when originally built at
the entrances in the 1960s.

With visitations and populations considerably larger than 1960 the implementation of the new daily
entrance pass has actually bunched cars at entrance times and created a bigger mess!

Please end the current pass system, expand the entrance kiosks and build some more large parking lots
and more trail systems to handle the larger crowds by spreading them out through the park. Forest
Canyon should be another Bear Lake. Lawn Lake should also be greatly expanded.

Welcome folks into the park! Be a positive for once, not a Debbie Downer government organization.


https://recreation.gov

Correspondence ID: 13
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

Please address use by local residents. We feel our use has been greatly restricted by the need for a timed
entry. It does not allow for spontaneous use based on nice weather, guests, or desire to visit at last minute.
Understanding that it is a National Park, it is also one of the primary reasons we chose to move to Estes
Park. We no longer have the ability to use the Park on a last minute basis.

Comments:

If local residents were required to use the Park shuttle from the EP visitor center so they did not introduce
more vehicles into the Park, would it be possible to provide a locals pass that would eliminated the need
to entry reservations?

Correspondence ID: 14
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

Your analysis does not evaluate how much visitors know about the rules. I frequently see people walking
on tundra, picking flowers, feeding animals, hiking with dogs who are not service animals. They are
ignorant, not willful.

One sign saying you are responsible for knowing the rules does not cut it. Much bigger, better signage
and more Park staff are woefully needed, and would better mitigate damage than further reducing visitors.

Comments:

The reservation system should be scaled back, not increased. It was clear that there were far fewer visitors
in October but the Reservation system didn't end until Trail Ridge was closed for the season. After mid-
September the Park could have dropped reservations for everywhere except the Bear Lake corridor, and
reduced the hours for that corridor. As it is, by late September and October you can't enter the Bear Lake
Corridor until close to sunset. It would be highly unpopular andwholly unjustified, to increase the
calendar period and length of the reservation system.

Some fair accommodation for nearby residents should be offered. Perhaps making it more clear what
volunteer activities are available and granting x number of hours of unreserved access for x number of
hours of volunteer work.

Correspondence ID: 15
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. EA seems to be accurate, however it is somewhat general as well.

2. More specific examples of incidents driving the EA would be nice.



Correspondence ID: 16
Date Received: 11/03/2023

I'm in my 70s and pretty much have been visiting the park since infancy. There are more and more and
more visitors all the time and I fully believe that this has huge impact on the environmental resources. I'd
loved the time during the pandemic when the animals could come out of hiding. We need to limit human
activity as much as possible in the park. Stick with timed entry with even fewer entrants allowed. Protect
the tundra, there is so much foot traffic at the top of the pass.

I appreciate the fact that I don't need a permit early in the morning or later in the afternoon. We have a
small undeveloped acre of land in Grand Lake, and travel from Longmont over the pass to get there. This
little piece of paradise has been in our family since 1960 and we have done everything we can to preserve
it as animal and plant habitat. There are plenty of deer elk moose and bears in addition to birds and bugs
and plants that share that space.

If possible, I would encourage more education for the lay people that visit the park. My sense is that
people have a very limited experience in nature and don't know or appreciate how to protect our little
piece of earth.

Correspondence ID: 17
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes and yes

Comments:
Give preference to those with annual passes. It is extremely difficult to plan a family vacation when you
don't know if you will get into the park.

75

Correspondence ID: 18
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
I think the west end of RMNP does not deserve timed entry based on the demographics and your own
entry numbers. Agree that timed entry is a valid strategy for East entrances.

Correspondence ID: 19
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

I agree with the accuracy of the environmental analysis. The park's flora, fauna, and wildlife, as well as
historical sites within the park, need to be protected and the number of visitors can greatly affect its
sustainability. I believe the current timed entry pass system should remain in place with one exception. I
think some consideration should be given to local residents, particularly at the West entrance to the park
which is far less busy than the East entrance.



Comments:

We specifically live near the national park to take advantage of its beauty. However, since the timed entry,
we have had extremely limited access to the park. As locals, we can't necessarily plan our visits six
months out. In general, locals are the people who treasure and care for the park in ways that one-time
visitors sometimes do not. If we lived in Denver, for example, on the edge of Washington Park, we would
be able to enter the park whenever we wanted. Could there not be a system wherein locals provide a tax
or utility bill in addition to an annual pass to receive some sort of exemption from the timed entry? In
general, we are entering the park, hiking for a few hours, and leaving. We are not spending the day
clogging roads and parking lots or approaching wildlife in dangerous ways, but rather most local residents
are happy to work in tandem with the park to help protect its natural beauty.

Correspondence ID: 20
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:
I don't have any feedback but I also haven't seen the analysis. Is there a way to receive it without going to
the open meeting? I think that would be a better way to better explain the alternatives and analysis.

Correspondence ID: 21
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

I wish this question was better worded as I didn't realize the reservation plan was also the environmental
analysis. It would also be nice to have that on this page so I can reference it as I type, so I'll keep my
comment fairly straightforward and to the point.

Comments:

I think the reservation system is important to protecting national parks. As such, I believe that the
reservation system should continue being used for the most popular, and busy, parks. While I love being
able to go on unplanned trips, I don't think this should be to the detriment of the parks as there are so
many other outdoor places to visit. In addition, if one doesn't want to deal with the reservation system,
they can simply not go to the park during the peak hours. Sure this isn't as convenient, but some of our
national parks are having too many visitors at one time. This will allow the visitation to be a bit more
spaced out while still allowing access to the park.

Correspondence ID: 22
Date Received: 11/03/2023

I generally support the timed entry plan for all the reasons stated within. However, I believe there should
be the option for residents who live less than 100 miles from the park to make day of reservations. Part of
living so close to the park is the opportunity to enjoy exploring. Several times this year I have been
blocked from visiting when it is convenient. I've been shut out even logging in at 5 pm on the dot. Local
residents should have their own block of access points.

10



Correspondence ID: 23
Date Received: 11/03/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) Having too many cars in the park pollutes the air. Too many people makes it hard to enjoy the
outdoors. Plus the wildlife are no doubt bothered by the large populations of people (some people do not
follow rules for keeping a safe distance from wildlife). Having people poop along trails harms the
waterways (like near The Loch). I agree that the environmental analysis is accurate.

2) I do not have suggestions to better explain the alternatives. Placing limits on the numbers of people in
the park is very reasonable. It allows visitors, plus preserves the park for future generations.

Comments:
One of my favorite parks used to be Yosemite. But with overcrowding, I no longer wish to visit Yosemite.
Long lines, too many people, have spoiled much of it.

Rocky Mountain National Park has become my favorite now. I have visited Rocky Mountain National
Park since I was a child; [ am now 75. And visit every year. I realize that some hate the Reservation
System, probably especially those who live nearby. I LOVE the Timed Entry System! Trails are not
overcrowded. There are actually parking spots to be found. The shuttle bus system works well. There are
not the huge lines to ride the bus that have been there sometimes.

Rangers, seasonal rangers, volunteers and staff are wonderful! I have almost always experienced
knowledgeable, kind, helpful and professional people working the park. Timed Entry likely helps them to
not be overstressed, keeps them pleasant and patient. These are the best [ have experienced in any
National Parks. THANK YOU!

One of the most important things about Timed Entry is how it is explained on the park website, as well as
in other media. Clarity of what to expect and how to navigate Timed Entry is so important. It seems that
there are still too many people who “just show up” at the park, without a clue of what they need to get in.
I have heard of people “driving across the country” who had no clue, thinking they could just come in.
Don't they at least read something about where they plan to go? Others seem to think that Rangers will
not mind if people beg them to not follow the rules. This last summer, when I entered the Bear Lake
Corridor, cars were backed up all the way to the highway. EVERY vehicle ahead of me was forced to
make a u-turn at the kiosk, because they did not understand the system. I was sure to THANK the rangers
on duty there for their patience and fortitude. They were very appreciative.

For people who were not able to get a Timed Entry (especially locals), allowing people to enter early in
the day, as well as closer to evening, without a Timed Entry, gives these people an opportunity to enjoy
the park. I think the tweaks made to the system this last summer were good ones.

Correspondence ID: 24
Date Received: 11/03/2023

I have concerns with reservations and moving to buses and autos vs hiking, biking, and getting out into
Nature. Teddy Roosevelt created the Ntl. parks for the common man to enjoy Nature.

You are making it into a business, reservations, busses, parking lots, drive-through, but don't get out.
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This was not the vision for our Ntl. Parks.

Correspondence ID: 25
Date Received: 11/04/2023

I believe that a timed entry system benefits all park users, staff, and can help reduce the environmental
impacts. Yes, part of this system goes against the historical freedoms we have all had in visiting the park;
however, with the high number of visitors being seen this system is the only logical method to ensure
everyone gets to enjoy the park as the natural wonder that it is. All national parks should require
reservations at this point so that we are not loving them to the point of irreparable degradation.

Correspondence ID: 26
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

The plan fails to address material portion of reservations. No Shows could be addressed by requiring
scheduled arrivals to confirm arrival 24 to 48 hours before, or be cancelled with a $100 penalty against a
reservation deposit. All cancellations could be put in a 1st come pool.

Correspondence ID: 27
Date Received: 11/04/2023

There should not be reservation systems for our national parks. These parks are funded by tax payers and
we should embrace more users to them.

Correspondence ID: 28
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

I do have feedback on the accuracy or adequacy of the EA. The analysis is quite comprehensive and
accurate. The requirement for education for a permit for Long Peak under Alternative C is of particular
interest to me, as the environmental impact of the current number of visitors on this high alpine
environment is concerning. Visitors to this area go further into the park. Other areas have much smaller
“sacrifice” zones where degradation is expected. Have there been studies on the impact of educational
requirements done anywhere else? Would there be a pilot study?

Comments:
Timed entry has positively impacted my experience visiting the park. It is a good tradeoff to give up some
spontaneity for more quality time.

12



Correspondence ID: 29
Date Received: 11/04/2023

I am in favor of you putting forth policies to better protect the staff in the environment at these national
parks. I myself have gone to national parks during the peak times and there are just way too many people.
There are too many people that you yourself cannot enjoy the park. I cannot imagine the impacts to the
surrounding environment due to all of this traffic. Also it is incredibly difficult to find parking or you have
to wait for a bus system so it would be more enjoyable for less people anyways. I also imagine that the
influx of people during peak times also causes staff burnout. More people means more people recreating
which means more people that need rescued as well.

Correspondence ID: 30
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Please keep the timed entry system. I had a wonderful and easy experience when I visited during 2022
and 2021 using this system. I found an entry time that I wanted easy to find, and was not difficult. The
crowds in the park were already quite crowded and I cannot imagine enjoying myself if there was not a
timed entry. Please keep this system for the sake of nature and guests alike.

Correspondence ID: 31
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

I thought the PowerPoint was excellent. As a second home owner that has lived in Grand Lake, Co since
2014 for the summer months, I have seen firsthand the growth in visitors. During Covid the timed entry
process was way to restrictive, since it started early in the morning and ended late in the day. The process
you have in place has been very reasonable for giving access before 9am and after 2pm, without a pass
for the local population to enjoy the park. It is near impossible to get a reasonable timed access even
looking a month forward since the passes are grabbed so quickly for tourists that visit the Estes Park side.
It would be great if there was someway to split access between the West and East, because the West does
not nearly have the same level of traffic, since it is not close the Denver or the airport.

Correspondence ID: 32
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

Having visited Rocky Mountain National Park for over 40 years, I do not see that there would be a need
for your stringent requirements based on your environmental impact statement. While the number of
visitors has increased over the years, there would be fewer problems if people who violated policy were
removed from the park. Some people believe rules were not made for them and they can go where they
want when they want, and these people should not be allowed to continue their visit to the park.

Comments:

Those who appreciate the natural beauty of the park and follow the rules should not be punished (and yes,
it is punishment) by being kept out of the park by stringent entrance requirements and limitations. There
needs to be better ways to access a ranger when one sees people flagrantly violating policy (entering
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places they shouldn't be in, harassing wildlife, taking rocks, plants, antlers, creating loud noises, trying to
take pets on trails). The only times I have felt crowded in the park is when I've had to sit in long lines
waiting to enter. Talk about emissions pollution...idling cars are the worst. Once in the park, there are
many places to go and not everyone is at the same place at the same time.

I see timed entry reservations as being unnecessary. It is more crowded trying to get in to the park than
actually being in the park. Those long lines waiting for entrance so you actually can get in by your
reserved time are upsetting to people, especially impatient children and that creates frustration for parents.
By the time they get into the park and if they have a specific place they want to go (say Bear Lake
Corridor) they are almost maniacal.

People already pay a fee to get into the park which I feel is a reasonable fee, adding on the reservation fee
and timed entry makes enjoying the park an impossibility for many. What a disappointment it can be for
people who travel across country to RMNP, knowing nothing about the timed entrance reservation
requirement and then can't get into the park.

It's not the reservation fee that is the problem; it is the required timed entry that is the problem.

Please reconsider your environmental impact and consider the impact on citizens just trying to enjoy their
national park. It is not “your” park, it is “our” park.

Correspondence ID: 33
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

The analysis has a bias against park visitation in order to preserve the experience. You have completely
left out the non experience people get to have when they are completely shut out of the system. Many
perhaps most people would like to have some kind of experience rather than be completely shut out
because you are limiting access.

You did no analysis of visitors entering for the Grand lake side of the park verses the Estes Park side.
There is likely no reason to restrict visitor entrance from the west side of the park, The vast majority of
the visitation enters from the east side. There is no indication that this option was considered let alone an
analysis of how it could work.

Neither have you considered the capital it would take to implement any of your alternatives. This is a
major hole in the EA.

Comments:

The reservation system is completely unworkable from a consumer standpoint. I am a local resident of
the Grand Lake area and I have tried to use it multiple times with ZERO success. It has removed any
spontaneity for entering the park with visitors to our cabin or if we just want to go for a mid day drive.

I would prefer no action alternative A.

Short of that you should have a Grand County resident pass or be far more generous with you commuter
pass for locals.
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Correspondence ID: 34
Date Received: 11/04/2023

The current one-day reservation fee is $2.00. I don't believe doubling that will cause economic hardship.
Overcrowding at the park is very real and I support the reservation system. If the reservation was free, I
think it would be very common for people to make a reservation and then no show.

Correspondence ID: 35
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
Please maintain your current appointment system, It relieves congestion and controls admittance which is
a huge benefit to nature and ALL wild life.

Correspondence ID: 36
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
Your assessment of the environmental concerns for the park are well founded.

Comments:

For those of us that live in close proximity to the park, are retired and have our senior park pass, the
scheduling of park visits is cumbersome. Of all visits to the park, what percentage are in state vs out of
state visitors. In my opinion, in state residents should have priority.

Correspondence ID: 37
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) I have no reason to question the adequacy of your environmental analysis. At 188 pages it seems quite
thorough.

When looking at the projected change in daily visitation, the percent change for proposals B,C and D can
be controlled by the reservation system or closures. I.e. the number of vehicles allowed to enter the park.

2) The summary Table was very helpful in comparing the 4 proposed plans. The general public will not
likely read an analysis of this length.

Comments:

I live part time in Grand Lake. I access RMNP year round on the west side. I agree that a day use visitor
plan to preserve the park's natural beauty is needed. After reading the analysis of the 4 plans, I believe a
timed entry for all, Plan B, is the most optimal. The park has been using this plan for the past few years

and it appears to give the park the most control over visitor flow into the park.

During the reservation season I enter the park before or after the reservation window. I do this because
getting a reservation requires planning a park visit way in advance. It is my perception that the majority of
park reservations are taken by visitors entering the park on the east side. More visitors visit the east side
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of the park and therefore there is more environmental impact to the east side. Is there a way to set aside a
percentage of the daily reservations for the west side entrance?

On the west side of the park I have observed that the trails most impacted by overuse are Adams Falls and
East Inlet trail and to a lesser extent, Shadow Mountain Trail. . While hikers on these trails should have
purchased a park pass and should have a reservation, most do not. Making them essentially free and thus
over crowded.

Thank you for your consideration,

PS I volunteered in the park per Covid, summers 2018, 2019

Correspondence ID: 38
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

It would be good to have some days with free entry and others with timed so that visitors who prefer a
more spontaneous experience and are willing to wait in line have options, while planned entry people can
plan and schedule. By comparing the different days it may help the park and visitors decide and choose

Correspondence ID: 39
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Please I'm begging you do NOT institute timed check in procedures at National Parks. Let us come and
go as we please. We are senior members. Our bucket list goal is to visit every National Park. We have
been to 36 so far. We take road trips and it is impossible to plan exactly when we will be at a National
Park. Prior to covid 19 the system worked just fine. Just go back to that system. No timed entry. No
special $2 entry passes. Thanks so much.

Correspondence ID: 40
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
The document outlining alternatives was well written, but lengthy.

Comments:

My comment is to support alternative B, which is timed reservation for the entire park. Fee should also be
charged to the extent necessary to manage and maintain the park. Rocky Mountain national Park is a
jewel in Colorado and we need to preserve it while still letting people enjoy it. I believe alternative be is
the right solution to do that.
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Correspondence ID: 41
Date Received: 11/04/2023

We frequently use Trail Ridge Road during the summer months and love the timed entry system. It has
reduced traffic congestion and made the experience of driving through Rocky Mountain National Park
much more pleasant. My only suggestion is to move the afternoon time for unfettered entry from 2 pm to
3 or 4 pm. Those who want to see the animals can still enter during the early morning or late afternoon
hours when the animals are more likely to be in the meadows.

Correspondence ID: 42
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

On item (1) above, all the focus seems to be on the main entrances both east and west side. However,
there are other west side access points, particularly for hiking (e.g., North Inlet, East Inlet, others), and
there was no distinction made or information provided relative to these areas in terms of usage, impacts,
etc.

Also, this input form is unclear. I had to check the print form version to see if I was missing something.
Apparently, we are to provide input on the alternatives in the generic “Comments” box below, which is
what I did. Also, I would have expected more granularity to gather input on the various alternatives with
perhaps forced ranking or some other prioritization mechanism.

Comments:

Let me start by saying that as a long-time Grand County/west side of RMNP resident and avid hiker, the
recent impacts to the environment, experience, and nature of the use of “my favorite park” are
disheartening. Although beyond the scope of this survey, I would hope that future development on both
sides of RMNP, but particularly the west side which is still somewhat more pristine, would be limited to
protect the Park. The best example of this is allowing the Sun RV/tiny home/not-affordable housing
development in Granby that is clearly impacting park usage both in terms of volume and wilderness
ethic/respect. I realize that this requires the Park/federal govt. to interact with local jurisdictions, but this
seems necessary to avoid the travesty that defines the towns/areas surrounding the entrances to Great
Smokies National Park (i.e., Gatlinburg and Pigeon Ford) from happening here or anywhere else for that
matter.

For the question at hand, please note that my experience and comments relate to access and use on the
WEST side of RMNP. I did drive to the east side once this summer and was shocked at the volume and
overall feel of that side of the Park. I would most like to return to the no-action required days of the past,
but understand those days are gone. It is probably worth continuing to monitor park visitation patterns in
case they do (miraculously!) revert to circa 2000 levels and are manageable without timed entry or similar
approaches.

Back to reality: As much as I miss the days of being able to simply enter RMNP, “no action” is not
feasible. Of the alternatives, Alt B is the least obtrusive and most effective of the options, so that is my
preferred option. I think that the 9am to 2pm window is reasonable and not overly restrictive. I hope that
it continues to allow the necessary management of volume and impacts. A couple of modifications to
consider: (1) For the outlying, west side, hiker trailheads - those not accessed through the gate at KVC -
perhaps some other management scheme would be possible that does not limit access in the same way.
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With no information provided that assesses the usage and impacts of these areas (see above Q1 response),
I'm not sure that they should or should not be handled in the same way as the main corridor. (2) Is there a
way to allow some resident passes (e.g., show a Grand County driver's license) that would not require
timed entry for Park use and / or transit through (sometimes I work in northern front range)? I'm thinking
perhaps a few “freebies” each summer. My concern with even suggesting this is that it could be
gamed/abused or otherwise attract more unwanted behavior.

One last thought not directly related to topic at hand: We desperately need public education on wilderness
ethics, responsibility and just plain manners. I am confident that NPS is all to aware of this issue, but
would be interested in learning what is being and can be done to enhance these efforts. Perhaps some high
profile national campaign followed by enforcement for violations.

Thanks to all of you at the NPS for all the hard work you're doing to manage this new reality and to
protect our national treasures.

Correspondence ID: 43
Date Received: 11/04/2023

A hybrid system where timed entry doesn't apply to annual or lifetime National Parks Passholders would
generate more income for national parks, reduced high season traffic while allowing for greater access to
parks for those who support them.

Correspondence ID: 44
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
Too much emphasis on negligible environmental impacts and lack of focus on public use.

Comments:

There is no legitimate need for restricting access (“timed entry”), especially on the West side of the park
where there is little crowding. These restrictions are a major problem and inconvenience for local
residents who visit the park regularly.

Correspondence ID: 45
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
The information provided is clear and concise. I especially appreciate this information re: impact.

Comments:
I like that reservation could be make at 8 am (prefer this over 10 am).

I support time frames for timed entry.

There must be a reason for scheduling timed entry reservations 1 month out but I do not understand why
it would not be 2 weeks rather than 1 month.
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I support Alternative C. It most closely aligns with what you are doing now. I frequent RMNP a lot so
understand how it works and I can make the timed entry work for what I want to do.

However, I also work the the Town of Estes Park on paid parking and know that some people arrive not
knowing about the timed entry (know before you go just does not get to some people!). This more often
happens early in the season, and/or people are confused by the timed entry. Making the information as
simple as possible to understand and follow is important. Sometimes people try to get timed entry
reservations and because of poor connectivity to the internet they are not successful (causing frustration)
so making the process simple (aware of any graphics or processes that may sole connection). If people are
unable to access timed entry reservations on their phones, what about other ways and places they can do
this? Kiosks? Visitor Centers? Advocates that could assist (volunteers)?

Consistent messages (I know you have limited control over this) by Visit Estes Park, Estes Park Visitor
Center, lodging industry, etc.

Messages on social media about closures and conditions: be aware that some people refuse to access
social media (for good reasons and personal reasons). Can real time info be placed on your website?

Signage - there have been times that variable message signs state that Bear Lake Parking Lot is Full when
it is not. People become desensitized to signs and ignore them because of incorrect info. Please do not
state a parking lot is full when it is not. It would be better to have no sign than a sign with wrong info.

Thank you. You have a huge responsibility to manage this wonderful resource and manage people too.
Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Correspondence ID: 46
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
Answerto # 1 - No

Answedr to #2- Yes

Comments:

I accept there is the need for a system to spread out visitor access/entry throughout the day for the reasons
stated in the linked article(s). The present process used to obtain an entry pass is discriminatory,
cumbersome, and improper for a publicly owned and operated park. The need for having access to a
computer, internet availability, or the ability to even use a computer.to gain access to the park entry
system excludes a large portion of the public. These people are totally shut out of the system by no fault
of their own. Nor do they have any obligation to use such technology that the National Park System
forces on the public for almost all information and to obtain passes. Through a third party no less. Phone
information is a long watft, if any, for personal contact with a park employee. Trying to request literature
to be mailed, where this information may be addressed, it almost impossible.

There is a large portion of the public who are totally unaware of the entry process changes and
requirements needed to gain access to the park. Requiring people to use the internet to be informed and
obtain a pass is unacceptable for a public entity to demand. Better alternative methods need to be
incorporated and acceptations for those who have no access or abilities with technology. I know of 5
people whose vacations were essentially ruined arriving at the Park unawares of the requirements and
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turned away. I was able to visit in late September this year only because of a lucky last-minute look at the
RMNP website. I was fortunate.

I would also say your website information is confusing and conflicts with rules we found out only when
asking at the entry station. We also received 5 different answers to the same question from 5 different
Park employees. Regarding re-entry after entering the park originally with a timed pass. Wanting to visit a
Visitor Center, and then re-enter outside our original timed entry slot. We were told this was permissible.
Only to be turned away trying to re-enter and having to drive 3 hours around the park to get back to our
accommodations. I have to believe this is a common situation when your visitor centers are outside the
park entry stations.

In summary - allowances and acceptations need to be made for people unaware of these changes for any
reason they give. Since these are new rules and only available for people with, or ability, with computers.

This system should not be steadfast for a period of 5-10 years until it becomes common knowledge to the
vast majority of the public by all means of advertisement. Notices sent out by all means possible.

Thank you,

PS. This also goes for campsite reservations. A computer should not be mandatory to make reservation. |
also would make cancelations and no-shows very costly for those who don't do so before 4 weeks prior to
scheduled reservations. Many people are frustrated by seeing unused campsites made by those who opt to
make them far in advance and just don't show because the original plans fell through. It's no big deal for
many to lose just $20 on a whim. Many others then lose out on an opportunity leaving a campsite empty.
There should also be 10-15% of campsites made for first come opportunity (non-reservable). Your on-site
campsite signage telling when people are leaving is unreadable. Impossible to view without getting out
and withing 1 foot to read. Up-to-date campsite availability by campsite staff is virtually non-existent.

Correspondence ID: 47
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
I have no feedback specific to the environmental analysis. My comments are aimed at the Beaver
Meadows & Fall River entrances.

1. Re. “temporary closures when an unexpected change occurs in visitor use (e.g., a social media post
makes a previously minimally used area suddenly popular) until staff can implement other management
strategies to achieve desired conditions...” With timed entry, I do not see how this can be a major issue,
and it would negatively impact traffic in the Town of Estes Park (see my Comment 5.)

2. Realistically, I do not see how Alternative A could be implemented, as much as [ would like to see less
structure related to park entry. Most regular visitors would likely begrudgingly admit that it has improved
things in the Park & at the entry gates.

3. I don't think a timed entry fee increase should be instituted UNLESS proceeds realized are used to fund
the park system exclusively & NOT the 3rd-party provider of the system.
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4. I think Alternative C is definitely worthy of some consideration and/or a pilot. Being local to the Park,
it is really advantageous to decide to enter the park without a set schedule. This alternative would likely
benefit young families who may find it hard to mobilize their family to hit their entry window.

Comments:

5. I think Alternative D would be a disaster, as unplanned closures would create havoc at the entrances
and in the town roads approaching the entrances. It would be a traffic disaster in Estes Park, in addition to
being environmentally unfriendly.

6. I think there needs to be a lot more thought given to the “experience at the entrance”. Visitors with
seasonal &/or lifetime passes who do not need to pay an entrance fee should somehow be expedited
through the entry. This could alleviate the entrance backups to some extent. I recognize that this could
require capital investment and/or increased staffing, but it would be a dramatic improvement in the
visiting experience.

7. 1 would not encourage increased use of electronic signage within the Park itself.

8. Most importantly, [ do NOT think the timed entry system should be expanded beyond its current scope.
In fact, I think consideration should be given to potentially narrowing it, as May & October are not nearly
as busy as June-September. I think the modified entry windows for Rest of Park were a great change in
2023 over prior years, as the “restricted hours” were reduced.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Correspondence ID: 48
Date Received: 11/04/2023

The limited entry is a BAD IDEA. All citizens should be given access any time the park is open.

Correspondence ID: 49
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
I love the timed entry system from an environmental and guest experience perspective. Definitely
opportunity exists to better explain alternatives though.

Comments:

I love the timed entry system from an environmental and guest experience perspective. However there
needs to be more slots reserved for the people of Colorado. The 5 PM the day before thing hardly works
for people who have just had time free up at the last minute and want to visit the park. We should be able
to enjoy this incredible resource that's right in our back yard vs the hordes of tourists that take up all the
passes so far in advance.
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Correspondence ID: 50
Date Received: 11/04/2023

Topic Question 1:
See below

Comments:
Your map diagram is not 508 compliant.

I visit RMNP thr main things I do is

On day 2 I'll drive around the park road going up trail ridge to the visitor center and come down. Some
visits I'll drive thru going from grand lake to Estes park. During this I will look at the moraine valley
area.ill explore around the valleys

On day 2 I'd do things in bear lake area where I would go to the lot then use shuttle bus and do a hike.
Having 2 different passes will cause confusion in do I need a gate pass before I have brar lake access.
Do I need the pass if [ was going to use a shuttle bus from the visitor center to bear lake lot?

Would you need to reserve bus tickets?

Will estes park adopt a bus system like springdale has with zion where you take buses to visitor center
then enter as a pedestrian?

The risds are limited inside the park. Hoe frequent will buses run around the park if you find something
similar to zion?

The issue in estes park is parking areas. Would you set up a large parking garage structure just outside
estes park core where folks get in from boulder where you take buses just from there into the park to
eliminate traffic?

I was in rocky mountain many times and I've gone to yosemite many times, including bring in the valley
over Father's Day weekend and seeing the madhouse that would swarm RMNP if something is not done.

As a side note-- [ went directly to your planning portal and couldnt get to this page under comment but
had to use a link in a published article.

The web site is poorly designed for navigation.

Correspondence ID: 51
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Since the entry problem has surfaced, dealing with it in a more efficient manner is logical. We think that
as long as the entry time window is generous enough, it'd be a good idea. Say, give a 1-hour window for
entrance, that would be OK? That's because visitors may be staying at hotels, etc. a distance away, unlike
at home, where we'd have public transit. Granted most will have a rental car, etc. a 1-hour window is
desirable, and this should not hamper efficiency?

22



Correspondence ID: 52
Date Received: 11/05/2023

As an avid hiker who hikes 3 times a week from June thru the end of September every summer, I liked the
timed entry program of last year from 9 AM to 2 PM.

I am full time in Grand Lake 4-5 months in the summer. In August or September we hike from Bear Lake
to Grand Lake every year on a day hike. Getting the Bear Lake access permit is a little more problematic
as we need it on a Tuesday. However we have obtained a permit successfully the last several years.

Correspondence ID: 53
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
reach out to all media with your plan and explain the negative impacts and possible alternatives.

Comments:

I agree that the reservation system has been essential in the summer months. Doubling the fee limits
access to low and fixed income people. With the exception of Bear Lake is restricting access in the winter
really necessary?

Please continue to allow early access without reservations.

Thank you.

Correspondence ID: 54
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:

I don't think it is legal or fair or reasonable to require timed entry access tickets to national parks. We've
lived in Loveland for 6 years and many people that agree with me have lived in Colorado all their lives. |
can't plan an exact time or date due to my family running a small business we can't plan our visits as a
family of 5 to RMNP. It is also inconvenient for out of state visitors and tourists who want to visit but
didn't know of the timed access ticket needed to enter RMNP. How inconvenient after traveling so far to
see gods beauty they're not able to see the park. I think this is another way to obtain hard working peoples
money by charging for gods creation that should already be paid for.

Comments:

I don't really think the timed entry permit allows free unlimited access to tourists and locals to RMNP. It
is gods beauty and creation we should be allowed to visit it when it works for us on our own schedule. It
is hard for people to plan things exactly and things don't always go as planned so it shouldn't be required
to have a timed entry access permit. I think more visitors would go to RMNP if there wasn't a timed entry
system in place and it would bring in enough money to finance whatever maintenance and repairs the
park needs.

23



Correspondence ID: 55
Date Received: 11/05/2023

While I do see the appeal of the times entry, it makes it very difficult for spontaneity or changes of plans.
I was in Yosemite when they had enacted their timed entry. The timed entry part was not an issue. That
just took more planning before we left home for the trip. The issue came when we would do a long hike
that ended after thr timed entry was over. Then were so many people that had just influxed that there were
no other places to park and we had to cut our day short even though there was plenty of daylight. There
was simply no room for us to park anywhere else. The end of the times entry just causes a huge influx of
people that results in the people that paid to get in early having to cut their days short.

Correspondence ID: 56
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:

The national park does see a large number of visitors however I feel the park is not overpopulated various
times and seasons. Restrictions being recommended are an overreach to restrict access to the park. It may
be desirable to expand various roads o have one option in addition to the main 2 roads.

Comments:

As local senior citizens, we feel that the current reservation system has been a way to discriminate against
us. The need to have a reservation charges us an extra fee in addition to the original Senior park pass.
Even the current $2.00 fee in problematic, we use the park as a low cost form of exercise to stay healthy
and entertainment. The extra costs are a new "tax" and are prohibitive for many. To avoid the reservation,
we would need to arise very early (I.e. 4:30) and drive in the dark to get to the park before the
reservations start. Many seniors have vision problems which limit them to driving in the daylight hours.
Similar issues apply to waiting until after 2 or 5 to get into certain areas or the park, and hen leaving later
in the evening. The weather is also worse in the later afternoon which precludes the ability to hike and
enjoy the beauty of the park. During the off seasons, the many areas of the park is very sparsely populated
by visitors and the need for a reservation is entirely unnecessary.

We used to be able to decide at any time to go to the park, enjoy the beauty and nature multiple times per
month. Now we haven't even been able to get into the park since before the reservation season started. We
are being excluded entirely! This is definitely unacceptable!

Please do not expand the reservation system and in reality if needed, we would prefer to reduce the
reservation system.

Correspondence ID: 57
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
ggdd

24



Correspondence ID: 58
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
No

Comments:

There should be some kind of pass for Estes Park residents. Our town supports the park and feels the
impacts, both positive and negative, of the park visitors. Taxpayers of Estes should be able to enter the
park without the need for a timed entry.

Correspondence ID: 59
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) I think the environmental analysis was good

2) I think listing some pros and cons of the different alternatives as the NPS sees them would be helpful.

Comments:
I visit RMNP at least weekly from late May to October.

There is certainly a need to take action. In 2023, even with the timed entry in force, I had numerous
experiences on Trail Ridge Road where the parking in various places including Many Parks Curve, Alpine
Visitor Center and Forest Canyon Overlook was full. There were too many people and not enough
rangers to stop people doing things like taking their dog onto the tundra.

I think alternative B, the timed entry for the rest of the park (not including the Bear Lake Corridor) is the
best. Day reservations (alternative C) means far too many people will try to enter the park between 9am
and 10am. Closing the park when it is “too full” (alternative D) makes it impossible for visitors to plan
their day in advance and some people travel a long way (eg. from the East Coast, Europe or Asia) to visit
RMNP.

Correspondence ID: 60
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) The analysis is accurate. 2) As an author of numerous scientific papers and student of history, it's my
belief that Shakespeare's famous quote, “Brevity is the soul of wit” has enormous value. If your
descriptions/explanations were less verbose and more succinct they would be easier to follow. The
endless, painfully long paragraphs are really hard to absorb and perhaps some alternative, summary type
presentation would be an option to consider.

Comments:

Based on our observations of the past 3 years since the implementation of your reservation system, it is
our belief that it is of enormous benefit to the Park. Traffic and long lines are no longer commonplace as
before and the overall experience just driving through is much improved. We hope you will continue
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some version of a reservation system, as it appears to benefit the wildlife and park environment as well as
the experience for those visiting RMNP.

However, reading through all of the options from A through D, it was difficult to understand the specific
differences in each other than Option A, which I believe would revert back to the time prior to
reservations. We do thank you for the effort to find the best approach to managing visitations, given the
enormous and growing popularity of the Park.

Correspondence ID: 61
Date Received: 11/05/2023

Topic Question 1:

I love the reservation system through the park. It is wonderful. Especially since it is only one road! I
thought the times were great this year and the reservations were not hard to get if you knew what you
were doing.

My issue is this... Adam's Falls. Why would you need a reservation to go to a free part of the park. I feel
like I would not want to waste my reservation at Adams Falls and I know a lot of other people felt this
way too as it was PACKED at 2pm. I go to Adam's Falls at least once a month and having to wait to get in
until after 2 is a nightmare. At least 20 people at once go up. If you don't have the reservation system
vistors could go any time of the day and it wouldn't be crazy crowded.

Thank you for your time. -

Correspondence ID: 62
Date Received: 11/05/2023

I don't agree with the timed entry. My last visit was in 2016 and don't plan on returning in the future if the
timed entry remains. I choose public lands

Correspondence ID: 63
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:

I think alternative A should be perused. This allows visitors to access the park without prior reservation. A
reservation system would make it harder for out of state visitors who already have to hope for good
weather. Having to reserve a specific time rather than going when you feel like it or when the weather is
right is far more appealing to visitors. I would pursue an alternative plan to protect the delicate tundra.

Correspondence ID: 64
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:
I strongly disagree with adding MORE time to the “Timed Entry” system into RMNP and also to raise the
fees again. This is not appropriate. We, in the Town, have NO benefits of enjoying the park anymore.
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People in general have been disappointed in getting up to Estes Park only to find that there are limits
imposed on the Park.

If you want to change laws in the name of mitigation, this is wrong. Mitigate the land and continue to
have employees manage this who are employees of NPS. If you need outside contractors to mitigate,
please don't extend this Timed Entry or add more fees to it. People already pay fees to get into the park
every time or annually. This is double charging people.

Comments:

The alternatives are to give Estes Park residents with Estes Park addresses NO fees for any entry into
RMNP. You would have a town that is clearly very invested in hosting people from out of town and
owning businesses that have NOT thrived these past 3 years due to Covid and also this change.

If we need more funding for mitigation, let's pursue the State of Colorado or the Federal Government to
assist in Grants.

We hate to see monies go out to contractors, again, to make decisions about something that is not as
simple as “raise prices and add MORE timed entry hours.” I would highly recommend that the focus be
on the need for NO action in these areas and more direct action hiring local contractors to mitigate the
land.

Correspondence ID: 65
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Please do not increase fees or additional access restrictions. The current system is working and we want to
limit these changes and increases moving forward.

Correspondence ID: 66
Date Received: 11/06/2023

It would be a nice gesture if you would let the locals enter the entire park without needing timed entrance
permits.

Correspondence ID: 67
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes

Comments:
Doubling reservation fees, lengthening days to require reservations and including winters is slowly
encroaching on the use of the park for the public that actually own the park.

27



Correspondence ID: 68
Date Received: 11/06/2023

The idea of limiting day visitors to the park to specific times is ridiculous! I've been through the park four
times, the last being 2022. The last visit | had to schedule the time just to drive through the park. The
problem with that is that not everyone knows ahead of time when they will arrive at the park's entrance.
Everyone doesn't spend nights in hotels in the outskirts of the park and would just like to visit as a detour
to a destination beyond. It's ludicrous to claim that just because the road is crowded that it is stretching
the park's resources. Do some construction work and expand road pull off areas to relieve congestion
instead of making it harder for people to visit.

Correspondence ID: 69
Date Received: 11/06/2023

I believe there are 2 major concerns that need to be addressed 1) Overcrowding 2) Funds to support the
Park (for improvements, staffing and environmental concerns).

I believe both of these issues can be significantly addressed by a single, simple change: Increase the entry
Fee for NON- US residents. It makes no sense for US taxpayers to subsidize the parks and for non-US
residents to PAY THE SAME entry fee as taxpayers pay.

Foreign visitors should easily pay 5 to 10 times the current price. Compare this to the cost of Disney for a
family of 4 - it is STILL a bargain as at Disney, a ticket is ~$110 to $150 PER PERSON for a SINGLE
DAY.

I doubt this would significantly decrease the number of non-US residents from entering the parks, as it is
still a great bargain. But, if it did or didn't it will still have an enormous effect on the funds that come into
the parks. This is a WIN!!

If it also decreased the number of people at the parks, this is a DOUBLE WIN! We would have more
money for the parks and LESS CROWDING!!!

This is not just a great idea, but it makes it MORE fair to all of us American taxpayers that want to use
OUR parks but find it very difficult because of limited access (timed entry, etc.) and because we want to
enjoy our parks but can't enjoy them as much due to overcrowding.

Correspondence ID: 70
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:
No. The analysis looks fine.

Comments:
As a visitor that utilized the timed-entry system at RMNP this past summer, I have three thoughts for you
to consider:

1. Timed entry was a useful and desirable way to manage the sheer volume of visitors that wanted to see
the Bear Lake corridor and the surrounding trails. We were able to procure an early morning slot and
there was ample parking available when we arrived at Bear Lake.
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2. The process of getting a timed-entry slot was incredibly convoluted and unintuitive. I purchased as slot
for 4PM two weeks before our trip. Once we arrived in Colorado and realized the hours of daylight
available (early October), we made the decision to try for a different slot the night before our scheduled
entry. At 5 PM that evening, we able to see timed entry options in almost all of the available slots. In this
case, planning ahead was worse than waiting until the last moment.

3. The individual nature of the elements to purchase access into the park was wildly confusing. You
needed a timed-entry, a Park-Pass or Pass+, and a vehicle pass. The whole park should be available
through the booking slot purchase flow as a single bundle. That way you were guaranteed to have
everything needed to enter and a single price to pay for it

Correspondence ID: 71
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:

As a long time visitor and now Estes park resident, I wholeheartedly support alternative B. The visitor
experience is much improved keeping park entry lines down, parking access is better, environmental
impact also much improved when fewer people access any specific area at the same time. The other
alternatives do not provide the same benefits as alternative B does.thank you for your consideration.

Correspondence ID: 72
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Topic Question 1:

I would like to see information on the number of timed reservations that are made but not used as this
percentage can impact decisions made about how many reservations to allow at certain times throughout
the day. We experienced several times this past summer when our reservation was not scanned, which
makes me wonder if a “no show” rate is available. I am in complete support of protecting the Park and |
would also like to see data driven decisions made regarding the number of reservations that are allowed
throughout the day. A “no show” rate is a part of that equation.

Comments:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. As a resident of Estes Park, I find the timed reservation
system challenging as I need to anticipate when we might want to go into the park more than a month in
advance. As a result, I end up making between 60 - 75 timed reservations each season. The
recreation.gov website reservation system is not set up for people like myself. It is geared more to a
visitor who is coming for a week and makes a week's worth of reservations.

Many of our reservations go unused & I try and remember to cancel the night before so that someone else
can take our spot. But, we feel we must have the reservations just in case we decide we want to go into
the part on that particular day. When you live in Estes, you are not on vacation for a particular week.

I have tried to get reservations the night before when more are released at Spm and have about a 50%
success rate at being able to do so.

Could there be a way to differentiate local residents and visitors within the timed reservation system? I
realize that the Park is federal land, but the Park's close proximity is the very reason that we moved to
Estes in the first place.
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Thank you!

Correspondence ID: 73
Date Received: 11/06/2023

Hi folks,

I feel that the current number of day-of (last minute / lottery) passes to RMNP is insufficient. Not
everyone can plan their trips months in advance. I do understand and appreciate the need/reason for the
timed entry system, but I feel a last minute lottery would be very advantageous. Perhaps day-of passes
could be tied to a requirement to utilize public transport in the busiest areas of the park.

Thanks much, |

Correspondence ID: 74
Date Received: 11/07/2023

I find the permit system difficult (Alternative A-C), as 1) I can't plan trips to visit the park as I'm not
certain I'll get a permit, and arriving prior to SAM is not possible when I have to drive a ways. 2) With
volatile weather, my permit time might be impractical. 3) Additionally, my brother lives in the area, and
the permit system is also a problem for him. If the weather happens to be nice and his schedule clears up,
he can't just go out and enjoy the park, as he's crowded out by out of towners despite the fact that it's in
his backyard. 4) The fee for the Permit system excludes the poorest in the US, despite the NPS supposed
to be for everyone and that they're those who might need the park for leisure the most. However, |
understand the permit system might be needed to protect our natural resources.

Thus, I propose that while the vehicle entry might require a permit, the shuttle shouldn't require a permit.
There should be two, like Zion, one with multiple stops in area near parking areas that brings you to gate
and then shuttles around the park. I feel like it makes much more sense for the shuttle to not require a
permit. Thus, if I book flights/hotels in advance, I know at least I'll be able to see a portion of the park.
And my brother, for example, can take advantage of his schedule to enjoy the park. The poor would be
less likely to be excluded with the method, if the shuttle is free and doesn't require a permit. This would
reduce the congestion pollution issue. Additionally, NPS for example could make shuttles arrive more
frequently in areas the NPS deems are less vulnerable, if it wants to protect ecological resources.

Correspondence ID: 75
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

1. Environmental analysis has accurately described impact on heavy use unpaved trails. It does not
address the possibility of mitigating impact if some trails may be paved such as trails to popular views,
such alternative would allow disabled and wheelchair access and at the same time may Reduce the impact
by proper guardrails, etc.

2. The preferred approach is option A. The current timed entry system disadvantages people with limited
internet skills, limited English , lack of computers or smartphones (one third of US individuals do not
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have a smartphone or laptop). Current system furthermore leads to to the preferential access for people
with advanced online skills as all times permits for bear lake road are taken within the first 10 minutes as
the system opens. The current system gives preference to park entry to an elite group who possess such
skills as allowing them to take advantage of the system and discriminates against those who don't.

If plan A is implemented the information regarding. Road closures may be enhanced by electronic road
side panels as early as outskirts of Estes Park, within the Estes Park, to minimize unnecessary drive to
closed gates .

Yet another possibility to ameliorate environmental impact is to establish additional trails in less sensitive
environment that still allow good outdoor experience and attractive views. This may reduce demand for
areas that undergo temporary closures.Theae trails may start closer to the entrance station to allow entry
while the rest of the park may be temporarily xlosed

Correspondence ID: 76
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
vote for management strategy

Comments:

Please continue to explore ways to make the reservation system better - maybe reserve some spots for
same day lottery for folks who could not get reservations in time. Keep making our air better and keeping
our parks pristine.

Correspondence ID: 77
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
No

Comments:

I would like to see parking reservations for Bear Lake and Wild Basin similar to what is done at Brainerd
Lake for Mitchell Lake and Long Lake. It would allow some parking rather than just first come first
serve.

Correspondence ID: 78
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes, comments below about park entry system(s).

Comments:

I understand there is an issue with park overcrowding, however, the current system doesn't work the best
for people like myself who don't know their work schedule a month ahead of time. With technology what
it is today, maybe there could be a real-time entry counter on the website along with a live stream camera
showing the entry points to see how much traffic is there at a specific time. Let's say you allow 3000 cars
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in per day, the counter could start at 3000 and the real-time counter would start counting down upon
vehicle entries. Additionally, an automated text alert system could be used to notify people when the park
is 1/2 way full and then full. This system is already in place used by Larimer County Parks to notify us
when certain trails or boat parking are full. People can sign up to receive text alerts. Between these
systems, people like myself would be able to wake up on Saturday morning and check the website to see
if it's a good day to head into the park. Maybe a certain number of reservations could be “sold” in advance
similar to the current situation so the people who can plan ahead may buy passes that guarantee them in
on a certain day or time and the rest of the entries are first-come-first-served.

Hope these thoughts help. Thanks for listening.

Correspondence ID: 79
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
(1) Yes

(2) I hope so

Comments:

You have not provided any data supporting either your claims of “greatly increased visitation” (your own
numbers are all in the range of 4.5 million, regardless of year, showing no statistically valid trend); or
“significantly increased visitor impacts” (no data at all). I am a scientist and I don't do well with claims
that are unsupported in the context of an official management plan and policy change. My own
experience in the park is that there are a lot of people enjoying nature and being respectful of it, while the
park service is woefully behind in infrastructure maintenance (trails, parking areas, visitor centers, phone
response to inquiries, etc.); and the impacts of those visitors on the vast natural resources of the park are
vanishingly small. I found your timed-entry system burdensome but was willing to respect it assuming
you had data supporting its success in reducing visitation, your stated goal. If your experience is that the
timed-entry system was unsuccessful in reducing visitation, then please discontinue the program -- don't
expand it. Instead, please expand your maintenance and add more trails and visitor infrastructure so that
visitor use can be dispersed. Please include me in future notices of management planning and
documentation. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Correspondence ID: 80
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

I am against the reservation system because it takes away citizens' rights to visit their public park. It is a
barrier to access and prevents visitation to citizens who pay for the park and should be able to access it
when they want. In particular, it discriminates against the elderly who are not as computer savvy as the
younger generation and precludes citizens fromenhjoying the beautiful national parks their tax dollars
support. I have not visited the park hardly T all because of the cumbersome reservation system when I
used to go up five or six times a year. But, apparently you don't want us to visit the park because you have
created a huge barrier to access it.
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Comments:

I am against the reservation system because it takes away citizens' rights to visit their public park. It is a
barrier to access and prevents visitation to citizens who pay for the park and should be able to access it
when they want. In particular, it discriminates against the elderly who are not as computer savvy as the
younger generation and precludes citizens fromenhjoying the beautiful national parks their tax dollars
support. I have not visited the park hardly T all because of the cumbersome reservation system when I
used to go up five or six times a year. But, apparently you don't want us to visit the park because you have
created a huge barrier to access it.

Correspondence ID: 81
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
I agree with your analysis.

Comments:
I prefer Alternative C as it requires the daily registration but has more flexibility in terms of entry times
for areas not included in the Bear Lake Corridor.

Alternative D sounds like a prescription for disaster. Visitors being turned away for unknown periods of
time after driving to the park is not only adding to front range air pollution (already impacting the Park)
but I fear that Park staff will have to deal with angry visitors, making their jobs even more difficult. 1
can't imagine that NPS personnel support this plan.

Alternative B, the current option, is my second choice.

Alternative A wasn't working so I'm not sure why that is even a consideration.

Correspondence ID: 82
Date Received: 11/07/2023

We relocated to Estes Park specifically to have access to Rocky Mountain National Park, so it would be
great if you could give locals access without timed-entry, or at least such access on certain days during the
week. Thanks for your consideration.

Correspondence ID: 83
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
No comment on this

Comments:

The most significant impacts from the large numbers of visitors are felt on the east side of the park. One
alternative that is not covered is to use a different entry system or no system for entrance on the west
entrance or Grand Lake side. I strongly urge the NPS to consider implementing less strict requirements
for the west entrance of Rocky Mountain Park.
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Correspondence ID: 84
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

My only comments are that I suppport option B as far as how to manage the daily usage of RMNP. I think
the pilot program has functioned very well over the last few years and I know that my family and I have
really enjoyed RMNP knowing that the number of people won't be overwhelming. Whatever you do, DO
NOT go back to the olden days and first come first serve. That would be a huge step backward.

Thank you,

Correspondence ID: 85
Date Received: 11/07/2023

I agree with the idea of a regulation or educational permit for climbing longs peak. I think this would help
address crowding and environmental impact along the trail, as well as the frequency and cost of rescues. I
have frequently seen unprepared hikers and lack of basic safety skills on this trail when I climbed the
peak.

Correspondence ID: 86
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
The entirety of Bear Lake Road is treated as a problem to be solved in the analysis when it is primarily
Bear Lake itself that has a capacity problem.

You neglect to incorporate the environmental effects of forcing cars to wait 20-40 minutes EVEN WITH
A DAILY PERMIT to get past the entrance booth at the main entrance.

Comments:

1. The entirety of Bear Lake Road is treated as a problem to be solved in the analysis when it is primarily
Bear Lake itself that has a capacity problem. Sprague Lake is beautiful and has one of the very few
wheelchair-accessible paths in the park. Blocking off access to it is a great loss to those of us with
physical impairments. The permit for Bear Lake should not be required for access to Sprague Lake or
Moraine.

2. Now that the “interim” plan has been in place for years, can you please figure out a way to get people
through the entrance station promptly. Even with a timed pass, we have had to wait anywhere between 20
minutes and 40 minutes. Why is this so hard?

3. There is no good reason to require people using the shuttle bus to have to also get permits for Bear
Lake. Dropping that requirement would incentivize use of the shuttles.
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Correspondence ID: 87
Date Received: 11/07/2023

I often drive across Trail Ridge Road to access outdoor recreation areas outside the western border of
RMNP. It is difficult to secure reservations for the park when I merely need to drive through it. I suggest a
separate reservation option for people who are only driving across the park on Trail Ridge Road. This
option could perhaps be limited to people who live in Colorado.

Correspondence ID: 88
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
No

Comments:
Times entry systems may work temporarily, but in the long term the hassle of obtaining them and the
possibilities of people missing out on their favorite location will result in lower visits.

Correspondence ID: 89
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
I think keep it the way it is with timed entry at both Bear Lake and The main part of the park.

I think this has been much better for the park

Comments:
Number 2 would also work

Correspondence ID: 90
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
For anyone who goes to the Park, control of the crowd is needed to really enjoy it.

Option 3 is a good hybrid for this.

Option 2 would be second choice but may be too restrictive for locals.

Correspondence ID: 91
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

I don't feel the timed entry system helped during certain periods of the summer/fall season at all. I think
at times it made things worse because all of those who couldn't get into an area at a certain time rushed to
get there when the timed entry expired putting even MORE pressure on those areas.
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Comments:

Every year I purchase my National Parks Pass for all parks. I do this because I want to visit on a regular
basis when I'm gifted what little free time I get. I don't see what the point of having this pass and putting
the other money I put into our national parks is, if I'm not free to use them when I want. I could easily
save my money. | understand our national parks are overwhelmed, RMNP is not equipped for the hoards
of people visiting, nor is there any place inside the park to put them, I get it. I've been stuck in major road
blocks for hours because people can't find pull outs.

I haven't been able to enjoy the fall rut now for 4 years, partly because of this timed entry crap. This year
you had Beaver Meadows closed and Morraine was on timed entry. That isn't right. I don't want to spend
all day in the park, just a few hours, trying to get a timed entry pass is ridiculous at best. This is not okay.
You need to find a happy medium. A way local residents can get into that Morraine area before 6pm
without timed entry. Either that or you leave Beaver Meadows with full access as well as other areas of
the park.

You need to figure out a way to let those of us locals who only want to be there for short amounts of time
be able to do so and enjoy part of why we live here. Especially that Bear Lake Corridor.

I don't have a good answer, [ wish I did. If I had a choice I'd stick with your current plan but figure out
how to let people into Morraine before 6pm and Beaver Meadows should be open. The national parks
belong "to the people" to enjoy but your now limiting how we can visit them. Eventually an attorney is
going to get board and find ways to sue for this, I'd hate to see that happen.

Correspondence ID: 92
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

Option 4 is my vote for visitor management in RMNP. Timed entry for Bear Lake is needed but the first
reservation should be 0600 and not 0500. Also please consider local Colorado residents with RMNP
license plates to be except from having to get a timed entry permit for Bear lake or any part of RMNP

Correspondence ID: 93
Date Received: 11/07/2023

Time to open the gates freely for main entrances, keep a timed entry for Bear Lake since it sees an
overwhelming amount of traffic. The timed entry for the main entrances is no longer necessary.

Correspondence ID: 94
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
I absolutely oppose any sort of permit for the Longs Peak trailhead. Feel free to spread awareness as you
see fit but I don't want any more bureaucratic red tap that makes it harder to hike the mountains in RMNP
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Correspondence ID: 95
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
Hello,

I respectfully request that the parks service either 1) switch back to the open usage or 2) limit the
restriction to the Bear Lake access. The current plan doesn't account for the different usage rates from the
Estes Park side vs the Grand Lake side. The Grand Lake side should be given greater access due to the
lower impacts. Also, cyclists should be allowed much greater access - no timing limitations whatsoever.

It is an amazing place and I support the health of the park, but it should be access by all Americans as
much as possible.

Kind regards,

Correspondence ID: 96
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
I thought it was clear.

Comments:

I live about an hour away in Windsor and like to visit at least monthly, sometimes more frequently. While
not wild about the timed system it is an immense improvement to the experience on the bear lake corridor
for sure, and those areas still can get uncomfortably busy.

The largest frustration i have with the reservation system is the inflexibility of timed reservations for the
"rest of the park".

This is particularly so when my goal is to use 34 as part of my route to grand lake or other areas west, or
if simply on a drive and picnic such as with visitors, A day long allowed entry for the rest of the park
really gives lots of flexibility for uses- a drive, hiking, or using 34 as a part of a trip that does not now
exist in prime seasons.

The vague comment on pricing was a bit unsettling. I would hate to see it go much higher than it is now.
If $5 or more I would think harder about just getting several dates for relatively remote dates in a month
requiring reservations when i might want to hike, but not yet sure if weather or my own changing
schedule makes that a bad choice, or will prevent me going.

The inability to "return" a reservation, making it available to others is another unknown. Does that
happen? Can you address that in proposals. With a $2 charge, it is not a biggie to let it go, if much more
cost for reservations it is limiting. Maybe that - reducing reservations not used- is an unstated goal? Do
you track that unused reservation rate now, is it an issue?

Appreciate the work in figuring this out.
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Correspondence ID: 97
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
As a longtime homeowner in Estes Park, Colorado, I find the timed entry permit process to be very
frustrating and inefficient and ask that it be sunsetted.

There are consistently extremely long wait lines for the simple scanning of timed entry park passes to
enter the park. Many cars sit idling while spewing out emissions. There is no reason why several park
rangers can't stand with mobile scanners and efficiently let people enter, with a pullover lane for people
with complicated situations. These lines have been hours-long. The park service has not demonstrated the
ability to operate the timed entry system in an effective way that doesn't create an unacceptable burden on
visitors.

Even if the Park Service could effectively manage the process, the timed entry system should be
eliminated. The permit process ends up excluding visitors who do not know to or are unable to plan far
ahead, those who are not proficient in using computers for signups, and those without access to wifi
and/or the ability to snag entry tickets online before they disappear in within minutes. This
disproportionately affects the elderly and groups without technology.

It appears that the park service would prefer to limit visitors (despite the park's massive, massive acreage)
rather than find ways to accommodate the demand, such as creating more parking, providing better
entrances, creating more trails, and appropriately staffing the park.

The fact of increased demand during and immediately post-covid should not be used as an excuse to
permanently limit access to the park, which is a direct result of the timed entry system. Our parks should
be for all to enjoy.

Comments:
As a longtime homeowner in Estes Park, Colorado, I find the timed entry permit process to be very
frustrating and inefficient and ask that it be sunsetted.

There are consistently extremely long wait lines for the simple scanning of timed entry park passes to
enter the park. Many cars sit idling while spewing out emissions. There is no reason why several park
rangers can't stand with mobile scanners and efficiently let people enter, with a pullover lane for people
with complicated situations. These lines have been hours-long. The park service has not demonstrated the
ability to operate the timed entry system in an effective way that doesn't create an unacceptable burden on
visitors.

Even if the Park Service could effectively manage the process, the timed entry system should be
eliminated. The permit process ends up excluding visitors who do not know to or are unable to plan far
ahead, those who are not proficient in using computers for signups, and those without access to wifi
and/or the ability to snag entry tickets online before they disappear in within minutes. This
disproportionately affects the elderly and groups without technology.

It appears that the park service would prefer to limit visitors (despite the park's massive, massive acreage)
rather than find ways to accommodate the demand, such as creating more parking, providing better
entrances, creating more trails, and appropriately staffing the park.

38



The fact of increased demand during and immediately post-covid should not be used as an excuse to
permanently limit access to the park, which is a direct result of the timed entry system. Our parks should
be for all to enjoy.

Correspondence ID: 98
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
(2) Kyle and team refuse to meet face to face with the public more than just cursory attempts to justify
their “resource management” of RMNP.

PLEASE MAKE ADDITIONAL OPPORTUNITES ACROSS THE STATE OF COLORADO TO MEET
WITH PEOPLE WHO ARE IMPACTED BY YOUR DECISIONS.

Comments:
Calling the reservation a “pilot system is highly manipulative of the word “pilot”. The disaster of
management of the Fall River entrance limited to one lane is shameful.

When can we expect a complete staff firing of current employees responsible for the timed reservation
system?

Who authorized and where are the emails that reflect proposal, consideration and approval of “guest
punch passes” ?

Stating that a reservation system is needed to manage the park discriminates against people who don't
have the flexibility, financial capability or technology to make reservations.

Suggest ending reservation system permanently and firing all Park employees who participated in forcing
the system on the public.

Correspondence ID: 99
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
No. The analysis seemed thorough and well thought out.

Correspondence ID: 100
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
See below

Comments:
Since this was labeled “Question 1:”, I thought there would be additional questions. So my previous
comment was basically nothing. Sorry.

I agree that the park is very busy and parking is tough. I think the reservation system has helped with this.
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I've certainly been on busy trails where someone NEEDS to step off the trail to let others pass by. This is
more of an issue when there is a steady stream of hikers, than when it's a more manageable number of
hikers.

I think Alternative 3 is not good. I'd HATE to get up to the park and only then find out that nobody is
allowed in. Very disappointing and a waste of my time and gas (bad for attitude and environment).

Of the 3 alternatives, #1 seems the best. I think this is the version used in 2023. That said, I've never
successfully been able to find a last minute entry slot, despite the website indicating there are several
reserved. It's unclear whether I'm just too late, or if I can't figure it out. Perhaps some indication of the
number of last minute slots available and taken would provide the feedback I need to know that I'm using
the correct process.

I think it's fair to limit people/cars, both the number and the timing. We do this for concerts, art and
museum exhibits, etc . It'll just take awhile to get used to the idea. And I think it makes it more difficult
when each NP has it's own version of this. If all NPs had similar entry rules/procedures, our expectations
would be set and we'd all be better prepared for making needed reservations.

For future alternatives, consider a through-pass-only alternative. If all I am doing is driving from the east
entrance to Grand Lake, and not parking anywhere, it would be nice to have more flexibility in
scheduling.

Thanks for taking care of this amazing NP!

Correspondence ID: 101
Date Received: 11/08/2023

It would be nice if locals to the gateway towns could be exempt from reservations. The population in
Estes Park is small, but has to work around the traffic that the park brings. Maybe if you show an ID with
a local address to Estes Park, with your pass, you can be let through. That would be nice.

Correspondence ID: 102
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. No

2. No

Comments:
We live in Fort Collins and visit RMNP about 6 times each year. It is a wonderful treasure. We like
alternative C, with the daily access to the rest of the park.

Also, I have been troubled by the scenario where an out of state family arrive at the gate and THEN learn
that they need an entry permit. Is it possible for them to get a permit at that time when they are still
available? Is some sort of flexibility possible without troubling those that do understand the policies?
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My major comment is that getting people out of their private vehicles should be the primary goal. It is
troubling that there are no park shuttles going up Trail Ridge road. I think this would be a popular shuttle
as the road is scary for some as well as dangerous.

Also, it seems like the Bear lake corridor shuttle system should be improved in the Moraine park and
Sprague lake areas.

RMNP can look to Yosemite and Glacier and other national parks to see how their plans have worked.

Correspondence ID: 103
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
Accuracy and adequacy pf environmental analysis is fine. I appreciate what you do to protect the Park.

Comments:

Alternative B is the most workable and best option, including timed entry to the Bear Lake Corridor and
separate timed entry to the rest of the park. For the rest of the park, please keep timed entry from 9 am to
2 pm.

Alternative D is ridiculous and I think you know that. Closing the entrance and making visitors leave and
come back without knowing when or if the entrance will be open or if they'll be too far back in line to
enter will incur more unnecessary traffic near the Park and in Estes Park and increased air emissions
further fowling the Park and surrounding area.

Correspondence ID: 104
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:

I trust the Park has seen degradation and violations from visitors which has negatively affected the
ecosystem at the park. Ilove visiting the park but have found it increasingly challenging to pay and get a
parking pass and when I do it doesn't always work out that I can make it reserving it so far in advance.
You have to try to do it more than 24hrs ahead or lose your money and reservation. This is my biggest
issue with this system, failure to refund when unable to attend. How is this fair to the public when the
National Park system was created to be free for all citizens. Charge more for non residents and
international visitors but not for Colorado residents who have lived here greater than 10 or 20 years.

Have you thought about that. If you charger 25 dollars entry fee for international visitors that should help
and then watch them if they or anyone violates the parks rules escort them out of the park. That's it non
compliance you run the risk of losing access. Yes, this is hard line approach but, it will make people think
before entering. Also make everyone view a video or ranger educational session on park rules and the
expectations of failure to comply. We all have to do our part in Colorado to keep it Colorful and
Beautiful. I've found many out of staters and non residents disrespect our great State yes even those new
residents who have recently moved into the State do too. They all love seeing the Beauty of the
Mountains but don't all respect it for if they did they would follow the rules and not block roads, litter,
and walk where they are not supposed to. For these reasons we go off the grid in our Jeep and go where
very few others go. Education and Fines are the key! In the picture of vehicle congestion was sad to see.
All those who parked where they should not have should all have received fines and have their cars towed
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if the owners were not with their vehicle. If they were then asked to move or else. I've visited many
National Parks even Yellowstone never faced this much disrespect.

Comments:

It is agreed that the masses of visitors have increased and have caused many parking issues and
environmental impacts in the park, we surely can find some better ways to manage this and make the
public comply. We have frequently visited the park over the past 30 years living in Colorado. Ifthe
public fails to follow posted rules and signs and park in unauthorized areas, then they should be towed
period and fined first and foremost. Next if people do this more than then on their third offense they are
restricted from the National Park system entry process.

Put the ownership on those who fail to follow the rules and abuse the environment and rules.

Correspondence ID: 105
Date Received: 11/08/2023

I hated the times entry system. It is a way for the government to get more money. You have to pay for
reservation time slot eventhough you already have a park pass. I have not visited the park ever since it
implemented the time entry. I live in Colorado and it only takes me 2 hours to drive to the park. I would
like to see it back the old way. No time entry require. You should allow people decide go to the park
when they get up in the morning and the weather is nice.

Correspondence ID: 106
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:

As a Denver resident for 37 years I have hiked so many sections oof this amazing place over the years. I
understand totally the impact of the increased population on this park. With climate change increased
populations we want to preserve this for the future.

I love the idea of timed entry to the popular tourist places in the park. I also very much agree with bus
service into the park to limit idling cars and greenhouse gas emissions.

I was reading about human waste problems in the park. What is done when people do not take out their
waste? Is there any fine/criminal action taken by the parks service? his is so gross and a public health
concern! Education should be mandatory for anyone entring the park about this problem.

Correspondence ID: 107
Date Received: 11/08/2023

Topic Question 1:
I hit the send button on my last submission too soon!

Comments:

I would love to see the park opened for hikers to more remote areas again-pre2020 conditions . It is very
difficult to be spontaneous with the weather - ie- sometimes forecasting changes and locals here want to
not have to plan and pay money to stay in Estes Park . To have to pay for a place to stay just to hike when
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you live so close to the park with summer weather unpredictable it costs money and is very much of a
chance taking.

Correspondence ID: 108
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

I agree that there should be a management strategy for having timed entry into RMNP and most national
parks. Having been to RMNP and using timed entry is not difficult and just requires a little preplanning. I
have also been to RMNP when there was no timed entry and the crush of people and traffic jams take
away from the fun and experience of enjoying the park. The excess trash and condition of the restrooms
the crowded and misuse of trails and exhaust from so many vehicles contribute to the negative
environmental impact on the park and its wild inhabitants.

Correspondence ID: 109
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Restrictions on park access should be eliminated or minimized and timed entry should cease. Timed entry
"power" was grabbed during covid and was opportunistic. It is the taxpayers park. Our working class
people are being denied entry if they do not have ability to plan in advance, which unfairly determines
who has access. Many times during timed entry, the park was very vacant. It is unclear why parking was
so empty some days. It appears permits purchased are not all used, which is limiting unnecessarily and
not working. To seek to be exclusionary from the global growth in population is an irrational approach.
No place is exempt from handling the population growth. And, yes, people leave a mark. More steps to
facilitate larger crowds should be taken, including more parking and facilities, more trails development.
To protect the park is necessary, but not in the exclusionary fashion being attempted. We need to remain
open to the people who own it. Not enough efforts have been taken to expand park areas for the crowds.
Balance is needed. The entire mission is not protection/conservation, but allowing people to enjoy these
areas. The park preservers are overzealous in their roles.

Correspondence ID: 110
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

I appreciate the work that has gone into investigating the alternative entry options. We have a lot of
experience dealing with the entry lines at RMNP and we believe that using any of the alternatives without
better management of entry lines will do little to decrease the negative experience visitors have trying to
enter the park or the environmental impact of idling cars. There will still be thousands of cars entering
the park via lines each day.

The former express pass lane could be used for all park passholders and manned by a monitor of some
kind. This would eliminate the long waits behind first time visitors who need information and have
questions that stall the line. We've seen rangers on foot looking for those with a pass and timed entry but
it is spotty - and if a line were dedicated to that it would move tons of cars quickly.
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Monitors could travel the lines and make sure that those in them have looked at the entry signs along the
route - you could even have a hut like the one at the entry of Bear Lake access point at the Visitor Center
as a base. Too many cars make it to the main gate and then sit there and argue or discuss a turnaround

with rangers there. We see it constantly at Beaver Meadows entry and at the entry to the Bear Lake area.

We appreciate the monitor at the entry of the Bear Lake Parking lot and the turnround there helps the
parking lot creep and hope situation, but if the Bear Lake Parking Lot is full sign were more accurate, this
would help even more. Sometimes that sign is correct and sometimes it is not. People end up taking a
chance there really is space, which there often is, and it creates more congestion when there is not.

As the parks have a tradition of special accomodations for seniors, it would be nice to see some
compensation for them in the timed entry process.

Comments:

I appreciate the work that has gone into investigating the alternative entry options. We have a lot of
experience dealing with the entry lines at RMNP and we believe that using any of the alternatives without
better management of entry lines will do little to decrease the negative experience visitors have trying to
enter the park or the environmental impact of idling cars. There will still be thousands of cars entering
the park each day.

The former express pass lane could be used for all park passholders and manned by a monitor of some
kind. This would eliminate the long waits behind first time visitors who need information and have
questions that stall the line or who pay for entry at the gate. We've seen rangers on foot looking for those
with a pass and timed entry but it is spotty - and if a line were dedicated to that it would move tons of cars
quickly.

Monitors could travel the entry lines and make sure that those in them have look the entry signs along the
route - you could even have a hut like the one at the entry of Bear Lake access point at the Visitor Center
as a base. Too many cars make it to the main gate and then sit there and argue or discuss a turnaround

with rangers there. We see it constantly at Beaver Meadows entry and at the entry to the Bear Lake area.

We appreciate the monitor at the entry of the Bear Lake Parking lot and the turnround there helps the
parking lot creep and hope situation, but if the Bear Lake Parking Lot is full sign were more accurate, this
would help even more. Sometimes that sign is correct and sometimes it is not. People end up taking a
chance there really is space, which there often is, and it creates more congestion when there is not.

As the parks have a tradition of special accomodations for seniors, it would be nice to see some
compensation for them in the timed entry process.

Correspondence ID: 111
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

#1 - yes, your analysis has insufficient focus on flexibility and ease of access for elderly and handicapped
individuals. Trying to “schedule” a time for these persons is difficult at best. Many persons of this type
are only looking for a chance to drive through the park.
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Correspondence ID: 112
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:
I don't have any feedback on the accuracy or adequacy of the environmental analysis.

I found it difficult to find the information discussing the alternatives on the website. I clicked on several
links until I FINALLY found it. Ifit hadn't been for an article in the Denver paper which summarized the
alternatives, I'm not sure I would have known how to find it. Once I found it, it was laid out in an
understandable way. Just tough to get there to begin with.

Comments:

Alternative A returns us to the free-for-all days, and I would hate to see that. Just because it worked many
years ago doesn't mean it works today. Please don't be swayed by those complainers who are unwilling to
plan ahead to get a reservation.

We have had a lot of success with Alternative B (the current plan), and I think we've been able to get a
pass for any time we have wanted it. We plan ahead, get online when passes become available, and turn
in excess passes when applicable.

However, I really like the Alternative C proposal, where it gives us more flexibility to go into the park
anytime during the day. Often times, we just want to go in for a beautiful drive up Trail Ridge, or go
picnic at Endovalley, and having a day pass (versus a specific timed entry pass) gives us that flexibility
while still managing the number of cars in the park at a given time. I really like this approach!

Not a huge fan of Alternative D, just because of the unknown nature of whether we can get in or not. But
if that's what you choose, we will make it work! I just anticipate this option being a far bigger
implementation headache. At least under Alternative B or C, you know ahead of time that you can in the
park with your pass; with Alternative D, you don't know that.

If you proceed with Alternative C, you will likely move the traffic “bottleneck” from the entrance stations
to the beginning of Bear Lake Road ... you may need to move the ranger checkpoint in a little further?
Some logistics just need to be thought through to avoid traffic getting backed up on Hwy 36.

Finally, and we are BEGGING that this be addressed ... PLEASE find a way to return to using the
automated gates! That would help reduce the bottleneck at the staffed entry stations, keep traffic from
backing up quite as much, and make those of us who have annual/lifetime passes able to get through the
entry more quickly. Our timed entry passes already have a scannable code on them - please add the
functionality to scan those codes, and let us return to using those automated gates!

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
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Correspondence ID: 113
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) I find it odd that there is discussion of degradation of roadside soil vegetation when visitors park
roadside. The park system built a 20+ foot wide road by the altering of those exact soils and vegetation,
etc. A few feet either side is not material to the maintenance of natural vegetation and eco-systems in the
park as a whole. If this statement in the NPS 2006 plan is true "National Park Service aspires to achieve
and maintain over time, and the conditions necessary for visitors to understand, enjoy, and appreciate
those resources", then roadside soil and plant impacts should be expected and an easement on either side
of a road should be considered part of the road and exempt from soil and vegetation management efforts.
If this is not true, then the Park's budget should include building roadside parking deterrents to protect the
soils and vegetation.

I say this being conscious that this statement may rub some the wrong direction.

A contextual story: I worked in the environmental restoration business for many years. I liken it to when
we did tank-yanks (leaking underground petroleum storage tank removals), excavated the impacted soils,
remediated the soils through incineration, replaced the soils, compacted the surface and paved it over with
(you guessed it) blacktop, a petroleum-laden material that re-leaches back into the remediated soil! Of
course, it's all EPA-approved.

2) See commentary below.

Comments:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input and comments to the “Rocky Mountain NP Day Use
Visitor Access Plan and Environmental Assessment”. And thank-you for the considerable work put
towards the ROMO management plan thus far.

My comments are provided knowing there has been considerable thought, research and input thus far,
much of which I am not aware of. So, if the topics discussed below have been addressed, I can not find
the discussion found in publicly made documents thus far.

ISSUE: With TEPS, the lines to get into the Park are very long and time-consuming to get into the park
during peak season.

HYPOTHESIS: Selling parks passes at entrance kiosks is one of the most time-consuming tasks; taking
an effort to reduce the number of passes sold at the entrance kiosks would help speed park entrance.

HYPOTHESIS PROVE-OUT: Has the time impact of selling national park passes at the entrance kiosks
been studied in relation to the potential additional time it takes to transact a park pass sale and the
potential impact of slowing down entrance lines?

ADDITONAL COMMENTARY

1 — I am not convinced it is the core competency of a park entrance kiosk worker to transact annual and
day passes. This could better be handled by outside vendor in advances, allowing entrance kiosk workers
to focus on other tasks to move vehicle through more expediently.
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2 — Has it been considered to open up sales of RMNP passes, Annual NP Passes, Senior NP Annual
Passes, etc to select local outdoor retailers and the park visitor centers in an effort to reduce the
commensurate number of transactions at the kiosk day-of-entry?

3 —another option to consider: if a visitor needs to purchase a day or annual pass, can one or two lanes be
dedicated to parks pass purchases with clearly placed placards and signage indicating which lane(s) are
for those who already have a TEP and a day/annual parks pass, and which lane(s) are for those who have
a TEPS but need to purchase a day/annual pass? This of course, could impact traffic flows and time-to-
wait as well. Much to be considered here...

4 — I am sure there are other time-consuming tasks that an entrance kiosk worker performs. Have there
been time studies conducted to understand where time is being spent and tasks can potentially made more
efficient in order to speed entrance traffic lines?

GENERAL QUESTION:

What key learnings from other national parks that have piloted the TEPS are shared and considered in
ROMO future planning? Should this be a section in the management plan?

THOUGHTS ON LOCAL RESIDENT TEP EXEMPTION

This topic is of course personal somewhat self-interested of me to discuss. I bought a residence in Estes
to have access to a national park I love to visit frequently. Now, my access to the Park has been reduced
to being nothing more than a general visitor without regard that I am a local real estate tax payer. I realize
it is hard to draw the line as to resident determination and who should be granted TEPS exemption,
however I do think this topic needs to be explored further. In short and to be frank, as a senior-aged
resident living 2 miles from the Fall River Road entrance, I would expect to enter the Park at any time
without restriction.

THOUGHTS ON COMMUNITY OUTREACH AND MESSAGING (A Communications Plan)

I frequently ask this question of kiosk workers when traffic is light and time permits: “In your estimate,
what percentage of visitors do you have to turn away because they do not have a timed-entry permit?”. In
years 1 and 2, the answer was consistently 50% or even higher in some cases, which was to be expected.
This past year, the observational estimate has been reduced to anywhere from 25% to 50%. While this is
subjective and anecdotal data, I believe it does point to a deficiency in having a wide-reaching public
communications plan including TEPS awareness and education for potential visitors.

For example, nowhere on the primary fee FAQ page for ROMO entrance fees does it state a TEP is
required. This is a significant “opportunity” miss in my opinion.
(https://www.nps.gov/romo/planyourvisit/fees.htm).

This is also true on the NPS app for ROMO. No TEPS information is clearly provided on the Park Fees
and Passes section of the app. TEPS information is only found by typing in “timed” in the search bar. 1
cannot easily find any links to this information otherwise. This is an obvious opportunity to provide
better communications to potential visitors about the TEPS.
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In the “Day Use Visitor Access Plan and Environmental Assessment” document, I do not see mention of a
“TEPS communications plan” which may contain public awareness and education, outside of the Park
and its' employees I am referring to freely available community outreach via Estes and Grand Lake
public resources, use of social media and Park website properties, NPS apps, etc., to clearly educate and
inform potential visitors of the TEPS process, cost and enforcement windows.

I do see mention of “educational materials” and “signage” managed by park staff in the section entitled
“Chapter 2 - Visitor Information, Orientation, and Enforcement™. While this is helpful, it is too late for a
visitor to obtain this information when in line without a proper TEPS pass.

I encourage the creation of a thorough and comprehensive communication plan containing elements that
reach much farther out than the proximity of the Park boundaries. This would help educate trip planners
about the TEPS and reduce the number of visitors that are turned away at kiosks. Updating this page with
directly accessed TEPS information (https://www.nps.gov/romo/planyourvisit/fees.htm) and the
commensurate section on the NPS app is a great starting point, in my opinion.

Again, thank-you for the opportunity to provide input.

Correspondence ID: 114
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Sitting in line for over 1 1/2 hours, smelling all the exhaust cannot even begin to solve any environmental
issues while driving through the National park. More certainly it only does more damage. (Problem
created by timed entry) I live close to the Park and therefore only want to cross the divide like many
others. I have also seen many turned away after they finally reached the gate. I am guessing that most
were American citizens, turned away from what should have been a freedom, not just a way for the
government to collect more funding and create a injustice for all. Always under the guise of
environmental studies and change. I am 77 years old and have a lifetime pass, also a Vietnam veteran. I
have lived in this area for 70 of those years, and now have very little chance of ever getting the entrance
pass on a day I would prefer. More often than not, cannot get a pass at all. With all your meetings your
prejudice overrides any concerns for the people who only want to be able to enter the area. My small
grain of salt vote is to open the park without the entree fee and no timed entrance. Traffic will move and
nature will always determine the end results. Spend some money attending to all the dead trees or stand
down when it burns, because that is really what is next and nature and existing climate changes will solve
the issue without any of man kinds help.
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Correspondence ID: 115
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:
Alternative A is best, and I have been a park visitor for over 50 years.

But you should also consider:

1. Having “drive-thru” pass given anytime to visitors who just want to drive from the west end to the east
end, or vice versa. Even on the busiest days, Trail Ridge can handle more traffic and this would allow
more folks to at least drive over to Grand Lake for a day visit.

2. Develop Upper Beaver Meadows road. Currently it is a disgrace, but if developed with better pavement
more visitors could go out there and thus increase park capacity. Right now few risk their shock
absorbers.

Correspondence ID: 116
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

Rocky Mountain NP Day Use Visitor Access is a necessity for parks these days but when we get a pass it
needs to be for the whole day not just for a few hours to enter because people are driving & can't always
calculate arrival times due to traffic flow, etc. etc.

Comments:

Rocky Mountain NP Day Use Visitor Access is a necessity for parks these days but when we get a pass it
needs to be for the whole day not just for a few hours to enter because people are driving & can't always
calculate arrival times due to traffic flow, etc. etc.

Correspondence ID: 117
Date Received: 11/09/2023

I am an 88 year old Colorado native, who now lives in Maryland but has spent part of every summer in
Estes Park for the past 35 years. Rocky Mountain National Park is one of my favorite places in the world.
I am also a strong supporter of environmental controls, e.g., carbon pricing. However, as currently
implemented by the Park Service, controls have managed to essentially destroy my use of the park while
making very little apparent improvement to the environment. The means of making access reservations is
extremely complex for someone my age. The consequence of this is that during last year's summer season
I only was able to access the park twice. I hope the Park Service can find a better way to protect the
environment than by simply keeping people out of the park, particularly the elderly. Thank you for
considering these comments.

Correspondence ID: 118
Date Received: 11/09/2023

First of all,thousands of cars are stuck in a long line with the motors running you are creating more carbon
emmissions !
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Secondly, I have been a lifetime member for many years and a senior. Why would I have to limit my
access by hoping there are slots available for timed entry ? It is nonsense and a huge waste of time and
money. That brings up another issue that you are collecting more fees and limiting us and our guests
opportunity to visit OUR Park ! We pay federal taxes for your ability to maintain the park.

Just manage to limit the smaller areas like Bear Lake but let folks drive across Trail Ridge.

Sorry but the timed entry is a total failure !

Correspondence ID: 119
Date Received: 11/09/2023

We have been coming to Rocky since 1973. We always come for at least 2 weeks. We usually stay at
. We drive into the Park daily, often twice a day. We have never experience
problems with access or parking at trail heads since we know when to come for our hikes.

We have often found ourselves helping other visitors following the rules. We love the Park and do
everything we can to protect it from people's indifference to wildlife and plant life, especially the tundra.
We would like to see a plan that would allow visitors like us access at all times during our stay.

Correspondence ID: 120
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

The mitigation processes put in place at RMNP, and increasingly at other national and state parks across
the country, are ineffective and serve little purpose other than to decrease the available outdoor recreation
to the public. Daily reservations will not reduce the environmental impact of most-traveled areas in a
significant enough way to warrant the obtrusive and annoying processes put in place. Frankly, they seem
to be yet more red tape in front of citizens looking to recreate in the outdoors and enjoy our nations
undeniable natural beauty. The powers that be would love for us all to stick in our beehive cities
generating revenue for endless programs, as more outdoor space is closed and restricted with these
arbitrary barriers we will all move further away from the true glory of God's creation. Even the
opportunity we are given to chime in is prefaced by a feeling of, "we've decided what's best, you may
give input on how we can phrase it." Shameful.

Correspondence ID: 121
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:

I'm troubled by the presentation of the NPS' environmental analysis: it's very difficult to read,
understand, and evaluate -- and lacks clarity and focus. Considering the excellent academic credentials of
so many of the NPS leadership, it's hard to understand why the written assessment is presented in such an
opaque and unhelpful manner. Obfuscation of the message, for sure.
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Comments:

Without exaggeration, I have been visiting RMNP for more than eighty years. Was actually a young
friend of Fred Bowen. And actually occasionally use abandoned trails unknown to or forgotten by the
current rangers. While I'm also troubled by pressures imposed by so many visitors, I'm particularly
disappointed by the confusing and onerous remedies being imposed by the NPS. Of course, a set of
bewildering processes that seek to control access to RMNP and further regulate access Bear Lake Road
are going to reduce traffic.

Last year, after a couple of tries, I was actually able to navigate the system and try it out: and, yes, the
crowds and the traffic appeared to be under better control. And I was able to drive thru the park. But I'm
convinced the remedy chosen is being implemented in way that regulates by complexity and burdensome
process. In other words, I don't think I have the time, stamina, and acuity of thought to run the gantlet
necessary to visit RMNP again. The remedy seems more difficult than I can deal with anymore:
inappropriate for some of us seniors. So while it works for the NPS, loyal old citizens like me are being
punished and pushed out. I had hoped for something better. I propose (1) longer windows of process
opportunity and (2) some sort of accommodation for seniors who may have limited resources, stamina,
and acuity.

Correspondence ID: 122
Date Received: 11/09/2023

I am commenting on the use of timed entry into RMNP. I love it, it makes it much easier to get in and find
parking in the park. The wait at the gate is less, and almost enjoyable. A little planning goes a long way.
Thank you for this system

Correspondence ID: 123
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Our recent visits to RMNP seem just as crowded as before the timed entry system. We have been visiting
since 1972. The timed entry has killed the joy and spontaneity of enjoying the trails in the park. We're
seriously considering never coming again even though I need a My mountain fix every year. It helps
restore my soul.

Correspondence ID: 124
Date Received: 11/09/2023

Topic Question 1:
No

Comments:

It's incredibly frustrating, and disheartening, that after purchasing an annual pass every year that we also
have to purchase and reserve an entry reservation. I would rather pay a bit more for my annual pass to
never need a reservation, than be punished as a pass holding Colorado resident by the influx of seasonal
tourists.
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Correspondence ID: 125
Date Received: 11/09/2023

I think that the timed entry system that has been implemented is a very effective method to allow public
access in a controlled manner and minimizes the impact on the environment. My only concern is for
elderly people that don't have computer access to the online registration system. I have utilized the timed
entry process ever since it was implemented on almost a daily basis. I have nothing but positive
comments! The only suggestion I would offer is to utilize the fast pass lane for folks with day pass and
park pass credentials. I also appreciated the rangers walking through heavy traffic periods and issuing
passes to help ease the bottle necks.

Correspondence ID: 126
Date Received: 11/09/2023

I voted for prependemic way. No reservations required

Correspondence ID: 127
Date Received: 11/10/2023

Topic Question 1:
I don't have any feedback of the environmental impact. You are the experts of the day to day changes.

Comments:

My personal greatest concern has to do with our area's personal access to the front range and an aging
mother. We use Trail Ridge Road as a secondary access when 170 is a mess. Now they have begun the
major [70 construction. Since most construction happens between May to October, we will be accessing
Trail Ridge Road more often. I have seen your pass for us locals at $80 dollars for two years. That is a bit
onerous in this economy. Have you ever counted how many of us just drive over and never make impact

Correspondence ID: 128
Date Received: 11/10/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. Yes

2. I have included some concerns and suggestions. Thank you for considering them.

Comments:

We have been participating in the timed entry system for the past few years, since it started. On one hand,
I commend the effort to keep the animals and wildlife safe and intact and improve everyone's experience
by limiting crowds. On the other hand, there are a few things that could be done to help equitably for all
involved: We chose to have a residence in the Grand Lake area due to the accessibility of the Park. Sadly,
some of this accessibility has been diminished.

Just as Bear Lake Road is different than the rest of the Park, so is the east side versus the west side of the
Park. The Estes Park/east side receives far more traffic than the Grand Lake/west side. As it is seemingly
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based on available parking spots, the west side (the side I access with regularity) seldom has any
problems with parking in any of the areas. The Visitor Center at the top certainly does. However, the
lower sight-seeing pullouts are often empty.

Regarding the options in the plan:

1. On the west side of the Park, utilize option C where the reservations open daily other than for Bear
Lake (and possibly Estes Park on the east side). This would allow for greater spontaneity for people
dancing around weather to help them decide what they want to do each day while in the area. Now, many
spontaneous visitors are simply out of luck. Sometimes I found myself reserving several days, or weeks
ahead of time because I could not predict when the weather or other conditions would be favorable for the
activity I wanted to participate in. This meant many days I did not use my reservation. A waste for those
who otherwise wanted to get in.

2. The idea of option B to simply have the whole day open and not have log jams at the entry stations at
the different opening times is a good second choice, especially if Option C is not feasible for some reason
on the west side. The log jams affect not only the cars that want to get in, but bicyclists that want to also
enter. This brings up the next issue:

3. On the west side, generally there has been only one entry station open. So, the waiting in the log-jam is
exceptionally long and cumbersome. Sometimes another Park employee will come and help for a brief
time, but it is exceedingly clear the entry station is understaffed and unable to manage the busier times.
Yes, the fire certainly makes employee housing difficult and likely makes people be less attracted to work
on the west side. This is unfortunate. Perhaps hiring non-government employees for working the entry
stations would be an option?

4. The time to sign up for the next day's entry has been at Spm. I happen to be an outdoor enthusiast, so 5
pm may be in the middle of my being outdoors, away from any internet connection. Or, for others
working, it is a common time to be leaving a workplace, not remaining on the computer. Having
something after supper time when people are back from their day, say, 7pm would be a lot more
convenient.

5. The Web site system itself is difficult to navigate: tickets, passes, timed entry, may sound alike to those
who are not familiar with the computerized system. Clarity would be very helpful, as would a simpler
way of navigating the website. Even using it many, many times over this past summer, I still had
difficulty being certain I was in the right place to make my reservation. Bookmarking the spot on my
computer was the easiest way to get to where I wanted.

6. And finally, not everyone has access to fast internet. Perhaps it is the website, but frequently it states
"we are working on getting your reservation." We do not have fast internet. We feel we have missed out
on some visits simply because of this.

Thank you for your attention.
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Correspondence ID: 129
Date Received: 11/10/2023

Hello!

My husband are passionate about the preservation of Rocky Mountain National Park. I 1l make this
brief!!! Prior to the timed entry program RMNP was a madhouse!!!! We are very much in favor of the
continuation permanently of the timed entry program. It is obviously much more respectful to the

problems....and we do not even care. It is better for everyone.....and if it s my turn to wait...I will be
happy to visit another day. We have home in Grand Lake...and am proud to sit in line and quietly
enter.the magnificence of RMNP!!!!!!! Thank you again. Thank iou for coming up.with a fair system to

Correspondence ID: 130
Date Received: 11/10/2023

I would like some “no reservation” access for a last minute park main road drive through, on weekday
mornings, using the west entry gate.

Correspondence ID: 131
Date Received: 11/10/2023

Topic Question 1:

We have found the reservation system at RMNP easy to use. We appreciative the fact that the visitors are
spread out a bit so that the wait lines to go through the kiosk's is manageable. The passes make it easier to
park in the parking areas as they are not all full. We have had frequent out of state guests and as I said
have never experienced a time when we weren't able to get a reservation that worked for us.Please
continue the reservation system.

Correspondence ID: 132
Date Received: 11/10/2023

Please keep the 5 p.m. deadline for timed entry permits the day before entry. Changing it to 7 p.m. creates
undue hardship for local residents who would line to enjoy the park! The later deadline is especially hard
in senior citizens. I grew up in Boulder in the 50s and 60s. It breaks my heart to not be ablevto access the
Park in my own back yard!!

Correspondence ID: 133
Date Received: 11/11/2023

Displeased to see timed entry survived again. As a park regular - local, I would recommend raising the
annual pass fee's enough to capture the extra funds you need to complete the following capital
improvements to increase efficiency of your operations.
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Add 3 automated toll booth gates at each entrance for annual pass holders (this will save overhead on
rangers, and make traffic flow better at entries, by having 3 this will also allow for 1 to be down for
servicing /repair if needed.

Remove timed entry requirement and staff off of historical data/weather forecasts accordingly.

Have maps available but create QR code to go to a downloadable map with interactive hiking data and a
emergency button to signal for help this would enhance safety of visitors and save print costs on hard
cOpy maps.

Add numerous signs with QR code prior to each entrance.
Add device charging stations to facilities
Sell battery backups, ponchos, and headlamps at major trailheads via vending machines

Sincerely concerned citizen

Correspondence ID: 134
Date Received: 11/11/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes i have read the plan and personally experienced the current pilot for the last several years

Comments:

I support the ongoing reservation system into the future. I have two suggestions. Continue to provide a
ranger farther up the road to direct vehicles into specific lanes for those that have a park pass vs those that
do not. This would save time for those of us who purchase an annual pass and also have our reservation
already and know the "system."

Second, place large boulders all along the roads where there are not designated pull offs. This would
prevent people from driving on the vegitation, stopping partially in the road and off the road resulting in
backups and also protect the animals more from vehicles being so close together that they cannot
"squeeze" through spaces.

Correspondence ID: 135
Date Received: 11/11/2023

Topic Question 1:
See below

Comments:
Your map diagram is not 508 compliant.

I visit RMNP thr main things I do is

On day 2 I'll drive around the park road going up trail ridge to the visitor center and come down. Some
visits I'll drive thru going from grand lake to Estes park. During this I will look at the moraine valley
area.ill explore around the valleys
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On day 2 I'd do things in bear lake area where I would go to the lot then use shuttle bus and do a hike.
Having 2 different passes will cause confusion in do I need a gate pass before I have brar lake access.
Do I need the pass if I was going to use a shuttle bus from the visitor center to bear lake lot?

Would you need to reserve bus tickets?

Will estes park adopt a bus system like springdale has with zion where you take buses to visitor center
then enter as a pedestrian?

The risds are limited inside the park. Hoe frequent will buses run around the park if you find something
similar to zion?

The issue in estes park is parking areas. Would you set up a large parking garage structure just outside
estes park core where folks get in from boulder where you take buses just from there into the park to
eliminate traffic?

I was in rocky mountain many times and I've gone to yosemite many times, including bring in the valley
over Father's Day weekend and seeing the madhouse that would swarm RMNP if something is not done.

As a side note-- [ went directly to your planning portal and couldnt get to this page under comment but
had to use a link in a published article.

The web site is poorly designed for navigation.

Correspondence ID: 136
Date Received: 11/11/2023

Topic Question 1:

Please return to the pre-2020 management method, with no timed reservations. Timed reservations
provide the worst experience all around. Timed reservations are unfair to Colorado residents, who don't
plan months or even weeks in advance to try and visit the park (and would like to sometimes be able to
just drive up that day). The timed reservation system provides the worst possible experience in the
national park. The lines are longest at the time the reservation slot opens, and then you are stuck with all
those people who all arrive at the park and popular trails at the exact same time. Instead of allowing
people to trickle around naturally throughout the day, the timed reservation system forces people all into
the same area (e.g. Bear Lake Road) at the same time. Reservations are enforced so militantly that the
lines to drive into the park are longest at those times. Additionally, reservations are not an effective way
of managing the flow of people into the park or ensuring equitable access. People do not always cancel
their timed reservations, even if they decide not to use them. That deprives other people of access to the
park even when there is capacity. For example, because reservations are so hard to get on holiday
weekends, | know of families who had multiple members of the family try to get reservations. All were
successful, but no one canceled the time slots they did not need/use since they only needed one
reservation for one car.

Another alternative to the pre-2020 management system would be to reserve a certain percentage of either
total capacity or reservations for Colorado residents. It is not fair that locals are unable to access the park
because the timed reservation system makes accessing the park so difficult.
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I understand that we need to preserve our parks. However, I don't think timed reservations are the answer.
Good stewardship can still be implemented with total capacity limits.

Correspondence ID: 137
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
no

Comments:
Suggestions:

US resident only days twice a month.

No music on hiking trails

Correspondence ID: 138
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

I would like to suggest additional restrictions based on the proposed analysis: " Highly concentrated
visitor use in key destinations leads to the development of visitor-created trails, widening of existing
trails, and impacts on soil, vegetation, and water quality. These impacts lead to natural and cultural
resource damage such as impacts on sensitive environments (e.g., alpine tundra), soil compaction, and
erosion."

Comments:

I have been visiting RMNP since 1979, therefore, I feel somewhat qualified to comment on environmental
impacts over the last 40+ years. I applaud the NPS and the RMNP management team for their proactive
proposals to help optimize the Park experience. I believe they have made a positive impact over the last
several seasons and I support them all.

One area that I feel needs immediate attention is unrestricted access to the two main rock climbing areas:
the area at the base of the East Face of Longs Peak and the plateau above Black Lake, specifically near
the base of the Spearhead. Admittedly, these areas may be outside the focus of the general access plan, but
they need attention. Even 40 years ago, neither of these areas were 'pristine', but they are now both
severely degraded. Please consider the excerpt from the proposed RMNP access plan. Social trails and
bivy sites have highly eroded sensitive alpine tundra and wetlands in both areas.

I have been a rock climber all my adult life and truly value the experience of these incredibly special
areas. However, their degradation is quickly approaching a tipping point. Climate change will exacerbate
any short term tundra recovery. I therefore propose some type of lottery or otherwise limited access. This
will admittedly be highly controversial, but it is necessary.

Thank you for your time and attention and once again, many thanks for the proactive approach to the
preservation of a meaningful visitor experience in RMNP.

n
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Correspondence ID: 139
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes

Comments:
Timed entry was a stupid idea when it was first implemented during Covid. The only place people could
g0, other than sit in their house, was to go outside.

RMNP is the epitome of going outside. Visitors could easily keep a 6 foot distance from each other with
the vast area of our park. Timed entry was obviously dreamt up by Darla Sidles, the lazy RMNP
superintendent.

Extending timed entry past Covid shouts to taxpayers that RMNP wants to continue to reduce the amount
of work that goes into managing the park. Darla Sidles seems to have found a trick that makes her job
easier, while telling the public that timed entry keeps the park healthier by keeping people out of the park.

Taxpayers see through this deception!

Rocky Mountain National Park is public land, paid for by taxpayers. Stop blocking access to OUR park!

Correspondence ID: 140
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

The environmental analysis reflects my experience as a RMNP user over the past 35 years. [ am in favor
if the timed entry strategy to manage the pressures on the park. The 9am-2pm reservation requirement
works well.

We appreciate your thoughtful strategies to protect the park under such high visitation.

Correspondence ID: 141
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

It is unclear if the evironmental analysis fully addresses the impacts of the high visitor capacity limits that
are now in use. If visitation capacity limits were decreased by 10% or more from the current limits, what
would be the impact? Could the enviroment recover or it is not possible. Which is more important the
health of the park or visitation? If the enviroment issues stated are destructive to the park would not a
tighter restriction of visitors be warranted. The alternatives were well explained.

Comments:

Because of the high capacity limits, the quality of the visitor experience in the park is degraded. Also,
vistors today seem to not regard national parks with the respect they once did, hence the increased trash,
social trails, noise pollution, etc. High limits also cause staff to be gatekeepers and people managers
instead of educators and stewards of the this beautiful place.
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Alternative B should be continued. However, too many slots are made available. This is the real
problem! Also, when shuttles bring additional people to a sight in mass it degrades the experience for
everyone.

Correspondence ID: 142
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
I believe both the adequacy and the accuracy of the environment analysis is sufficient

I would like to read a more in depth plan of trail head education (Longs Peak in particular)

Comments:

I believe Alternative C is the best plan for the resource and the public; the addition of rangers and/or
volunteers at popular trail heads and high risk routes will reduce the number of rescues and offer practical
and onsite educational outdoor skills for the public

Correspondence ID: 143
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

Hello, this is my comment about the reservation system. I think you should pretty well keep what you've
been doing during the pilot. I would like to see you all police large groups that descend on the park,
particularly on Wild Basin. They should have to reserve just like the rest of us. I would also like to see a
requirement for all overnight wilderness campers park in the parking structure in downtown Estes and not
take up parking spaces that would be otherwise used by day visitors. I would also like to see more parking
available at McGregor Ranch/Cow Creek trailhead. It is a rather underused trail that could handle more
visitors if there were some more parking. Too often, it fills up, even before 9AM.

AND PLEASE NO BICYCLES ON RMNP TRAILS!
Thanks!

Comments:

Hello, this is my comment about the reservation system. I think you should pretty well keep what you've
been doing during the pilot. I would like to see you all police large groups that descend on the park,
particularly on Wild Basin. They should have to reserve just like the rest of us. I would also like to see a
requirement for all overnight wilderness campers park in the parking structure in downtown Estes and not
take up parking spaces that would be otherwise used by day visitors. I would also like to see more parking
available at McGregor Ranch/Cow Creek trailhead. It is a rather underused trail that could handle more
visitors if there were some more parking. Too often, it fills up, even before 9AM.

AND PLEASE NO BICYCLES ON RMNP TRAILS!
Thanks!
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Correspondence ID: 144
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Saw this in a news paper article: “Modifications being made for 2024 include making reservations
available at 7 p.m. MT the night before, rather than 5 p.m.” I don't understand the point of moving the
reservation times for only two hours, as it only adds more confusion for some in an already confusing
reservation system. Leave the timed entry reservation times alone, please.

Also: “The environmental assessment offers alternatives for action, one of them being a return to pre-
2020 management strategies that included allowing visitors in on a first-come, first-served basis”. I don't
understand why management would go backward to the time where hours long waits means cars are
sitting there idling, waiting to enter the Park. I think continuing to use the current model of 'timed entry'
works well and should stay the same moving forward.

Correspondence ID: 145
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

We have been coming to RMNP since the early 1970's. Much improvement has been done to facilities and
trails. We came mainly for the hiking and camping. We now reside in the town of Estes Park. The trails
we hike on are mainly in the Bear Lake road corridor. We see little deterioration in the trails in spite of
constant yearly summer use. Millions of people use the trails annually. To argue that overuse of them by
people is basically incorrect. The Park does an excellent job of trail and use maintenance. They are able to
provide updates and service to the trail system every year. Limiting the number of people accessing the
park and requiring daily passes to use the trail system along the Bear Lake corridor is not necessary.
Current parking levels and the bus system limit the use of this area and is quite sufficient in maintaining
and limiting people's access. The ticket system is not required to limit access.

Comments:

We moved to Estes Park in 2015 and were able to enjoy it basically whenever visitor levels allowed. To us
it is a self-limiting environment without any ticket system needed. Requiring 'locals' to get tickets is not
necessary. If the ticket system remains, there needs to be a way for the local Estes Park residents to access
the park. Perhaps a 'locals pass' needs to be available. The Bear Lake corridor needs to be included as
75% of the trails that are used are in that area. The reason we live here and support our area year-round is
the Park!!!

The Lily Lake area is 'self limiting' due to parking lot sizes. If 'no parking' signs are used on highway 7,
that would restrict the area and it would be 'self policing' due to size constraints. No tickets are necessary
in that area. To a great extent the Wild Basin area is the same. Parking lots exist, fill up, and people move
on to a different area if full. No tickets are necessary.

Correspondence ID: 146
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
I like the plan you have put in place. However, even with all that you've done it can't stop the hordes of
tourists from going off trail because of the lack of more Rangers or volunteers along many of the most
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used hiking trails. My husband and I have seen many who wander off the trails in the summer
(unfortunately, we have stopped going from May to October because of the crowds) and even take chairs
down in the meadows to watch the elk rut. At least 25% of the population are stupid...there's no other
way of putting it. Something has to be done to stop the destruction of precious vegetation they are killing.
I realize congress (also stupid) continually cuts your budget. Do you need more volunteers to help with
these problems?

One more thing I haven't seen addressed. For many of us who live near the park (within 20-25 miles)
there is a feeling we have been cut off from a vital area we love; at least, from May through most of
October. Have you considered limiting the number of out of state tourists and reserving more for in state
residents? Thank you for your time and thank you for the foresight in developing a plan for our beautiful
national park!

Comments:
Sorry, my comment should have gone in this box.

Correspondence ID: 147
Date Received: 11/12/2023

I have been a resident of Grand County for over 50 years and have spent many blue sky days in the Park
to photograph the many animals. Since you have implemented the reservation system, I have not been
once during the daytime because your reservations are always full when suddenly I have the time to run
over to the Park from Winter Park.

I would like to see some consideration for Grand County residents to allow them to visit on short notice.
The Grand Lake side of the Park does not become as congested as the Estes Park side does and therefore,
I think my request should be granted.

Thank you,

Correspondence ID: 148
Date Received: 11/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
I support the analysis.

Comments:

The timed entry system should have a longer window for cyclists who may not be able to predict their
arrival time to within one hour due to fatigue, weather, or mechanical issues. I suggesta 3 or 4 hour
window would be more appropriate.
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Correspondence ID: 149
Date Received: 11/12/2023

We recently spent a fair amount of money to redirect the road to lesson impact on water resources caused
by car traffic. We do not need more automobiles in the park. For far less money than we spent to redirect
a section of road we could establish a large parking lot near the entrance center. Except for those going
over to Grand Lake, no one needs to drive int the park. There is plenty of land near the entrance center.
Pave It! I would be happy to park near the entrance and take, pay for, whatever, a bus pass taking me to
Moraine Park, Sprague Lake, Bear Lake trailhead, etc. Ilive here. Last year I was in the Park many
fewer times than normal. This year almost never. I miss my park! I own a large tract of land adjacent to
the park. It has always been my plan, to donate a section of my acreage that adjoins the park to RNMP

Correspondence ID: 150
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Hello.

I would like the park to go back to the first come first served. as it was before the pandemic. As the timed
entry does not allow for spontaneous use for locals.

When the parking is full, close the area as it was done in the past.

The next option could be to use the timed entry solution and limit the Bear Lake area only, leaving the
rest of the park as first come first served.

Thank you for asking.

Correspondence ID: 151
Date Received: 11/13/2023

We are well aware of the overcrowding and its impacts on the environment of RMNP. We support and
make every effort to comply with the rules and regulations. However, last summer recreation.gov
booking site literally said there was a 7-day annual limit for each campground and made no mention of
the 7-day parkwide limit which could only be found on the nps site. Also recreation.gov allowed
bookings in excess of the parkwide limit. For us, that meant we got a call from park.law enforcement and
had to cancel for a fee our sites in October---although we complied with what was literally stated on the
booking site. When we called recreation.gov to ask about it, the representative had to research the
question and eventually stated they did not know about any parkwide limit. They referred us to a park
phone number that required a pin number to connect. Just saying, we love the park and the rangers and
volunteers are the best. But we feel we were misled by recreation.gov.
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Correspondence ID: 152
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. No

2. No

Comments:
I would like to suggest ideas to decrease the wait in line at the entrance stations:

At the new Fall River upgrades to 3 stations for example, have the left lane for people with park passes
and timed entry permits so they don't have to wait in line behind people who need to pay; another lane for
people with timed entry for Bear Lake who need to purchase park passes, and the 3rd land for people with
timed entry for the rest of the park who need to purchase park passes. This would greatly spend up all
three lines, I think, reducing the frustration and wait time. Post signs as far back as there is space for three
lanes so people can get in the appropriate lane.

I think it would also be helpful to have signs before the Fall River visitor center stating--"turn here for
trail maps, ideas for wildlife viewing and types of trials and all other park visitation questions. Entrance
personnel cannot answer your questions as it slows the entrance queue.” (Many people don't notice the
visitor center or are intent on getting into the park, not realizing this is where they can get the initial
questions answered, hiking and wildlife viewing ideas, etc.)

I think it would also be helpful to have signs 100 and 300 feet (or wherever the queue usually starts)
before the entrance stations that tell people the costs for the various park pass options, and what they need
to have out before they reach the entrance station (timed entry permit, picture ID, park pass or payment
for park entrance fee). This gives them time to decide which entrance fee they want to choose and be
ready with payment, thus speeding up the line. I think these signs should also state “Entrance personnel
cannot answer general questions-go to a visitor center of park ranger at major trail heads for this
information.”

I would also like to suggest applying for a grant to purchase parking lot spaces full/available technology
for the Bear Lake and Wild Basin parking lots. Then the electronic sign could be located at the Bear Lake
corridor ranger stop. There people could be given a window sticker specific to one of these parking lots
that they desire and that has availability. If both are full they could then be given the general Bear Lake
road sticker that would allow them to go to one of the other trail head parking lots. This would greatly
reduce the frustration of people who want to hike from one of these two popular trailheads and drive the
extra 15 minutes there to then be turned away due to no space, and it would greatly cut down on park staff
who have to monitor these parking lots and turn people away. This technology could also be utilized
during the winter when the station isn't manned, letting hikers know if the lots are full or not.

I appreciate the opportunity for public comment and hope my thoughts contribute positively to the
dialogue and considerations for making my favorite national park the wonderful place it is far into the
future.
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Correspondence ID: 153
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:

The analysis continues to discuss the potential reduction of visitors into RMNP. Alternative B says there
will be an 8% reduction from the no alternative plan. Since the introduction of timed entry, reduction in
the number of people visiting the park has increased monthly during timed entries. In 2023 the difference
in timed entry from 2019 in July is now 32%. In 2021 the difference was 26%, and 2022 was 29%. Over
the summer from June through September the average decrease in visitation numbers from 2019 is 26%.
Are you estimating an additional 8% reduction in numbers in this time period? YTD through September,
2023 has a decrease of visitors of 17% compared to 2019. Not the 8% which you indicate in your
analysis.

Comments:

In your analysis you discuss the lakeshore and steam side vegetation and the affect of no alternative
versus the various timed entry alternatives. In one section you state since timed entry, there have been
other lakes and steam sides which were not effected by the large visitor numbers, which are now showing
signs of visitor impact, since these visitors are not able to go to the more popular destinations due to
timed entry restrictions. The argument for timed entry in this aspect seems to have had a negative impact
on the less traveled destinations, since people are not allowed in other areas which they had frequented
before.

Your analysis also discusses the long lines and emissions from idling vehicles. Long lines were not as
intense at entrance stations prior to the timed entry implementation. There were early afternoons when
lines would be extremely long, but now there are long lines to gain access to the park every two hours.
The lines have increased to the point of backing up even further than they did in 2019. Erosion, additional
trail making, etc., are definite ramifications to the deterioration of the park. Does the emissions and
pollution outweigh the erosion issues? This may be a question in the future. “Managing” the numbers
coming into the park, may cause more damage to the park than what we are currently experiencing.

The reservation system is far from ideal. People are allowed to make multiple reservations at one time for
different days, making 6 reservations or more for each month. For $2.00 a reservation, they are not
concerned if they do not come to the park that day. There are not more people allowed into the park that
day. These reservations go unused, when there are clearly people who would appreciate being able to
come into the park. This may be the only day they can come to the park for their once in a lifetime visit.

You discuss educating the visitors on numerous occasions, yet I don't see as many educational
opportunities with the reservation system as without. Your argument states rangers focus was geared more
toward crowd management and congestion, with ranger interaction and educational programs decreasing
prior to timed entry. With rangers having to be in the long entrance lines to ascertain if people can move
to the BLRC entrance station, or wait in the long lines, rangers are still focused on crowd management
and congestion. There seems to be a marked decrease in ranger led programs since the inception of timed
entry. How do you educate the visitors prior to their arrival to RMNP on timed entry? Listing this on the
website does not constitute educating, as many people are still coming to RMNP without being informed
on timed entry, being turned away from their national parks.

You also discuss the educational permit possibility to access Longs Peak in the timed entry alternatives. I
personally do not believe this would be a bad idea for anyone who wants to ascend Longs Peak. There
seems to be a lot of search and rescue operations on Longs Peak. There are many people who “think” they
want to climb to the top of Longs Peak who have no business being on that mountain. There would have
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to be a way for NPS to ascertain who is climbing Longs Peak, and those who are going to Chasm Lake, or
other areas, which do not require the technical knowledge of this climb. I believe the climb to Longs Peak
has been romanticized, but the harsh reality is it is not for the faint of heart.

I personally am not against the Alternative B timed entry. I believe the park needs to be monitored for the
number of people who are visiting our national parks, however, I do believe extending timed entry to
April and October, or even on weekends would be a disadvantage to the number of people who want to
come to RMNP. Make a decision and stay with it.

Correspondence ID: 154
Date Received: 11/13/2023

As frequent visitors to RMNP we are well aware of the overcrowding and environmental pressures on the
area. We would approve the solution of continuing the system used last summer---but simply approving
fewer permits. As you are surely aware, sometimes the lineup of cars waiting to enter at Beaver Meadows
extended a mile down to the visitor center! We also would approve a trail use permit system for the more
popular trails. Hiking up to Emerald Lake is more congested than the summit of Mt. Everest! Another
suggestion would be helicopter serviced pit toilets at popular trail junctions such as the junction with the
Lake Hiyaha trail just below Dream Lake where the nearby woods are badly contaminated by human
waste. The park rangers and volunteers are the best! But some hard and surely unpopular administrative
decisions must be made to save the park...

Correspondence ID: 155
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
I am fully satisfied with the accuracy and adequacy of the environmental analysis and support the
selection and implementation of Alternative B.

Comments:

Without visitor use management, the NPS cannot meet its purpose and mission for Rocky Mountain NP. I
appreciate the array of alternatives and listened to the online public meeting last week. It helped me
understand the differences between Action Alternatives B, C, and D. Thank you for presenting this
thorough planning process with public input. I very much appreciate the park and regional staff who are
putting their intelligence into this plan and also communicating it to us very well.

I enjoy seeing visitors appreciate the park. People need national parks now more than ever, but if we don't
manage visitation at Rocky Mountain NP, resources will be damaged and visitor experience itself will be
lessened. Thank you for allowing me to comment. Timed entry works well for me.

65



Correspondence ID: 156
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) I think the environmental analysis is impressive. Comprehensive with lots of relevant data. The
purpose and needs are clearly outlined and consistently used as measuring sticks against various ideas. It
is also clear that many points of view were sought and considered in preparing this analysis.

2) I don't have any suggestions as to how to do this better.

Comments:

I attended the remote information session last week. I was thoroughly impressed with the presentation. It
covered a lot of ground while being concise and clear. All speakers and supporting slides were effective.
The way questions were handled at the end was excellent. The technology worked. I then read the report,
which is also terrific.

Correspondence ID: 157
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
I answered this previously - its terrific - and now want to add a comment below that is on the substance of
the plan.

Comments:

I believe that it would create goodwill for residents local to the Park to create a way for easier access. |
have a home in Estes and am there part-time, 5-6 times/year for a week or two at a time. The primary
reason for building a home there is access to RMNP. After 30 years of summer vacations at the YMCA
where we spent much of the time hiking in the Park, we decided we would like to retire where it would be
in our “backyard”, readily accessible for spontaneous drives or hikes.

I believe that the time-entry permit system is effective. I think that the research supports Alternative B.
However, it is inconvenient for us and disappointing because it detracts from our reason for being there. 1
hear from others who are there more of the summer than I am that they often reserve spots over many
consecutive days for when friends or family are visiting, just to ensure flexibility, and often not using all
of their reservations. That probably contributes to the no-show numbers

Would it be possible to set up a way to get a resident pass? We'd have to show proof of residency and pay
a fee, say $50 or $100 for a season (or something that would ensure the Park doesn't lose the revenue). 1
think it would appeal to people for whom flexibility is highly valued. I suspect that on any given day,
these would be a very small percentage of overall entrants and so might be easily absorbed in the volume
targets.

I can see that it would create some administrative burden. That would be a trade-off. But I am certain
that it would be a welcome accommodation to the communities around the park. Thank you.
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Correspondence ID: 158
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:

I think there is a failure to consider the negative impacts on accessibility of the current system. This is
especially true for elderly visitors, who are not tech-savvy and hence are essentially shut out from visiting
the park. There should be ways of reserving a permit that are not online, or a small number of walk-ins
allowed, or a larger shoulder season with no reservations required. As the system currently is, it is quite
inequitable and needs change.

Comments:

I think there is a failure to consider the negative impacts on accessibility of the current system. This is
especially true for elderly visitors, who are not tech-savvy and hence are essentially shut out from visiting
the park. There should be ways of reserving a permit that are not online, or a small number of walk-ins
allowed, or a larger shoulder season with no reservations required. As the system currently is, it is quite
inequitable and needs change.

Correspondence ID: 159
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Topic Question 1:

Initially, I appreciate the efforts of the RMNP staff for its time taken to consider the future of the park and
balance interests of the public while attempting to maintain as much of a wild space as possible. I have
no specific comments with respect to the environmental analysis. Based upon my analysis of the options,
along with those which were dismissed, I would recommend a hybrid version of Option C with aspects of
dismissed alternatives. Specific comments follow. First, Option C builds upon Option B and helps
achieve the goal of reducing private vehicles on RMNP roadways at peak times, which is positive. In
order to ensure viability of Option C, however, RMNP is going to need to rely on the use of park buses
and/or third-party concessions. Staff objection to increased bussing from Estes Park and other locations is
the perception that this would draw too much visitation and compromise the natural environment,
however, | would suggest that this reasoning is flawed. The reality is that most visitors to parks hike short
distances. Further, in the context of the virtual meeting, it was clearly stated that the average length of
visitor interest in taking a bus is 20 minutes. Given that the amount of time from Estes Park and/or other
locations which could be used as remote staging areas likely exceeds 20 minutes, the perceived problem
would simply take care of itself. Grand Canyon NP is an excellent model for bussing that has been
successfully employed for many years. It has been effective in transporting thousands of hikers and
backpackers to various points on the South Rim, eliminating parking and traffic congestion in various
popular locations, while at the same time avoiding the need to curtail visitation. The backcountry permit
system at Grand Canyon also maintains the wild space of the park beyond the distance of a typical short
day hike. Third, Option C should really be examined in the context of the East entrances (U.S. Highways
34 and 36, Gem Lake, Wild Basin and Longs Peak). The Grand Lake entrance could have its own version
of Option C. Finally, it should be clear that the timed entry policy applies to vehicles only, rather than
hikers entering RMNP from adjoining USFS wilderness areas, Long Draw Road and/or State Forest State
Park. Similarly, in order to provide open access for those entering RMNP by bus, such individuals should
only be subject to the park entry fee (if applicable).

In addition to the foregoing, the manner in which timed entry reservations are made under the RMNP
pilot program is cumbersome. Partly, this is a recreation.gov systems issue, but the manner in which the
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USFS implemented the Brainard Lake corridor reservation system is illustrative for how RMNP could
manage its timed entry. This is not to suggest that RMNP should implement earlier access windows (as is
the case with Brainard), but the calendar availability of entry windows is a more effective, user friendly
experience.

Thank you.

Correspondence ID: 160
Date Received: 11/14/2023

I think the idea of timed-entry is great. But as a local member of the community who has been unable to
visit for year, it is very frustrating. | have young children, so the Bear Lake corridor is really the only
portion of the park worth driving up for. It has view and trails that range from 2-4 miles. It is difficult to
know exactly when we can go to RMNP since this isn't a planned vacation. We live and hour away and
loved that we could drive up for the day. I appreciate that the entry passes are only $1, but what happens
is people purchase tons of them so they have flexibility in when they can visit and then don't use all of
them. This leaves others without an opportunity to visit. Furthermore, the system where people can re-
enter as many times as they want leave people waiting in line mid-afternoon for their timed-entry spot.
The one time we did timed entry it was for non-bear lake and we turned around and left because we had
waiting in line for over 30 min and still weren't close to getting in. Only you all know the traffic flow, but
I imagine you just moved the busy time from 9-11a to after lunch because people will go in the morning
and come back when others are entering with their timed entry pass.

If you keep the current system you should make a lane or 2 designated for re-entry to be more respectful
to those who have a timed entry.

I think you should have a set number of passes reserved for locals. I would define this as people with
addresses within 60 miles of Estes. They could follow the same reservation system but would be a
different bucket. Maybe 5% of passes sold or something like that. I hate that it is in my backyard but have
to remember so many dates to possibly reserve a ticket (weeks in advance but if those are full try for the
day before but often those are undesirable times).

Correspondence ID: 161
Date Received: 11/14/2023

I miss being able to spontaneously to decide on a gorgeous day to go visit the park. The timed system,
while doing what you need it to do, locks us into making plans much further ahead than we would like,
and not being able to change them due to poor weather or other reasons. I managed to get timed entry
into the park for all the days I wanted this year (mostly by sitting at my computer at 5 p.m. and snapping
up what I could), but half of those days had poor weather and would not have been a choice I'd have made
if I were just visiting spontaneously.

I also greatly object to the early hours needing reservations. There is absolutely NO reason that
reservations for Bear Lake corridor need to start before 8 a.m. I am often in the park VERY early (6-7
a.m.), and there is no traffic to account for the need for a reservation before 8 a.m.

I also would suggest that the reservation system itself is contributing to the increased attendance - you
make the park sound “exclusive” and that if you don't get a reservation, you don't get in, so you're
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actually making the problem WORSE. YOU decided how many people get into the park, and surprise, it's
obviously more than were coming BEFORE your timed entry scheme, according to the numbers
provided. This is on YOU. Why are WE being punished?

Correspondence ID: 162
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:

I'd like to express my disappointment with the continued use of the “timed entry” system for visiting the
park during the spring/summer/fall. While this is being done under the auspices of “environmental
protection”, I don't believe this line of reasoning. Before the timed entry permit system was in place,
parking lots were often filled up during peak times, which limited the number of visitors to a given area. I
don't understand how enacting a timed entry system (with additional fees) will reduce resource impacts.

Comments:
Please end this silly timed entry system so that we can visit the park again without this silly red tape.

Correspondence ID: 163
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
None for 1 & 2 above.

Comments:

I am planning a visit to many NP's in the west and to RMNP for a week in July. I am comming from
Florida. I will be gone for about 3 months. I agree with the need of a timed entry system. I had to register
for one at Cadillac Mountain and parking in GSMNP this last fall. I will try to get an electric site at
Moraine Park Campground if it is open by the time I am there. If not I will stay at a private park in Estes
Park. I will then have to use the time entry system to see the RMNP. My concern is that I will have to try
to register for my passes the first of June 2024 for my July stay. I will be at the Grand Canyon Trailer
Village RV Park when I need to do this. I hope I will have the cell service or wifi at the park so I can do
this. I hate to travel all that way and not be able to go into the park . I am not sure what the the answer for
me would be.

Thanks

Correspondence ID: 164
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
I have feedback

Comments:

Just leaving a comment regarding the planned reinstatement of timed entry permits - I am opposed. As a
resident of Fort Collins and Loveland, RMNP serves as a haven and escape into nature away from the
hustle of busy lives. The intent of National Parks was to preserve nature's beauty and keeping it accessible
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to all to enjoy. Many people enjoy it spontaneously or when mental health calls them to step away to
ground and center. Reservations don't allow for that Please do away with timed entry reservation
permits....or at least for residents of the state.

Correspondence ID: 165
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
These questions are already digging in the heels of the NPS of an assumption that the policies and
decisions made are “necessary and sufficient” and have a degree of completeness.

While I understand the need to optimizze *the most popular* activities at the Park, these decisions have
been restrictive towards certain other activities, which I will explain below.

Comments:
The policies are optimized towards an out-of-town visitor that has a fixed date and wishes to visit the
park. To some degree, this is sensible because of the importance and sheer numbers of this type of visitor.

The unfortunate tradeoff is for a person in Colorado who wishes to reasonably hike something in the Bear
Lake corridor, especially those of families with children.

Here is my “story map” -- I have been coming to the park ~6-7am for years, both individually and with
my family, for sublime alpine hikes. The only way to do this now is the get everybody there before Sam,
in the dark, and sit in the car and wait for sunrise and increasing temperatures; or to pick an arbitrary date;
or to gamble on limited entrances that are claimed within minutes the day before.

TLDR: There should be a distinguishing option for coming to the park for hiking, including bus service,
vs. those who wish to drive through and stop briefly at Bear Lake. Bus service should be increased and it
would be totally fine if the Bear Lake corridor were bus-only for most of the day.

Having visited both Glacier NP as well as Banff NP in the last year, it is only RMNP which is
mismanaged for the ability to come into the park and hike.

Correspondence ID: 166
Date Received: 11/14/2023

I believe that allowing people through the gates at 5:00 am or earlier is stressing the animals who are
trying to move to water etc at sunrise. People are trying to beat the 5 am time so they don't have to get
reservations. If you don't get up there to Glacier Gorge before sunrise, you can't find parking. Parking
lots are filled before most paying visitors arrive. Many visitors are hiking in headlamps in the dark
which is not good for wildlife. I believe the 5 am entrance time is increasing animal encounters that could
turn out poorly for both the animals and the hikers. Also, we stopped buying annual passes since 2019
because we were never asked to show our pass. Instead of the park getting $70 a year or $20 a day, they
are now only getting $2.00. I know the park needs more money to maintain the park than just $2.00 a car.
A lot of money is being missed by not collecting for annual and daily passes and allowing people to get
through the gates before the permits are needed.
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Correspondence ID: 167
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
I think your analysis does an excellent job of showing the increasing visitation to RMNP and the impact
of crowded trails and roadways.

Comments:

As aresident of the Front Range, I have experienced the problems of crowding at RMNP over the past
two decades or more. As crowds increased, there were so many visitors at times that popular trails were
more like super highways than serene outdoor oases. The timed entry program has changed my
experience of the park in recent years. Controlling the number of vistors makes it possible to have a true
outdoor experience.

Correspondence ID: 168
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
NA

Comments:
I applaud the reservation system. While it is not convenient, it is the only way to make the national parks
both accessible and enjoyable to as many people as possible without degrading the experience.

Correspondence ID: 169
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
No

Comments:

I would like to see expanded use of bus shuttles from Estes Park. Buses are much more efficient and have
less environmental impact on a per person basis as compared to cars. And, obviously, they need much less
parking space. In addition, buses increase access opportunities to lower income people, people of color,
and seniors.

Correspondence ID: 170
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
None

Comments:

The current Rocky Mountain national Park permits. System to Bear Lake should allow people to go into
Moraine Park without a bear lake permit meaning move the gate back to where the current Museum is in
Moraine Park by the campground.
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Correspondence ID: 171
Date Received: 11/14/2023

We spend May-October in Grand Lake and enjoy visiting the park often mostly for hiking.

I support plan B. Spreading out mid day visitors makes sense. Plan D would be the worst option.

Correspondence ID: 172
Date Received: 11/15/2023

When looking at a permit system for Longs Peak all I see is a flawed system. How would it be enforced?
Would biking to the trail still require a permit? How about accessing it from different trailheads such as
wild basin or something in glacial gorge area. Would there be a differnt permit for time of year or the
route you are taking? Or what if you are doing it more than once a day for a training run. Would Meeker
require the permit? If keyhole needs a permit as one of the most tame routes in the park how about the
more difficult routes such as the thatchtop powell traverse. How would the permit system work for people
training who do it almost everyday. Would you need to do the education everyday or does one time allow
for a calender year or more? Dont people assume risk when they go into the back country? I have been on
key hole classic many times during peak climbing season and yes there is alot of stupidty and people who
don't belong but that should not affect people who know what they are doing who decide they want to
climb last minute. I can definitely see the pros in it but I also see more cons. A safety video or training
does nothing for active decision making. Which that decision making comes from actually scrambing and
gaining experience. Sincerely a Fort Collins fellow who runs a lot and has spent way to much time in the
park and climbing peaks.

Correspondence ID: 173
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:

I understand the stress on the ecosystem of over use. I understand the need to conserve and protect
RMNP, especially as it relates to trails. I am a fourth generation Coloradoan and we have all seen the
changes in each of our lifetimes.

Comments:

I am concerned about the ability (or lack thereof) of residents of Grand county to access their homes
(either primary or secondary) via RMNP. Is there a way to create a separate lane at the entrance for
residents or property owners in Grand county who wish to access the road just to get to and from the front
range? This is especially important for folks who call Grand county their primary or only home. We used
to cruise up through RMNP if we needed to visit family or friends on the front range or in the northern
front range. Now we need a reservation when we are not impacting the trails or using RMNP facilities?
We don't even get out of our car when we go over Trail Ridge and yet we still need a reservation?

I understand that the simply being on the road causes congestion and ultimately degradation of the road
surface. I understand the need to regulate that congestion and use. I just can't help but think that the vast
majority of folks traveling through RMNP are not Grand county residents. Is there a way to allow locals
of Grand county to continue to use the road and only the road to access the front range via RMNP? Can
you offer the option for them to bypass the reservation system if their primary or only residence is in
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Grand County? Maybe you could even mandate that Grand county locals not using the reservation system
are not allowed to exit their vehicle while in the park?

Thanks and good luck with continued improvements and modifications to RMNP.

Correspondence ID: 174
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
The NPS has been trying--it seems--to make RMNP a drive through park only.

You used CoVid to set up reservations. You closed Phantom Valley and try to hide it.
Now you want everything to be “timed entry”.

I am not stupid. We in Grand Lake are not stupid.

We have watched your slow march toward a drive-thru pnly park and it DISGUSTS us.

Teddy Roosevelt made parks for people to hike and walk and interact with Nature. He'd be horrified to
see how you want to make it bus only.

yeah, yeah--you haven't done that yet.
But it's a slow march that direction. And we see through you!

Comments:
Quit limiting our access to our National Park.

This has nothing to do with crowds or damage to the park. this is all about the Park Service wanting to
move to bus them in only.

Disgusting.

Correspondence ID: 175
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:

From my point-of-view, Park personnel have done an outstanding job in their analysis of options for
managing the park and its visitors. I've found the Park experience to be far better ever since the
reservation system was implemented compared to the crowded conditions that had to be endured in years
immediately prior to its implementation. I appreciate all the thought that goes into fine-tuning the
reservation system each year. I strongly encourage you to continue with the current course of action.

Correspondence ID: 176
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
Great job providing this information. It represents years of work and careful observation.
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Comments:
Can you please provide the statistic of what percentage of "timed entry" reservations were missed?
Planning for entry time when visitors are coming from far away must be tricky for them.

For future consideration, could you put together several recommended visitation strategies using the
information you have gleaned from research on average parking lot turnover and give people a break in
their access fees or coupon at the gift shop, etc, if they reserve one of those itineraries in advance? I can
envision a more "real-time availability" driven app helping with this situation as development resources
become available. For now, THANKS for protecting the park while keeping it available to so many!!

Correspondence ID: 177
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
The park is very popular and will continue to be not matter what. Publicize people to come early and plan
ahead.

Comments:

Please go back to First come first served. I live in Granby and only go in the Grand lake side a few miles
to hike. The popular areas could be on a reservation system that should be publicly known at each
entrance so there's not as many back-ups for those of us trying to see the park more than once a year that
are local.

Correspondence ID: 178
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Hello! We are residents of Grand Lake, CO and while we understand the impact more visitors have on
our parks and the reservation system, here is a thought. We would like to propose a stamp or some sort of
designation for being a "local" resident so that we could enjoy the park at either anytime or have more
access than the average tourist. We love to hike, we love our park, RMNP, and would love to be able to
enjoy it more, this is why we live here!!!

Thank you for reading our feedback. Look forward to hearing your feedback as well.

Correspondence ID: 179
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
We appreciate the work being done to analyze the situation and understand what is being taken into
consideration.

Comments:
HOWEVER, will there be any exception for homeowners who simply want to travel through the park to
get either to or from our home using the East or West entrances without a planned time?
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(We are currently in Ohio and are unable to attend any meetings.)

Correspondence ID: 180
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
I was surprised that recent years had almost as many visitors as before-Covid even with the reservation
system. I'm sure the environmental analysis is correct.

Comments:

one change | would like to consider is that locals don't need to have a timed-entry slot. (maybe a colorado
license?). As someone who lives in NOCO, it is really sad that [ cannot visit the park when I want to -
that is one of the reasons to live so close to RMNP. As we know, in the summer, nobody wants to be
arriving at the park at 2pm - its really hot and thunderstorms.

Or another idea - people who live in Colorado get an earlier chance to get the time slots than the general
public.

Correspondence ID: 181
Date Received: 11/15/2023

As a local, we often just go to Grand Lake. Can you just make an "over the top" option?

Correspondence ID: 182
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) No

2) No

Comments:
It is important to agree on two things up front:

1. The timed entry requirement to enter the park was implemented as a response to COVID concerns, not
environmental management, and is a burden on the people that would like to visit and use the park.

2. Timed entry is not the only way to address the environmental challenges faced by RMNP, which will
always be a balancing act between use of the Park by visitors - the very reason it was created - and
preserving it for future visitors as well.

Now that COVID is not an overriding concern, the park should remove the procedures that were put in
place specifically as a response to the pandemic. As the park considers implementation of timed
reservations, they should consider it from a place of pre-COVID, non-restrictive use, as opposed to
portraying it as merely a continuation of recent procedures.

Rather than a year-round requirement for timed entry, the park should have timed entry for only the
busiest times of year like weekends/holidays and open the park up to less restrictive access all other times.
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My parents are residents of Grand Lake and we drive up often to visit them from Fort Collins, with the
fastest and safest route being via Trail Ridge Road. Being required to have a timed reservation merely to
drive through the park - which has significantly less effect on overall environmental impact than actual
visitation - causes an unnecessary burden on the people that live close to the park and utilize it for more
than just sightseeing. We need a “drive-through only” option to allow for this use without the timed entry
burden.

An increased focus on spreading out the visitation to other, less popular areas, would have a similar
impact as limiting overall visitation. Adding more accessibility to areas that are currently too remote to
casily reach would also spread the visitation over a larger area and decrease traffic on routes/paths that
currently overused.

Correspondence ID: 183
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Please keep the current reservation system. But: SIMPLIFY THE ONLINE INSTRUCTIONS. They are
wordy and repetitive. Especially for infrequent users, it is difficult to find the link that is needed to make
reservations. Get professional help in writing instructions from people who know have experience doing
this. Everything visitors need to know can be put into one, or at the most, two SHORT paragraphs.

I am a professional educator, a retired college professor. If I gave my students such wordy instructions
for anything, many would be confused. Wordy instructions also waste readers' time. .

Correspondence ID: 184
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
Colorado's people that live here should be able to visit any park. It is one of the reasons we moved here to
enjoy our state. just time visitors from everywhere else.

Correspondence ID: 185
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
As far as [ know the information is accurate. I totally support measures that improve and protect the
environment at RMNP because it hosts some of the best treasures in our country.

I have not seen or heard explanations as to why there don't seem to be beavers in the ponds at Beaver
Meadows. Knowing how important beavers are to our ecosystems I believe that protecting them should
be a prime objective. Maybe they are there and I haven't seen evidence.
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Correspondence ID: 186
Date Received: 11/15/2023

I totally support the timed permit system and have not had problems gaining entry permits, even at short
notice. The lack of crowded roads is definitely good for the grass and animals. Continuing to send
notices to subscribers and to keep tourist materials updated helps a lot.

Correspondence ID: 187
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:

(1) There is nothing data-based in the environmental assessment. Indeed, there could not be since not
even a quasi experimental design could have been used to comparatively assess environmental impacts
before 2020 and 2023. The entire environmental assessment only comprises speculative statements on
what happens with over visitation. As is repeatedly mentioned, there is a need for monitoring and
assessment of visitor utilization in specific areas and appropriate alternative visitor management
strategies.

(2) The first alternative is dismissed ex ante when stating the restricted entry system will remain in place.
There is no factual information or justification given that visitor experiences or environmental impacts
have improved since 2020. This section needs to be greatly reinforced with some evidence.

(3) Alternatives B, C and D are adequately explained but there is inadequate analysis on trade-offs among
restriction systems.

Comments:

(1) Among alternatives B, C, and D, alternative B seems to best balance visitor experiences and limiting
impacts of excessive visitation. B creates long waits at entry gates. It forces spread in less congested areas
when this never was a problem before 2020; but it has not significantly reduced congestion in many
popular parking areas. D would appear to require high staff resources for monitoring and would be very
unpleasant for visitors running into unanticipated closures of uncertain lengths of time. Plus, there will
certainly be a degree of subjectiveness in closure decisions - leading to visitor-staff confrontations. C
directly addresses “over visitation” but maximizes visitor flexibikity. On top of that, visitors could again
do day trips to Grand Lake - which have been hard to do since they require a hard to get morning timed
entry.

(2) The alternatives should have included moving the entry gate for the Bear Lake corridor to the shuttle
lot, rather than before Moraine Park and Sprague Lake. Many, many visitors go to the park for
sightseeing, picnicking and short walks. Two of the better places for these casual visitors are Moraine
Park and Sprague Lake. However, because of the competition to get to Bear Lake and Glacier Gorge
trailheads, most casual visitors no longer can get to Moraine Park or Sprague Lake. Those areas are now
vastly under visited and under-utilized. This has a spillover effect. Unless and until there is monitoring
and environmental impact data showing high visitstion is problematic (outside pf rut season) in Moraine
Park and Sprague Lake, there is no real basis for including those areas in the visitor restrictions needed to
address congestion and environmental impacts at Bear Lake and Glacier Gorge - particularly since these
appear to be increasing problems elsewhere in the park.

(3) The assessment and alternatives also should address and assess the costs and benefits of restricting
entry to “outlying” parts of the part, particularly Twin Sisters, Lily Lake, Lumpy Ridge and Cow Creek;
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and perhaps Wild Basin. All these outlying areas already have restricted visitation on a first come first
serve basis because of limited parking. There is no need for additional restriction. By eliminating timed
restrictions on those areas, staff would not have to divert time to enforcing (which they rarely are doing
because even staff recognize enforcement is difficult and largely worthless).

(4) Other national parks are revisiting COVID era timed entry systems to address negative impacts on
visitor experiences. Glacier NP just did so by keeping the system in place only for the most congested
entry. Please, please continue to make adjustments to the RMNP system. Not everyone is a hiker or
backpacker. Why have a system that unnecessarily ruins the experiences of many sightseeing and
picnicking visitors when not even known to be helpful. Alternative C combined with moving the gate on
the Bear Lake Corridor and dropping restrictions on visitation of most outlying areas will achieve the
number one goal of reducing excessive visitation while greatly improving visitor experiences since the
stringent timed entry system was introduced. Why not go with a pragmatic compromise until monitoring
data show that more stringent restrictions are needed and can be factually justified?

Correspondence ID: 188
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
I have no comments on any of these questions

Comments:

Please start limiting how many days or hours one person can book in a day or week or month! There is
never anything left at decent times (aka before 4pm) or days left for those who want a last minute type of
thing. People need to have limits!!!!

Correspondence ID: 189
Date Received: 11/15/2023

I understand the purpose for the timed entry permit system. However, since the permit system has been in
place, I have not been able to obtain a permit for the Bear Lake Corridor more than once or twice,
between the end of May and mid October. For anyone who works and doesn't have a flexible schedule,
weekends are the only option and they sell out fast, even trying to get a permit the night before. The first
year the system was implemented, it didn't start till later in the morning, and as long as one went through
the gates before 6:30am, or something close to that, you didn't need a permit. While it still wasn't ideal,
especially if you live an hour or more away, or have kids, it was at least doable. But then the start time
changed and made it not impossible, but not enjoyable to have to get to the park that early. I pay for a
season pass yet I hardly get to use it because of the system. I moved to the area because I enjoyed hiking
in RMNP, and used to get in at least 10 or more hikes within the season; now it's maybe 2. It seems like
the system negatively impacts locals and residents when the large tour buses bring in huge crowds that
crowd the trails, and tourists. I think a later start time for the permit would help, especially for locals, and
maybe certain "blackout" dates throughout the summer that wouldn't require a permit. Another thing ti
consider is lowering the price for season passes- if we can't use them as much as we have in the past, why
should we have to pay just as much. Something else to note, prior to the permits system, I never had to
wait in a traffic line to enter the park. Since the permit system, I've had to wait every time I manage to get
a permit.
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Correspondence ID: 190
Date Received: 11/16/2023

We are Colorado residents and while I understand your desire to limit entry into the parks, I believe that
there should be an exception to Colorado residents. We live in the state because we loved the ability to
take a day spontaneously to rest, hike or explore the parks here. The system prevents us from being able
to do so without planning months in advance as passes are gone by visitors. It should allow Colorado
residents to drive through Trail Ridge Road between Estes Park and Grand Lake to get home instead of
having to take the longer route via winter park. The release of extra passed the night before helped a bit
but we were only able to get a pass one way. Please make additional concessions for Colorado State
residents. Would greatly appreciate it.

Correspondence ID: 191
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:
No and no

Comments:

Could access to Moraine Park be moved from the Bear Lake corridor permit to the “rest is the park”
permit? That section off the park isn't really in the Bear Lake corridor. Opening it to the less restrictive
permit would add lots of options for hiking and fishing. Thank you for your consideration.

Correspondence ID: 192
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:

I fully support keeping the reservation system in place at RMNP as it was this past summer, however, the
junk fees need to be eliminated. I pay for an annual pass, I should not need to then pay another $2 every
time I wish to visit my local park.

Correspondence ID: 193
Date Received: 11/16/2023

My wife and I have hiked Rocky multiple times a month for the past 18 years. The timed entry for Bear
lake works well, assuming you cone in very early. During the past several years other trails in the park
have been very crowded. The traffic and large number of individuals on the trail have seriously affected
the quality of our experiences in Rocky. PLEASE stop opening the park before 9 AM without permits.
Open all of the park at 5 AM only to permit holders, thus decreasing the number of people entering
Rocky. The current system is severely degrading the experience of hiking Rocky.
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Correspondence ID: 194
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:

I felt the analysis and explanations were well done. However, here I am not sure if there is only one
question (“Question 1) in total where I must enter my comments on the plan in the box below or if you
will be asking additional questions after I click “Submit.” I would like to offer opinions and reasoning for
the four alternatives, but should I do this below? Other than this, the web-based information has been very
good.

Comments:
I have several comments that I will list below.

1. Proposed technology improvements would be excellent. If we could get real-time information on the
most-crowded parking areas and entrance facilities, along with estimated wait times, this would let us go
to less-crowded trailheads. This would really improve our visits because we come often for day trips!

2. Looking at the four alternatives: my strong preference is for Alternative B, but with FEWER
reservations available. There is no need to allow such a huge number of visitors for each time reservation!
The idea of the reservations is to reduce the number of people and cars and, as was stated several times in
the assessment, the parking areas and trail heads are still very crowded.

Regarding Alternative D, I do not like the idea of closing specific areas during the day because visitors
should be ensured that they will have a spot to hike or view by limiting the number of reservations that
are available. People come a long way and spend a lot of time and money to come to the park. To be
turned away on your one possible visiting time seems criminal.

3. In order to reduce traffic, I would encourage more frequent shuttles between trail heads. A one-hour
wait is too long.

4. In order to spread the number of visits throughout the year, please find a way to keep all of the
campgrounds open for a longer season. It is so difficult to get a camping spot in the limited timeframe
available that we often have to give up. This would reduce the crunch of visitors in the summer.

Correspondence ID: 195
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:
None

Comments:

I am voting for Alternative A because the other 3 alternatives are discriminatory against anyone without
accrss to a computer. Also, you have to know a month in advance which day you want to visit RMNP.
This is rarely possible to determine. Sometimes it depends on our friends and relatives visiting without
notice. Sometimes it depends on the weather. We'll not be able to determine these things in advance and
therefore will not be able to visit the park at all.
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Correspondence ID: 196
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:

Much of the descriptions are dense and long-winded and make it difficult to understand what the different
options you are considering are. A streamlined comparison chart that presents the key elements of the
alternatives would be helpful.

Comments:

It would be a shame to have to reduce the number of visitor passes, but that seems like the only
reasonable alternative to me to meet your goals. That said, you should be careful about creating greater
frustration than there already is at the park by closing areas temporarily as proposed in Alternative D
(makes people fuss around trying to find alternatives to their plans) and presenting visitors with area or
destination-choice decisions to make that may seem obvious to you, but that may confuse them. I would
replace these with the app that lets people decide where to go based on their desires and priorities. Some
may choose to go to Bear Lake because of the easy terrain and because they don't mind the crowds so
much, and other may prefer solitude and quiet.

That said, you should also have a second thrust, increasing the number of visitors you can handle over the
year by extending times allowed for visitors to enjoy the park and campground use, particularly in fall and
spring. Some may be OK with colder weather if the bathrooms can be built to accommodate colder
temperatures, for example.

Correspondence ID: 197
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Topic Question 1:
No to both

Comments:

I just wanted to weigh in and state I prefer Option A. I have visited the park many times over the years.
Many were planned trips but several were spontaneous while traveling through. Who would want a
detour to pass through Rocky. On one such spontaneous trip, we were able to introduce a high school
group to Rocky. Many had never been out of the area, much less to a place we all love.

I feel that this ability to be spontaneous is important. The timed reservations would not have allowed us
to make the detour and give the kids a taste of my favorite NP.

Please consider adopting option A.

Correspondence ID: 198
Date Received: 11/16/2023

Please keep the Timed Entry System in place as it has been used since its inception at Rocky Mountain
National Park. It has been better for the management of the park and traffic. Another park that needs this
is Yosemite National Park which showed an unmitigated disaster for the 2023 season with its failure to
keep in place a Timed Entry System. The Timed Entry System is the only way for the Crown Jewels of
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our NPS to be managed effectively and provide for the true outdoor experience for both visitors and
wildlife.

Correspondence ID: 199
Date Received: 11/17/2023

Topic Question 1:
I think NPS has far better expertise than I.

Comments:

I'm wondering if exceptions to the timed entry requirements could be made for senior lifetime pass
holders. Perhaps exempt them for select days during the week, such as Tue-Thu, and/or some number of
weeks early in the season and late in vacation season.

Thanks.

Correspondence ID: 200
Date Received: 11/17/2023

Topic Question 1:

I agree with the timed entry system at Rocky Mountain National Park, and have used it frequently
throughout the years. I have two recommendations, addressing the same problem of long car lines/wait
times, as the timed entry system continues: more manned entry stations or an “express lane” for those
with an annual pass/existing NP pass AND timed entry. Frequently, my family will arrive at either entry
station and not all the entrances will be manned, resulting in long wait times to even enter the park despite
holding a timed entry ticket. This issue could also be solved by having a specific lane that those with an
existing NP pass could move to, and scan their pass/timed entry without an employee looking at it. I know
that sometimes we have been diverted into a lane similar to this, but this is an infrequent event, and
increasing frequency of “express lanes” or manning additional entrance stations within both the entrance
points could help decrease wait times to enter our beautiful park.

Correspondence ID: 201
Date Received: 11/17/2023

Topic Question 1:
No.

Comments:
I think the timed entry is a great improvement over the past, when it was so crowded and unbearable. I
love the reservation system, please keep it.

Correspondence ID: 202
Date Received: 11/18/2023

Your plan lacks imagination and depth, in my opinion.
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Two other parks that [ am aware of have high visitor concentrations and yet still allow visitors to come
without being turned away, Zion and Grand Canyon. Why not do a system like that?

The Grand Canyon offers a large parking lot with a shuttle system. Nearly 0 private vehicles are allowed
into the park. Zion also does this. RMNP should consider this option, everyone has to use the shuttle,
build a parking structure in Estes near the reservoir and make everyone shuttle in. This allows people to
access the park on a rolling basis without having to make reservations months in advance. You should
100% make the entire Bear Lake corridor at least only accessible via a shuttle, and in my opinion you
should do this year round on the weekends and holidays, and of course 7 days a week during the peak
season.

It is also inequitable for people who live in Colorado near the park. There is a reason we live where we
live, it is to access wild places, most of which are public. It is actually nearly impossible for me to get to
use the park in my backyard. Say my parents visit one summer. We cannot go to the park together because
I did not know the correct amount of time in advance to book a ticket for timed entry. This system totally
privileges people who have the time and resources to play the online booking game. I have young
children, it's nearly impossible to plan with them or sometimes you try and plan and everything falls
apart. This system just basically makes it so I can never take them to RMNP. Versus a shuttle system
where we could drive to Estes and just hop on a shuttle from there and get into the park.

Additionally, the experience of using the existing shuttle system at the Bear Lake corridor is poor. There
still isn't enough parking for the number of people allowed in and the shuttles have long wait times.

Also, there are a significant number of people who go to Grand Lake through the park in the summer.
This really hampers their travel because they either have to leave super early or not be able to use Trail
Ridge road, which is inane.

Correspondence ID: 203
Date Received: 11/19/2023

Topic Question 1:
You are the experts and I think it's explained well.

Comments:

With both B and C, I feel you're allowing too many people to access the Bear Lake corridor. I was on the
Dream Lake trail during timed entry in the fall, and although going up mid-morning was pleasant, coming
down around in early afternoon was a circus - huge groups going up and down. Felt hazardous with all the
people. I also feel that at some point, timed entry should go into November.

With both alternatives, will there really be staff monitoring and acting on these things at all times? Seems
likely they will miss many occasions. With alternative B, even with better-distributed visitors, it seems
likely there will still be too many people/cars. With alternative C, people will have a harder time
accessing the park. I think my final vote is for alternative B, because I'd rather fight crowds than not have
access. But ideally, could you lower the daily vehicle volume? Have you tried hiking these trails and do
you know who treacherous it is?

With both alternatives, you SHOULD continue allowing people to reserve the night before. This is
enough spontaneity despite what people might complain about. Thanks so much for helping make this
park more usable!

&3



Correspondence ID: 204
Date Received: 11/19/2023

Topic Question 1:
I agree that there needs to be environmental regulations to protect the Rocky Mountain national Park
resources, including timed entry.

Comments:

Asa _ at the _ I have served many visitors in the past two
years with acquiring timed entry permits, as we provide free internet access and low-cost printing
services. However, changing the release of permits for the next day to 7 p.m. instead of 5 p.m. further
limits access for many of those seeking a pass for the following day. We are open ONLY until 7:45 for the
internet and printing services, and only until 4:45 on Friday, Saturday, and Sunday..

In making decisions that affect the visitors that come here and the people who serve them, it is important
that you consider all of the organizations involved in your planning. This communication with Estes Park
town entities has been spotty in the past (witness the lack of coordination in regards to road construction

summer of 2023).

Please consider changing the hours for accessing next day passes to reflect making them more accessible
to the general public who may be camping or otherwise limited in their access to internet and printing
resources.

Correspondence ID: 205
Date Received: 11/20/2023

My comment is regarding the timed entry system. What a nightmare. We have been visiting the park for
the last 31 years and have an annual pass but after experiencing the ridiculous lines of cars due to the
entry system, we will try not to visit unless it's the off season. We waited in line for 30 minutes to get in
and had arrived at the earliest time of our window. When we left the park, there were miles of backed up
traffic. How many hours do people wait in line? Clearly many people missed their windows so what's the
point? If that had been my first experience or I had driven long distances to see the park, I would have
vowed to never return. Really ineffective and frustrating for your visitors.

Correspondence ID: 206
Date Received: 11/20/2023

My opinion is that Larimer county residence should be able to enter the park without having to go on line
and HOPE to get a pass. Since we pay property tax in this county that should give residence of this county
a little benefit for paying taxes in Larimer county.

Correspondence ID: 207
Date Received: 11/20/2023

Topic Question 1:
The EA does seem accurate
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Comments:

My biggest issue with the reservation system is the cost. If there is no way to purchase the reservation in-
person and avoid the fees, than I consider this to be “digital discrimination” against people who do not
have internet connections when visiting the area. I have also already paid to visit the park by purchasing
my entry pass, so requiring an additional fee is as bad as buying concert tickets. If there is not a way to
avoid paying for the reservation, then my “good for 7-days pass” better include 7 free reservations (and
my annual pass better include 365 free reservations).

Correspondence ID: 208
Date Received: 11/20/2023

Topic Question 1:

The Park is the victim of its own success, in that the environment is an attraction to visitors which then
cause damage to the environment. I agree with most of the analysis provided in the report, but do not
feel there is enough information provided about future plans for projects. Yes, the reservation system
limits visitors and congestion, but with increased population and penchant for travel, how long will it
work in the present form?

We all long for the past way of doing things, but know it cannot be in today's world. I know that financial
data cannot be provided, but is staffing keeping up with current needs? Rangers are required to monitor
traffic, etc. but can any of the duties be provided by outside staffing?

Comments:

I have always complimented the Park and Staff for their great care of visitors and maintaining the Park
during the busiest times in all the surveys I submit. One observation we have from many years visiting
the Park:

summer months seem to be mostly visitors with families, children, etc. who are active and want to walk
and get up close to nature. Autumn months, September, October & November the trend changes to
visitors without children, older adults who mainly drive around the roads, and we observe most do not
even get out of cars, but just want to see wildlife, elk mainly. Much less active participation.

Reservations cannot reflect the reasons visitors are there, but we can see the difference when visiting
during many different months and time periods. Less environmental impact, probably not. We are asked
often “where can we see elk?”

We tell them to go to the golf courses in town, much more elk, less traffic.

I am also disappointed that the reservation fee does not have any impact on the Park financial system, but
only goes to the company running the system? [ wish some could go to Park funding, but understand the
fee would have to increase.

Thank you for the opportunity to ask questions, and read the impact statements.
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Correspondence ID: 209
Date Received: 11/20/2023

Topic Question 1:
I'm focused on 2 - living on the Grand County side of the park, I have a question/concern regarding the
time passes for the bear lake corridor.

The timed entry from this year said you must enter the bear lake corridor in the assigned time period...but
how does that work coming from the Granby side given it's distance to the corridor vs the Este's Park
side? 2 years ago we could get in to the bear lake corridor as long as we entered the park on the Granby
side during the assigned time period. This year however, we were turned away at the corridor checkpoint
when we were late to get there given the travel time coming from the Grand County side. What's the plan
regarding this and/or is there something we can do coming from this side of the park?

Comments:
I'm focused on 2 - living on the Grand County side of the park, I have a question/concern regarding the
time passes for the bear lake corridor.

The timed entry from this year said you must enter the bear lake corridor in the assigned time period...but
how does that work coming from the Granby side given it's distance to the corridor vs the Este's Park
side? 2 years ago we could get in to the bear lake corridor as long as we entered the park on the Granby
side during the assigned time period. This year however, we were turned away at the corridor checkpoint
when we were late to get there given the travel time coming from the Grand County side. What's the plan
regarding this and/or is there something we can do coming from this side of the park?

Correspondence ID: 210
Date Received: 11/21/2023

We have owned a cabin in Meeker Park for 20 years, making the investment for our family because of the
location's accessc to the Park and its amenities, esp hiking & wildlife watching. Now we find it's about
impossible to access the Park because of the restrictive timed-entry system. We do not have internet at
the cabin so making reservations ahead is not practical, and making reservations way ahead is not user-
friendly ... once we get there ftom Illinoisg

plans change & we don't feel good taking up reservation space we find we can't use after all.

This reservation system was supposed to be a trial ... now it appears it will be permanent. How is this
considered equal access for all, as national parks are supposed to be ? Why punish those of us trying to
do the right thing ( by reserving only what we will use ) ? How many reservations go unused when
holders plans change, leaving those who would like to use the Park looking in from outside the
boundaries ? There are more reasons this system is not working for many tax-paying citizens

Please do not implement a "timed reservation only " for the Park so msny people pay taxes to support and
yet have little to no access to enjoy.
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Correspondence ID: 211
Date Received: 11/22/2023

(Sorry if these aren't the type of comments you're looking for). I'm a local (Fort Collins) who visits the
park several times a year and | also answer visitor questions on a travel forum and hear a lot of feedback
that way.

I am very happy with the reservation system and think it should continue as it was the last couple of
years. It has been so nice to know that I can get parking! I don't like the first-come-first-serve options
since it can prevent some people from being able to see the park. The new page on the park website
explaining the Bear Lake Corridor is very good and helpful!

Some things that are still confusing for visitors:

- The name “Park Access +” for the Bear Lake Corridor made it more confusing I think than having the
name “Bear Lake” in it somewhere.

- People don't understand that you have to enter the Bear Lake Corridor during your timed entry window
and not just enter the park during that window. Also consider this example - someone entering the park
from the Grand Lake side after 9:00 am and wanting to enter the Bear Lake Corridor later that day. The
current reservation system doesn't really allow for that since it would take more than 2 hours just to drive
that far and then you would arrive at the Bear Lake entrance outside your window.

One concern is - it's not really safe or recommended to hike in the afternoon in the summer because of
afternoon thunderstorms but the timed entry system “forces” some people to be out and about during that
time frame.

Any way you could shorten the wait times and the entrance stations would be great! It seems adding the
reservations actually made the lines longer at times since the park staff have to check reservations.

Correspondence ID: 212
Date Received: 11/22/2023

I understand the need for the timed entry passes. It would be nice if Estes Park residents had a unlimited
use pass. We have to battle with tourist all season and this would be a way to help the residents. Thanks.

Note to Reader

During the public comment period, an error occurred in the PEPC platform. PEPC recorded repeat
comments of “1” in the Topic Question 1 and Comments field boxes on November 24, 2023 in
Correspondences 213-2415. Park staff worked with PEPC Helpdesk administers to determine that these
correspondences were caused by a security scanning software hitting the comment page and were deleted
from the system.
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Correspondence ID: 2416
Date Received: 11/24/2023

Topic Question 1:
I have no response to #1 and #2.

Comments:

We live in Estes Park and are retired or working from home. One of our great pleasures has been the
ability to go out for late breakfast or lunch and then drive through the park on the way home. We don't
stop, we just want to drive through and observe things. Total time in the park is about 20 minutes max --
in Hwy 34, out Hwy 36. Your timed-entry permit system largely prevented this low-impact activity in the
earlier trials because the opening time for non-permit holders was 3PM. That was too late for us. During
the 2023 trial, this opening time changed to 2PM which made a significant difference. I think we can live
with the opening time of 2PM, although you might consider an even earlier time like perhaps 1PM or
1:30 PM, especially for Estes Park locals.

It's perfectly fine for us to plan ahead and obtain timed-entry permits for more prolonged use of the park,
or if we need to take multi-day visitors to our home into the park. Having permits become available a
month ahead, and also providing additional permits available at SPM each day, is a workable solution for
us most of the time.

One ongoing irritation is the long lines of cars waiting at the entrance stations, especially right before the
non-permit holder opening times. I'm not sure how you might address this, but if you have enough
incoming lanes, then you might provide more streamlined entry lanes for people with specific visit
purposes or entry credentials. One example of this is the former automatic gates which we were able to
access with our Lifetime Senior passes. That was a huge help to us but hasn't been available for the last
couple of seasons.

If we're going to be able to drive through just for sight-seeing, it would be wonderful to have access to
Bear Lake Road too. Again, we're not going to stop. We just want to look while driving through.
Currently, you allow non-permit holder access at 6PM which is a little late to have nice sunlight on the
mountains or aspen groves. Maybe you could make this opening time a little earlier too.

I don't have any more useful comments at this point. Let me just say thanks for all you do to keep the park
open and beautiful for visitors. I'm sure it's not an easy job, but you consistently do it quite well in spite of
the difficulties you face!

Correspondence ID: 2417
Date Received: 11/25/2023

I 'am a lover of RMNP, lived in Denver for several years and visited OFTEN, normally outside of the
May-Sept time period. I have no problem with option B, timed entry, for either Bear Lake or rest of park,
except one.

The 9am start time is too late to begin timed entry. I was at Glacier NP in mid-late July 2021, had a timed
entry, and found no where to park, even as we entered at 9am. I entered the park one morning at Sam to
catch a sunrise picture at Lake McDonald and I was pretty much alone. I did have a very good view of the
“Going to the sun” road, which required a timed entry reservation beginning at 9am, and by 6am there
was a steady stream of car tail lights heading up the road. And I do mean steady. By 7am when I left the
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Lake there was still a steady stream of cars entering the park and no one to stop them. This is why there
was no parking available on the “going to the sun” road at 9am.

You will have the same issue with Bear Lake, people will always find a way to cheat the system. | have a
couple of suggestions....

Timed entry should start at 6-7am. yes I know where will be an additional cost to man the booths, but it
would be a limited cost and cut down on other problems like parking in grass, side of road, going around
in circles looking for parking, all of which come with their own costs to the environment and peoples
frustrated behaviors.

Another option could be bar code readers to handle the early morning entries. Limit the entry points,
install the readers to open gates and if someone tries to enter before allotted time, gates don't open and the
holder needs to turn around.

I will tell you, July 2021 was my 2nd trip into Glacier NP, I did not enjoy it at all coming from the west
and will probably never return. I may never head to RMNP during the summer for this same reason. We
travel March-October every year, have lots of friends in Colorado to visit and still love the park, but
before the hordes decend.

thank you

Correspondence ID: 2418
Date Received: 11/26/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) no

2) no suggestions from me

Comments:

1) Make cancelling reservations easier and have some incentive to cancel (money back?). When COVID
required reservations for parking or skiing at ski areas, I got several notifications on my phone with
options to cancel anytime. I am not sure how this could work with recreation.gov, but it's worth
considering.

2) If the shuttle from town left earlier, by 6 AM, I could use the shuttle for long hikes from popular
trailheads. I often want to and need to be at the trailhead by 7 AM to make sure I have time for the hike
and to make sure that I am up and off of high terrain before mid-day thunder storms. With the shuttle
starting at 9 AM, I must park my car at the trailhead and leave it there for a large portion of the day.

3) Thanks for all your hard work!

Correspondence ID: 2419
Date Received: 11/26/2023

There should be additional consideration and separate permits for those individuals who intend to
perform mountaineering activities that require specific detailed planning and start times that vary with
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weather conditions. These activities include, but are not limited to summits, ice climbing, and multi-peak
routes. Permits should be available within a few days, instead of a month in advance so that mountaineers
are able to safely perform these activities when conditions are favorable. Forcing reservations so far in
advance increases the likelihood that groups will push forward with plans despite dangerous conditions.

Correspondence ID: 2420
Date Received: 11/26/2023

Topic Question 1:

1. The environmental analysis does not address the problems created by congestion at the entrance
stations; with the reservation system it takes MUCH longer to process each vehicle entering the park. As a
result, visitors, campers and park personnel, etc wait as much as an hour in traffic cues with engines
running just to get to the entrance station to enter the park. This is regardless of their reason for entering,
and whether their destination is subject to the reservation system. Where is the analysis in the EA for the
economic and environmental cost of all this wasted time and all excess emissions? Note that Appendix F
dismisses the effect on 'air quality' as insignificant relative to the pollutants blowing up from the Front
Range, but does not consider the environmental cost of tons of CO2 added to the atmosphere, the noise,
nor the psychological and emotional cost of trapping visitors in their vehicles for far too long.

2. The analysis “dismissed expanded infrastructure and shuttle services because it would not meet
purpose and need” and because “maximizing private vehicle use is more economically feasible”. While
expanded shuttle services would not address the primary goal of limiting visitation and peak
times/destinations, it would mitigate the congestion at the entrance stations that is a direct result of the
NEW reservation system. Banning auto traffic in congested areas in conjunction with providing quality
shuttle service, has been a very effective solution in Zion and other parks. In our case, quality shuttle
service would need to be frequent (wait time no longer than 15 min SAM to dark), & run from the city
parknride lots (fairgrounds, city visitor center, etc.) through town and up the bear Lake corridor, with a
branch line up Morraine Park. Where is the analysis for how much a good shuttle system would save in
emissions and wasted hours (both for park personnel and visitors), on road maintenance, parking lot costs,
ranger hours dedicated to traffic issues, and even traffic in town?

3. A second strategy for mitigating congestion at the entrance stations would be to dedicate the beaver
meadows entrance to bear lake traffic, with its reservation-induced long waits, and leave the Fall River
entrance to all other park traffic. This is never considered anywhere in the EA.

4. Neither does the analysis consider restoring a dedicated lane and the automatic gate at the Beaver
Meadow entrance station for park pass holders, park personnel, inholder residents and shuttles (perhaps
also adding gate cards for campers). This would be a low-cost, major boon to those groups without
affecting the 'purpose and need' that the reservation system is trying to address. Where is the analysis of
how many visitors this would affect and whether that would have significant impact on the goal of
limiting park overuse during peak times?
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Correspondence ID: 2421
Date Received: 11/26/2023

Topic Question 1:

Chapter 3, page 27 states that “The timed entry reservation system to the Bear Lake Road Corridor
benefits the quality of life for Estes Park residents due to reduced congestion at peak times”. This is
simply untrue. As an Estes Park resident, I struggle with congestion in town during weekends and
summers. Timed entries into the park DOES NOT reduce congestion in town. If anything, it makes it
worse as visitors hang put in town waiting for their reservation time window to come up. That may be
good for T-shirt and Fudge shops, but that congestion creates problems for residents with places to go and
things to do.

I am an Estes Park resident because I love the park and am a frequent user. The timed reservation system
is TERRIBLE for residents who want to use the park. I can no longer be spontaneous, deciding the night
before to do a long day in the backcountry; and if [ am successful in getting a reservation the night
before, I need to start an extra hour earlier just to get through the entrance station and get to the trailhead.
Whether or not I am using the Bear Lake corridor, the reservations gum up access to the entire park.
Given that you can't be safely above treeline after noon due to summer storms, that makes long summer
dayhikes in the high country nearly impossible.

Comments:

The methodology for assessing 'overall quality of life and .. livability in the area' is flawed. According to
the EA, the National Community Survey was distributed to Estes Park residents in 2011, 2014, 2016,
2018 and 2021. I am an Estes Park resident for 20 years and I have never seen such a survey or had a
chance to make an input. The same is true for all of my friends and neighbors. NONE of us have had any
input into this survey. We would all disagree with the conclusions from that survey that the quality of life
in town has improved between 2018 and 2021. The consensus is that quality of life has seriously
deteriorated due to congestion, visitor overuse, decreased availability/increased cost of housing, etc. The
one thing that made life bearable was access to the park and now the reservation system is taking that
away.

Correspondence ID: 2422
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:
It's hard to comment on your analysis, as most of the time the research team will provide whoever is
funding them the answer they want to hear.

With that said, I live right next to the Park and I'm in the Park a lot. Clearly, there are more people
visiting the Park & more people means more damage to a very limited number of accessible roads and
trails. As the population grows in Colorado & in the US, this problem is not going away. You can make it
difficult to get in, but the reality is, more people are going to come to enjoy one of the most beautiful
places set aside for us to enjoy.

My suggestion is for the Park Service to consider looking for ways to expand access to our Park. For
example, can entrances be added from the Poudre Canyon side of the Park? The Park is huge - how do
we make such a large area more accessible? That will mean building more roads and trails & spreading
out the 4 million plus people over a larger area.
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Correspondence ID: 2423
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:
I-no

2-yes

Comments:

I wish there could be a permit for local Estes Valley residents. I realize the need for the Bear Lake
corridor, but access to other areas in the park would be greatly appreciated. I do not believe the additional
visitation would markedly increase. Maybe to a few year pilot program for that?

Thank you for your consideration.

Correspondence ID: 2424
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:

As a retired Regional Economic Development professional, I am well versed in the dynamics of an
Environmental Impact Study/Analysis. I will not attempt to re-educate myself on the depth and breadth
of the PROCESS......but I would like to comment on an equally important element.....the PEOPLE. For
without both, we would not be in a position to enjoy all that this great country has to offer.

I thank the National Forest Service for all your dedicated staff and support does to ensure the quality of
our experience. You exemplify...”We The People.”

Comments:

Whether a person be blind, crippled, or crazy, or come from outside our boarders, one obligation has
eluded the politicians and elected officials for decades. I am a 3rd generation native and my parent's
ashes are spread atop this dot on our planet. My parents could have chose anywhere to be laid to rest, but
Rocky Mountain National Park was part of their American dream. The joy my family has experience for
generations can only be articulated by my voice as the only remaining member of the - family. My
wife- and I bring my Dad's '69 VW back to the top each year to honor his memory....Mom hated the
damn thing!

So for now, my typed comment is the best I can do to voice my thoughts....and I gladly give it.

For every person that has grown up in Colorado unequivocally shares with me the joy of RMNP. We now
must make our camping reservations 6-months in advance and God help us if we show up 10 minutes
before 1:00pm. Driving across this state with today's traffic is tough enough....try timing it to the
minute.....and there is NO waiting area. My point is that there is more attention being given to the process
(environmental impact study and analysis) than the people.

Selfishly, I must make one small request. Colorado natives have earned respect and privileges. Our
airways are filled with special sectors of our society from military, gender, race, creed, and color. If you
are going to do something good for Rocky Mountain National Park, don't forget the folks who have been
here for generations.

Be well,
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Correspondence ID: 2425
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:

The plan ignores the myriad of detrimental effects of congestion at the park entrances-a direct
consequence of the reservation system. It dismisses improved shuttle bus service, which would help
alleviate congestion, because 'maximizing private vehicle use is more economically feasible'. It does not
take into account the impact of this system on local residents' park access and quality of life.

Comments:

Local residents should have some type of priority access. I know this must somehow be limited, but
certainly anyone living within a short radius of the park entrances (10 miles - 30 miles) should be
considered. Maybe a separate type of pass? express lane?

Correspondence ID: 2426
Date Received: 11/27/2023

We moved here in 2004 because of the beauty and RMNP. Estes Part and RMNP conducted a social
media campain and now both have a problem. You got exactly what you wanted. Record numbers of
visitors spending money.

We (locals) are paying the price. Its really sad, we moved here and cannot visit the park without jumping
through tourist hoops.

Please give local park pass holders access. Even if it's limited to a certain number of visits during the
timed entry season.

Correspondence ID: 2427
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:
We are wondering why the Longs Peak trailhead education permit wasn't included in all of the plans.

The plans don't take into account the effect of the timed entry permit required for Adams Falls and other
areas close to the town of Grand Lake. There should be a different time period for the Grand Lake
entrance, such as 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. The Grand Lake side isn't as busy. The study should indicate how
much traffic is through traffic from Estes Park and how much traffic turns around at the Alpine Visitors
Center.

I didn't see numbers for how much traffic enters from Estes Park side and how much from Grand Lake
side.

The report is heavily focused on the Estes Park side of RMNP.
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Comments:
We are wondering why the Longs Peak trailhead education permit wasn't included in all of the plans.

The plans don't take into account the effect of the timed entry permit required for Adams Falls and other
areas close to the town of Grand Lake. There should be a different time period for the Grand Lake
entrance, such as 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. The Grand Lake side isn't as busy. The study should indicate how
much traffic is through traffic from Estes Park and how much traffic turns around at the Alpine Visitors
Center.

I didn't see numbers for how much traffic enters from Estes Park side and how much from Grand Lake
side.

Those of us who live in Grand Lake and pay real estate taxes for Grand County would like to see a special
free permit for resident use so we can take our visitors to glance at Adams Falls without a timed entry. It's
ridiculous to live so close to the park entrance and not be able to enter at any time. This side of the park
is simply not that busy. Many people don't drive through the park. They enter from Estes and turn around
at Alpine Visitor Center.

Something needs to be done for the locals. I shouldn't need a timed entry permit to walk along Shadow
Mountain Lake or stop for a moment to show Adams Falls to visitors..

Correspondence ID: 2428
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:

I would like to see a few data points on the results of the timed-entry pilot test. How did it affect park use
compared to before the timed-entry existed? Also, I would like to know how many visitors from out of
state were simply unable to get into the park because they could not get permits.

Comments:

I've lived near Estes Park for 20 years and I have done a lot of hiking and backpacking in RMNP, as well
as other national parks. Thanks for allowing the public to comment on this plans! It seems to me that
options A and D are pretty much out of the question - only included for the sake of completeness rather
than as actual options. So that leaves options B and C.

In option C, I really like the idea of requiring an educational permit for anyone planning to hike Longs
Peak. There are always people going up there unprepared. A short video going over the dangers, maybe a
few questions they have to answer to prove they watched it, and maybe signing something stating that
they will follow the best practices outlined. Then they get their permit to go for the peak. I don't think
experienced hikers and climbers would have a problem with this -- they should see the benefit for the
unprepared folks and be willing to spend a few minutes to comply. I think something like this really
should be included in ANY visitor plan that is chosen. This could SAVE LIVES!

That said, I'm not sure I have a clear opinion on whether the all day permit for the rest of the park in
option C is better or the timed-entry permit for the rest of the park in option B is better. I see benefits of
both. I think a lot of visitors would probably like to have the flexibility of arriving anytime that day -
much less stress if they hit heavy traffic or get a flat tire, etc. It would certainly be frustrating to arrive 30
minutes late and not be able to get into the park. So I think many would appreciate that flexibility. But if
having that flexibility means fewer passes are available, then they will sell out quicker, and people will
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not be able to visit at all. So that's sad too. As a local resident, I would probably prefer sticking to the
timed entry because if I'm looking for a last minute entry pass, I'm more likely to get it if more are
available - even if it is at 6 am. I also think the timed-entry cuts down on lines to get in during prime time,
which is better for those visitors.

Finally, I wonder if a shuttle bus only plan has been considered for the Bear Lake Corridor? The system at
Zion is very easy to use and people seem to enjoy it. Since a lot of people who visit RMNP don't hike
very far, a shuttle bus only that allows everyone - even the driver - to enjoy the views, and then moves
them on to a different area of the park after their short hike might be useful. I guess this might require a
larger parking area, but it might be something to consider.

Thanks for taking the time to read my comments!

Correspondence ID: 2429
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:

We are confident studies and analysis have been done for many years, with all considerations made. One
consideration that we are sure has been analyzed is the more safe and effective results for the work force
allowed to perform their very challenging, difficult jobs with less visitor congestion.

Correspondence ID: 2430
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Topic Question 1:
The EA is well presented and informative.

Comments:

During the open house event in Estes Park I made the comment about the Bear Lake sign stating the lot is
full when it is not. A gentleman there too stated that he works with transit and and for parking he is told
that if transit drivers see that there is 25 spaces left then the sign must state the lot is full for a number of
reasons. However, this person also stated that this is inconsistent and I gathered that not everyone follows
this. It is not clear to me if this is a directive or a suggestion from RMNP or if this is only from the transit
services. It is not clear to me if transit and parking is managed by RMNP or is out sourced.

Regardless, if there is a reason the Bear Lake sign states that the Bear Lake parking lot is full when it is
not, then this is one more thing that might be communicated. But based on what I heard it is not entirely
clear.

Also, I have seen the Bear Lake sign state it is full very early in the morning and arriving at the Bear Lake
parking lot was not even close to full.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I support continued timed entry for both Bear Lake and the
rest of the Park.

Thank you
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Correspondence ID: 2431
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Every year I try to make a reservation for my grand kids to hike with no success.. This system is terrible.
We live next to this beautiful park, and can't use it.

Correspondence ID: 2432
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:

I would like to comment on the extremely long lines of cars with engines running that have been lined up
to enter the Park from the East side since the reservation system took effect. NOT GOOD for the
environment or our town.

Is there a way to better manage this problem? I paid for a commuter pass but it takes so long to get into
the Park that it is not really worth using.

Correspondence ID: 2433
Date Received: 11/28/2023

body content

Correspondence ID: 2434
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:
I have no feedback on the accuracy of the environmental analysis. All the concerns identified in the
analysis are things I have seen myself over the years I have visited the park.

Comments:

I support the continuation of the current pilot system of timed entry throughout the entire park
(Alternative B). Prior to timed entry, I saw a lot of bad behavior in the park. People in rental cars or out of
state plates pulled over to the side of Trail Ridge Road, playing in waterfalls that were clearly marked as
restoration zones, people walking all over the tundra, etc. I have seen less of this behavior after the rollout
of the times entry permits. I believe that if someone cares enough to pre-plan and get a timed entry
permit, they typically care more about the park and treat it better. Similar with those people who are
willing to get up at 4am to avoid the timed entry permit. If you're willing to get up before dawn to start a
hike, you're probably not the kind of person who is going to behave badly in the park. I have seen some
people on the internet complaining about the timed entry permits being too difficult to get. I have not had
that experience, and frequent the park on Fridays in the summer and fall months. I have always been able
to get a timed entry permit the night before, it just involves the smallest amount of forethought. In fact,
the early morning times entry permits have allowed for me to explore the Bear Lake area at length, when
previously it's an area I would have avoided due to the typical summer crowding. The timed entry permits
have alleviated that crowding, from my experience. While I don't love the $2 fee every time, as that can
add up over the course of a year, I do understand that there are fees associated with the infrastructure
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required to have a permit system like this. Perhaps those could be subsidized by the greater NPS instead
of faking directly on visitors to Rocky?

However, timed entry permits can't solve all of the bad behavior and crowding issues, and I would like to
see more roaming patrols of law enforcement rangers. I feel like they are few and far between, from what
I have seen. I know that budgets are tight and staffing is always a concern, making it difficult to make
changes in this regard.

I also think the park could provide more information on the website about the shuttle system. I rarely take
the shuttle just because I don't know much about it. What route do I want to take? When does it come? 1
feel like this could be better highlighted on the website to make people more apt to use the shuttle system.
Maybe put on the front page of the website?

Correspondence ID: 2435
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:
The analysis was detailed and very helpful.

Comments:

We used the timed entry system in the fall of 2022 and found the recreation.gov website easy to use and
navigate. We reserved both corridors for three different days. I actually made the reservations when the
system opened and had no trouble getting the days and times we wanted. The process is simple. As senior
lifetime pass holders (since 2010) we are flexible as to scheduling and prefer to visit in the fall. I believe
the current system works very well as opposed to more confusing alternatives that seem designed to
discourage people from using the national parks we own and pay for.

Correspondence ID: 2436
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:

EA is clearly explained and accurate based on my years of visiting RMNP. The need to limit and spread
out daily visitation is well explained. If visitation is not regulated congestion, damage to the resource, and
degradation of the visitor experience will result. Both quantitative and qualitative data are presented to
explain the need for action. I visited twice during the summer of 2023. Timed entry for both the Bear
Lake corridor and the rest of the park promoted a pleasant experience for me and my out-of-state visitors.
Of course I would have been happy to experience even less traffic, but there wasn't any true congestion.
The Bear Lake shuttle greatly enhances the sight seeing and hiking in that corridor; it's nice to disembark
at one trailhead and board at another. In my opinion you should stick with Alternative B--timed entry for
both Bear Lake and the rest of the park.

Comments:

We experienced something like Alternative D at Arches a few years ago. It was terrible to see the traffic
jams of cars waiting to get in when entry was denied due to capacity being reached. Even if you try to
make people leave and come back, the traffic, congestion, pollution, and frustration or anger would be
unbearable.
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Correspondence ID: 2437
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:
N/A

Comments:

The timed-entry system is terrible. It impacts traffic pattern negatively. It creates congestion because all
the individuals with permits for the next time entry block line up in front of the gate. It creates not only
dangerous conditions but utter confusion for those who want to enter the park with a permit for the
current time block. In addition to paying park entry fees, now we are asked to pay additional “fees” to
enter our national parks. It affects individuals of low socioeconomic status negatively. It is ridiculous.
Planning, especially for international visitors is also negatively impacted by this system. It also impacts
residents in the local area negatively. It is a terrible system all around, and I hope you will consider
eliminating it.

Correspondence ID: 2438
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:

I do question the accuracy of the assement's claim of damage to trails, wildlife impact, erosion, and
damage to archeological sites. I have been a frequent visitor of the Bear Lake corridor and trail system
since my early teenage years (2000's). Anecdotely, I have observed very little damage to trails, widening,
or increased erosion over this time. I can even comfirm several areas via old photographs I have taken
compared to present day. As for wildlife impact, if anything, I've observed an increase in wildlife activity
in the Bear Lake system. Indeed, many species such as moose and ptarmigan were unheard of to see
20yrs ago. Now they can be seen nearly every outing. Likewise, deer, elk, marmot, snowshoe hare, and
pika are all encountered far more frequently than in years past. I see no evidence, again anecdotally, that
the busiest area of the park is having any long-term negative impact on wildlife population levels.

However, where I do agree with the assessment is in road traffic and parking lot congestion. Those two
metrics have become a noticeable issue in recent years.

I reconcile these points with the observation that many visitors that I encounter largely only hike 1-2mi
from the trail head (i.e. Alberta Falls). The parking areas and roads are congested, yet only the first mile
or two of trail is seeing the increased traffic.

Comments:

First I'd like to say that [ was born in Fort Collins. These mountains and Rocky Mountain National Park
are my home. My first visit to RMNP was as a toddler, and I try to come back to visit nearly every week.
I've hiked nearly every trail and photographed every lake, peak, or critter at one point or another. The
Park is very important to me as my escape and mental reset from a busy city workweek.

With that said, the current timed entry permit system has ruined my favorite part of my home state of
Colorado. It is nearly impossible for me to get a permit during the months it's in effect. Due to the nature
of my job, I do not have predictable days off. Ilearn my work schedule about 1 month in advance, and by
that time, all permits are regularly sold out.
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In this way, the system unfairly discriminates against locals who want to spend their day off enjoying the
beauty of their home state. I have to plan months ahead of time in order to get a permit.

Because of this, my vistorship to the park has dropped from almost weekly pre-2020 to only 3 times for
this entire year (2023). I am incredibly saddened and dismayed of the Park Service's continued enactment
of the permit process, and it's a big reason I no longer support the Park Service by buying an annual pass.

While I understand the concern of traffic and crowded parking lots, I do not feel environmental impact is
a significant problem in my own observation. I also don't feel increased vistorship is to be looked at in
the negative, nor should vistors be turned away and punished for wanting to enjoy the natural resources
we have. Case in point, American youth are at an inflection point. We are in the midst of seeing the
highest levels of mental disorders, suicides, depression, anxiety, drug use, violence etc. Kids need to be
welcomed and encouraged to get out and explore the world around them again and get off social media
and electronic devices. We shouldn't be turning families away because some gravel and dirt is wearing.

The The National Park Service's mission is to preserve “the natural and cultural resources and values of
the National Park System for the enjoyment, education, and inspiration of this and future generations.”
How can it continue to meet this mission if we police who can enter to enjoy, learn, and be inspired?

The road and parking issues can be solved with additional lot options, shuttles, long-term widening
projects.

I would strongly advocate for a return to a non-controlled entry system park-wide (pre-2020). At the very
least, locals with a state ID should be exempted or allowed a sperate system to make it so we can still
enjoy the reason we live here.

Correspondence ID: 2439
Date Received: 11/28/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes

Comments:
In regards to the access to bear lake from 5am to 6 pm

Why not make the access from 5 am to 4pm? When I've been in the park late in the day there are plenty
of parking spots around the 4 pm time frame. The local people know where to go and we usually get an
early permit so we can get a hike in before the crowds

Most people are finished hiking by 4 pm and are ready to go home. The locals know that there is still
plenty of light available to get in hike starting at 4 pm. Especially as the days get shorter as the summer
fades. At 6pm it gets dark earlier and earlier as the season winds down

Try moving the bear lake access from 5-6pm to 5-4pm

Thanks
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Correspondence ID: 2440
Date Received: 11/29/2023

Topic Question 1:
(1) yes, see comments below.

(2) yes, see comments below.

Comments:

The Purpose and Needs section of the plan specifically states that more than 23 percent of visitors are part
of full time residents of adjacent communities, and more than 26 percent of visitors are from within
Colorado. And yet the plan does not address the local visitor experience separately from all visitors.
Therefore the plan is flawed and unintentionally discriminates against the majority of park visitors, and
instead is tailored to ward visitors from out of town and out of state. These visitor needs are vastly
different.

Thus, the purpose and needs of the plan are not met by the current Plan. Additional analysis is clearly
needed to evaluate the "local" visitor experience and determine if additional or alternative methods should
be considered and adopted which would better serve the majority of Park users, protect the Park
resources, and fulfill the Purpose and Needs statement.

The Purpose and Needs statement identifies many users, including for example climbers, mountaineers,
and hikers who need to be able to access trailheads and trails at an early hour in order to recreate safely,
and yet the document is focused on a 'typical, out of state tourist' touring the Park in a passenger vehicle.
In this way the Plan fails to meet the Purpose and Needs that it purports to address.

The interim Timed Entry Program also fails to meet the Purpose and Needs statement by not addressing
traffic congestion that occurs as vehicles wait in que at entrance stations for access. Wait times can be in
excess of an hour, with vehicles idling as they wait. The issue is exacerbated by adding another entry
station on the Bear Lake road at which vehicles again que and idle while waiting for a duplicate
verification of permit. These clearly impact the fragile environment, wildlife, and the visitor experience,
and yet they are not addressed in any substantive way in the document.

No changes are proposed to the current bus shuttle system, which contributes significantly to the
congestion. Forcing or encouraging people to drive into the Park, and the Bear Lake in particular in
private vehicles before boarding a shuttle is an impact that needs to be addressed in the Plan. The idea of
park and ride type facilities in adjacent communities instead of inside the Park is dismissed without date
or rationale, simply stating congestion would be increased in those communities. This alternative should
be investigated; there are likely benefits to the communities from such an alternative which could reduce
congestion in those communities and in the Park. Retail tourism could be impacted in a positive way, but
the current plan does not consider such an option.

Correspondence ID: 2441
Date Received: 11/29/2023

Topic Question 1:
Some of language is open to interpretation. “visitors in private vehicles” could mean motorcycles,
bicycles, hikers, shuttle riders are NOT required to have timed entry permits.
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Comments:
I am in favor of exempting human-powered transportation from timed entry permit requirements.
Reduced resource impact, noise, parking, etc.

A discussion of unmufflered motor vehicles negative impact on visitors' “Park Experience” could be
appropriate. Along with a prohibition?

A case can be made that shuttle riders have a reduced impact on travel corridors and therefore are exempt
from the timed entry permit requirement.

Correspondence ID: 2442
Date Received: 11/30/2023

Topic Question 1:

The main flaw in the approach is that it seems to pre-suppose that letting people visit without restriction
would be more detrimental than is the reality. If the reservation system were applied to parking
specifically, and shuttles ran people in and out without restriction, it would have restroom impact and
some early (first 1.5 miles of each?) trail impact. But that is minor and easily mitigated with fewer
resources than currently being used to keep people out...

Comments:

The mission of the national parks is to preserve for the enjoyment of current and future generations. The
bias over the past several years has been to keep people out, rather than manage the impact people have
rather than minimizing impact by keeping them out.

My suggestion would be to use the reservation system for parking in the park. Then run shuttles of
people in and out without limit. Bathroom and early trail (first 1.5 miles) would have impact, but could
casily be mitigated and managed with the same or fewer resources than what are currently being used to
keep people out.

Living in Estes Park, visitor comments are overwhelmingly negative, that they can't let their kids see
nature, that they can't believe a paid reservation is required to walk on a trail in a national park paid for by
their tax dollars, and for which they have a pass.

The recent decisions seem motivated more by ease of administration and staffing rather than by doing
what it takes to accomplish the mission of letting people enjoy this national treasure. And accomplishing
the mission could easily be accomplished without additional costs over what is spent now—turning the
emphasis from using resources to keep people out, to managing the impact (shuttles in and out,
bathrooms, early trail upkeep).

My extended family and I have been long term (gererational!) supporters of RMNP. We no longer give
financially, and will not resume until/unless the emphasis switches to allowing the open, unlimited access
to someone who comes to see the natural beauty of this area—as was the intention when the park was
formed.
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Correspondence ID: 2443
Date Received: 11/30/2023

Topic Question 1:
The analysis and plan do not address the need for local residents to use U.S. Highway 34 (Trail Ridge
road) to move between Larimer, Boulder, and Grand counties.

Comments:
Increase in fees for the COMMUTER PASS is unwarranted and unfair to local residents.

A major impact of the timed entry reservation system on local residents is the loss of the ability to freely
use U.S. Highway 34 to move between the east and west sides of the park. In our case, we have family in
both Boulder and Grand counties, and we often travel to Grand County and beyond to camp.

The commuter pass is a reasonable solution for this need. When we got one several years ago, the admin
fee was $25, and the pass was good for three years. NOW, however, you have INCREASED THE
ADMIN FEE to $80.00, and you limit the pass to two years. This increase cannot be justified and imposes
an unreasonable restriction on use of a U.S. highway for its intended purpose.

While I understand the need to better distribute access to RMNP, those of us who live here--and do so
largely because of the park--are impacted far more than weekly visitors. Please don't make it worse with
this unreasonable and unjustifiable fee increase.

Correspondence ID: 2444
Date Received: 11/30/2023

You state a permanent reservation system. I assume permanent does not mean year-round. The current end
date in mid-October and starting Memorial Day weekend is adequate to meet your environmental
analysis. | have been to bear lake and glacier gorge parking lots during late October and November 2023,
and they are not even half full. Also there should be some consideration for local residents living year-
round in the Estes Valley. For us with senior passes and other annual passes, the cost for a reservation
should not be more than $2, in fact there should be an allowance (or free) for pass holders. Otherwise, we
will spend more for reservations than the cost of the annual pass. Just 10 reservations per month at
$2/reservation would be $100. At $4 it would be $200!

Correspondence ID: 2445
Date Received: 12/01/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead. Thank you.

Correspondence ID: 2446
Date Received: 12/01/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) The analsis I feel is very through and well written. It's a bit long to keep people reading who are highly
emotional about this topic. Not sure there is a summary document or bulleted document that would help
them however.

2) I think you are doing a great job with the document, meetings, and videos.

Comments:

With the increase in visitation the park has no alternative but to manage access. There is still spontaneity
with the reservation hours between 9 and 3. The reservation system is not new, the Denver Museum of
Nature and Science has been doing timed entries for years before Rocky started. I personally love the
managed access as I hadn't realized how un-fun the park had become until visitation was managed. Keep
itup! :0)

Correspondence ID: 2447
Date Received: 12/01/2023

Topic Question 1:

There are little data to comment on. There are no data on funding, no detailed data on visitor density
maps, and no data on density vs. time of day or time of year. On a broad basis, your analysis and your
alternatives seem well grounded, with some misgivings that I detail below.

Comments:

I moved to Estes Park to be able to visit the Park when I like. Your reservation system has caused me a
lot of grief. I realize that visitor population has grown out of bounds, and the reservation system is one
egalitarian way to deal with it. I agree that the Bear Lake corridor must be treated differently than the rest
of the Park. I plan to use other areas as much as possible.

As aresident of Estes Park, I have to put up with the influx of visitors and their traffic on a daily basis.
Store shelves are depleted when I want to shop, and restaurants which I rarely eat at are full to
overflowing during the tourist season, making it difficult to eat out when I do want to.

I wish there were a way to make it easier for local residents to enter the Park during tourist season. We
put up with so much during these times, and the Park is our only respite. This was my major reason for
retiring here.
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Correspondence ID: 2448
Date Received: 12/02/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2449
Date Received: 12/02/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2450
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2451
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2452
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2453
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2454
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As a visitor who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2455
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2456
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2457
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead. I actually don't like the timed entry system
but I see it's necessity.

Correspondence ID: 2458
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2459
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2460
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2461
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2462
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2463
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2464
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2465
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2466
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2467
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2468
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

112



Correspondence ID: 2469
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2470
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2471
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2472
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2473
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2474
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2475
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2476
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2477
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2478
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2479
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2480
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2481
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2482
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2483
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2484
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2485
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2486
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2487
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2488
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2489
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who lives near and cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a
permanent timed-entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park, and I appreciate this
opportunity to be part of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2490
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2491
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2492
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2493
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2494
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2495
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2496
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2497
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2498
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2499
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2500
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2501
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2502
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2503
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2504
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2505
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2506
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2507
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2508
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2509
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2510
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2511
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Something has to be done- its not going to fix itself!

Correspondence ID: 2512
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2513
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2514
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2515
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2516
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2517
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2518
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2519
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2520
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2521
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2522
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2523
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

First come first serve doesn't work anymore.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2524
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.
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With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2525
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2526
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2527
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2528
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2529
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2530
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2531
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2532
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a sustainable relationship with humans for many years! And, our
efforts will be witnessed by our young people and our children as we continue the battle to protect our
planet... from US! We are of course, the worst invasive species on the planet. It's time to begin changing
our ways!!

Correspondence ID: 2533
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.
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I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2534
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2535
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2536
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2537
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2538
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2539
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As a former park ranger at of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-entry
reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part of the
solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2540
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2541
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2542
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2543
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2544
Date Received: 12/03/2023

I appreciate this opportunity to be part of the solution for this special place.

The Park experienced a 44% increase in visitors from 2012 to 2019. In 2021, the Park received 4.4
millions visits. I support a permanent timed-entry reservation system to address overcrowding in Rocky
Mountain National Park.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

Without systems in place, overcrowding could continue to degrade natural and cultural resources, increase
visitor and staff safety concerns, and create a heavy strain on the Park's facilities and ability to perform
daily operations. With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2545
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2546
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2547
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2548
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2549
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2550
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2551
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2552
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2553
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2554
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2555
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2556
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2557
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2558
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2559
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2560
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2561
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2562
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2563
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2564
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2565
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2566
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2567
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2568
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2569
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2570
Date Received: 12/03/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2571
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2572
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2573
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2574
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2575
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2576
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2577
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2578
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2579
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2580
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2581
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2582
Date Received: 12/04/2023

Life is Sacred.

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2583
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2584
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As a resident of northwest Montana, I have been able to observe just how well the ticketed entry system
Glacier National Park) has reduced congestion and made the park experience better for every visitor.

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2585
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2586
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2587
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2588
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2589
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who has visited RMNP and is concerned about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park,
I support a permanent timed-entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I
appreciate this opportunity to be part of the solution for this special place.
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Anything that improves the visitor experience, provides more reliable access to parking and facilities,
increases interaction with park rangers, provides less obstructed views and easier access to signature
experiences or other points of interest is highly important.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2590
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2591
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.
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I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2592
Date Received: 12/04/2023

The permit system as it has been the past few years works pretty good with one exception.

I suggest changing the bear lake corridor hours from 5-6pm to 5-4pm. I've been hiking up and around the
bear lake area for many years and I always see the cars emptying out around the 4 pm time frame. Most
visitors are ready to head back at that time and get cleaned up and have supper somewhere. Some even
need transit time to get back to the valley. Not opening the bear lake corridor till 6 pm pretty much leaves
everyone else out as far as say getting a chance to hike up to mills lake while it is still daylight. Why not
try the 4pm instead of 6. It wouldn't hurt to try that would it?

Correspondence ID: 2593
Date Received: 12/04/2023

Topic Question 1:

We have a home now in Estes Park; our primary residence remains in Nebraska. In our 30 years of
visiting Rocky Mountain National Park, we have observed so much of what your analysis describes in
terms of increased use of the park - and a concomitant increase in parking and trail congestion, not to
mention inappropriate behavior by visitors. Your explanation of the alternatives and analysis is quite
readable and clear.

Correspondence ID: 2594
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.
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With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2595
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2596
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2597
Date Received: 12/04/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2598
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2599
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

168



Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2600
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2601
Date Received: 12/05/2023

Topic Question 1:

The EA does not consider how to incentivize shuttle usage to ease congestion and crowding, which is a
major issue at the parking lots along the Bear Lake corridor. None of the alternatives consider how to
integrate park entry reservations with shuttle usage, a missed opportunity to incentivize shuttle usage and
ease congestion. Nor do they consider how increased shuttle usage could enhance the visitor experience
and allow flexibility for spontaneous park visits.

Comments:

Overcrowding, congestion and overuse is a major problem along the Bear Lake corridor. Reservations and
timed entries can mitigate this at mid-day when there is peak demand, but that increases congestion and
wait times at entrance stations, does not solve parking problems at Bear Lake and Glacier Gorge & makes
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spontaneous visits impossible for local residents. In addition, the $2 fee for reserving both entrance tickets
and hiker shuttle tickets @recreation.gov can add up to hundreds of dollars for local families over the
course of a season.

The shuttle busses present an opportunity to reduce passenger vehicle overcrowding, congestion at
entrance stations and parking lots, emissions, etc. but there is currently little incentive for to use the
shuttles, and requiring reservations for the shuttles is a powerful dis-incentive. RMNP should run pilot
programs for incentives to increase shuttle usage. For instance, get rid of requirement for reservations to
use shuttles. Set aside some timed entries each day for those who enter the park on shuttles, with those
entry tickets handed out as visitors board the shuttle and/or pay their park entrance fee before boarding
the shuttle. Make sure that shuttles do not wait in traffic at the entrance stations. Make sure there are
enough shuttles to handle demand so that shuttle waits are less than 15 min. Transfer budget from parking
and traffic maintenance and control to shuttles. Market the shuttles as Hop-on-Hop-off opportunity to see
the park at your own pace without the hassles of reservations and parking. Coordinate shuttle service with
Estes Park Visitor shuttles, bustang, etc. to make transferring quick, easy and seamless.

As a local user, I would definitely use shuttles if I could avoid congestion at entrance stations and parking
lots, especially if I could get a timed entry ticket as a reward for using the shuttle. In return for the
flexibility for through hikes, and service from the end of my road to the trailhead, I'd happily wait 15-30
min to board a shuttle.

For out-of-town visitors, it would also be attractive to stash their car at the town visitor center and ride a
shuttle, IF the shuttle waits were within reason and if it saved hassles of reservations, etc.

Correspondence ID: 2602
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2603
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2604
Date Received: 12/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
Questions

1) Page E-1. Why is the statement "Park staff dismissed a standalone intelligent transportation system as
an alternative because it would not meet the purpose and need for taking action and due to the economic
infeasibility of the significant infrastructure improvements that would be required with limited
effectiveness." not found until page E-1? During the webinar on November 8, it was mentioned during the
Q&A that no plans to add infrastructure were part of the Plan.

2) Page 1-1, why use 2010 as the beginning baseline for the discussion of the number of visitors. The
Great Recession was ending in 2010 depressing travel and attendance. Why was 2007 not used to
determine the baseline before the Great Recession?

3) Page 1-5 states, "Highly concentrated visitor use in key destinations leads to the development of
visitor-created trails, widening of existing trails, and impacts on soil, vegetation, and water quality."

Why not promote other trailheads to draw visitors away from the Bear Lake Corridor? If 41% of visitors
are primarily hiking, many other areas could see additional visitors but require additional infrastructure at
the trailheads to manage additional visitors, e.g., MacGregor Ranch, Cow Creek, Lily Lake, Longs Peak,
Wild Basin, and Allenspark, to spread out visitors.

4) Page 1-5 states, "concentrated vehicle use impacts historic resources, particularly the historic road
networks and landscapes that were designed for much lower volumes of use. For example, constant two-
way traffic on narrow gravel roads can impact roadside vegetation, contribute to soil compaction, and
damage historic resources." Why is there emphasis on gravel roads when there is only one 2 way road that
is narrow leading to a trailhead — Wild Basin? Please explain in the final plan.
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5) Page 1-5 states, "Vehicle volume leads to traffic delays and greater demand than is available for
parking at popular destinations." However, there is no discussion in the plan on expanding the shuttle
service and parking at the park-and-ride parking lot or park headquarters which would reduce vehicle
volume. Please explain in the final plan.

6) Page 1-6 states, "Park staff cannot provide a range of educational opportunities for visitors, perform
natural and cultural resource protection, conduct restoration activities, and perform basic maintenance on
roads and other park facilities due to traffic and parking volumes in developed arecas because staff either
cannot access areas or are pulled from their duties to manage congestion." Then footnote 3 states, "Since
2013, the park has seen a decrease (-13%) in the number of permanent and seasonal employees."

This appears to be a false argument, blaming the inability to perform the services in Rocky Mountain
National Park due to traffic and parking volumes while staffing has been reduced by 13%.

7) Page 2-1 — Variable message signs. Attempting to provide information on the variable message signs
along Highway 34 and 36 before they intersect just past Lake Estes is too late to change the visitors'
behavior of those living in Colorado's Front Range. The notification of Front Range residents that area
closures are in effect, parking is not available, or that a timed entry permit for entrance is not effective if
the notification is in the Estes Valley. The notification needs to be provided along Highway 34 in
Loveland and Highway 36 in Lyons along with the emergency radio numbers that are present along
Highways 34 and 36..

8) Page 2-3 map with Day Use Zones. An explanation of the Proposed Day Use Zones needs to
accompany the map on page 2-3. They are not explained until page 3-38.

9) Page 2-5. Is the reason that the Bear Lake corridor begins immediately after turning off Highway 36
(Trail Ridge Road) just past the Beaver Meadows Entrance instead of past the road to the Moraine Park
Campground because campers in Moraine Park and hikers at the Fern Lake and Cub Lake Trailheads can
access the Bear Lake Corridor through the shuttle without a timed entry permit? Please explain in final
report.

10) Page 2-7 states, "Reservations would be made available to the public for purchase using a variety of
time frames, from several months in advance to night before or day of sales." We find it unrealistic to use
the current recreation.gov model for visits to RMNP where a majority of permits are available 30 to 62
days before use unless you have lodging reservations. For visitors from Colorado's Front Range planning
a day trip to RMNP one to two months before the visit is unrealistic. Especially when the system does not
provide an option to cancel a reservation.

11) Page 2-8 states, "Operation and management of the reservation system would be funded through an
expanded amenity fee associated with each reservation. The expanded amenity fee would cover both the
cost of operating and managing the reservation system, as well as any fees associated with the
Recreation.gov platform." Why not come out and say the timed entry fee will be increasing rather than
burying it in a footnote? This should also explain how little, if anything, of the fee comes back to RMNP.

12) Page 2-9. Alternative B. Why would the Longs Peak timed entry begin at 9 am? I find the graph on
page D-11 misleading. The graph and its description fail to define the period covered. From my
experience, during the period from mid-July through mid-September the Longs Peak Trailhead parking
lot is usually full by 5 am and timed entry permits are not checked.
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13) Page 2-9. Alternative B. Does the Park plan an entrance station at the East Portal and Lumpy Ridge
trailheads to manage timed entry access from 8-10 am etc. as implied? This seems like a poor use of
staffing when staffing has been decreased by 13%.

14) Page 2-10. Alternative C. Daily reservations in a window (e.g. 9-3) will cause the same issue as the
timed entry permit system used in 2000 to 2023 — huge peaks of those attempting to enter immediately
before the window begins with long backups and delays at the entrance stations in the 30 minutes before
window day use window would begin.

15) Page 2-11. Alternative C. The Longs Peak Trailhead discussion needs to be expanded to explain what
the "required educational permit" will be. With the optimal time to begin a Longs Peak climb will
climbers be required to attend a class before arriving at the trailhead such as what happens in Denali
National Park?

16) Page 2-11. Alternative D. Where will the notice of closure be? Before Big Thompson Canyon on
highway 34, in Lyons on highway 36? If the notice of the closure doesn't occur until you are in the Estes
Valley on highways 34 or 35, those who can't enter RMNP will crowd into other recreational areas —
effectively moving the crowd from one jurisdiction (RMNP) to another (USFS, Estes Park, etc.)!

17) Page 2-12. Alternative D. Expecting those heading to RMNP to check social media or call the park
information line to find out about possible closures is unrealistic since in both the highway 34 and 36
corridors there is not good cell phone connectivity.

18) Page 3-3 states, "For instance, in 2023, visitors may enter the majority of the park via any entrance
station before 9:00 a.m. or after 2:00 p.m. without a reservation from May 26 to October 22. This access
maintains a level of spontaneity and flexibility for visitor access, particularly for visitors who live or are
staying nearby." This situation in 2023 caused those who had Bear Lake Corridor permits to enter
between 8 and 10 to face exceeding long lines at the entrance stations. The Bear Lake timed entry permit
time ranges should be coordinated with the rest of the park's time entry. For example, if the Bear Lake
corridor has a 8-10 range the rest of the park time entry period should also be 8-10.

19) Page 3-6 Longs Peak. The discussion of the visitor access, use, and experience for those using the
Longs Peak Trailhead fails to discuss the fact from mid-July to mid-September the parking lot fills before
sunrise to accommodate those climbing the peak. Why can't the 20-spot Longs Peak Campground be
converted to a parking lot to remove parking along the entrance road while making parking spots
available for those not climbing Longs Peak?

20) Page 3-12 discussion of shoulder season and winter. Please answer the question if timed entry is
expanded to the shoulder season or the winter, how will the number of permits be determined if shuttles
are not available due to the condition of the Bear Lake Road?

21) Page 3-13, please explain the following statement as it does not make sense that RMNP is measuring
hourly visitors hiking from 11:00 PM to 1:00 pm. "However, in July 2022, the average number of hourly
visitors hiking the trail exceeded 40 people from 11:00 p.m. to 1:00 p.m."

22) Page 3-14. Alternative C. Please explain the statement, "there is less likely to be pulsing visitation to
key destinations in the park compared to the no-action alternative." If the primary means of transportation
in the Bear Lake Corridor is the shuttle how can there be less pulsing visitation?

23) Page 3-15. Alternative D. "Research suggests that during the 2017 Bear Lake Road Corridor closures,
approximately 21% of turned away vehicles returned at another time while 9% left the park (Wesstrom et

173



al. 2021)." Please explain what the remaining 70% who were turned around did if they didn't return later.
Did they leave disappointed that they could not visit a National Park or were not overnight visitors?
Please explain in final plan.

24) Page 3-20. Socioeconomics of Gateway Communities. "Results from the socioeconomic monitoring
report (Otak, Inc. 2023) indicate that lodging outside of the park (e.g., hotels, cabins, vacation rentals)
was the primary accommodation in the local area (74% of overnight visitors to the park), followed by
camping in the park (10% of overnight visitors)." Please explain where the remaining 16% stayed.

25) Page 3-24. Please explain the statement, "Discussions with representatives from the Town of Estes
Park and the Town of Lyons indicate that the reservation system aided with the traffic congestion they
experienced before 2020." Do you mean that congestion was reduced or was it increased? Please clarify
in the final report.

26) Page 3-27, what documentation is available to support this statement? "The timed entry reservation
system to the Bear Lake Road Corridor benefits the quality of life for Estes Park residents due to reduced
congestion at peak times, but the system also creates more consistent visitation patterns by dispersing
visitor use throughout days, weeks, and months." Our experience is that congestion in Estes Park has not
been reduced. We frequently avoid downtown Estes by entering through the Fall River Entrance even
when we have a Bear Lake Corridor permit, or use the Mary's Lake Road to avoid downtown Estes.

27) Page 3-30. Alternative D. Please change "may" to "will" in the following statement. "The reservation
system for the Bear Lake Road Corridor may cause visitor displacement to the rest of the park." In my
experience patrolling the Lily Mountain trail for the USFS Canyon Lakes Ranger District as a member of
the ﬁ Volunteers, my experience is that displacement happens. Many of the visitor
contacts on the Lily Mountain trail indicate they are on the Lily Mountain trail because they cannot access
RMNP due to the enforced timed entry permit system.

28) Page 3-37. Please explain the following statement with examples of alpine areas accessed from the
Bear Lake Road Corridor, "Implementing reservations for the Bear Lake Road Corridor across the action
alternatives is expected to have a long-term beneficial impact on alpine tundra in two primary ways. In
the park's most popular alpine tundra locations accessible from the Bear Lake Road Corridor, timed entry
reservations would help distribute use and impacts rather than concentrate use to only a few hours each
day. In areas that currently have little or no recreational impacts, timed entry reservations would assist in
maintaining the current conditions of these areas (i.e., 2020-2023)." If the timed entry permit system is in
place and the primary means of transportation is the shuttle how will that distribute use? Every time a
shuttle arrives at a trailhead there is a pulse of visitation. In addition, are RMNP's most popular alpine
tundra locations accessed from the Bear Lake Corridor, should this say Trail Ridge Road instead of Bear
Lake Corridor?

29) Page 3-38. Please explain how millions of annual visitors will recreate in the tundra from the Bear
Lake Corridor. This statement does not seem plausible, "Visitation from millions of annual visitors
recreating the alpine tundra environment in these fragile areas would continue to cause trampling and
compaction and would likely expand areas of bare ground. While timed entry reservations for the Bear
Lake Road Corridor are expected to decrease visitor impacts on the alpine environment, they would not
eliminate adverse impacts." Should this reference be to Trail Ridge Road and not the Bear Lake Corridor?

30) Page 3-38 refers to three visitor day-use zones. Please include a map in the final document which
shows the three zones.
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31) Page 3-3. Please explain, "However, research suggests that visitation during other seasons would
increase and that the timed entry system did not strongly impact annual visitation (Bioeconomics and
RRC Associates 2023)." And "However, similar to the preferred alternative, research suggests that
visitation during other seasons would increase and that the timed entry system did not strongly impact
annual visitation (Bioeconomics and RRC Associates 2023)." It does not seem plausible that visitation
would increase in the tundra in other seasons, when timed entry is not in place, since the Trail Ridge Road
is closed.

32) Page 3-43. Please provide examples with the following statement and explain which permits are
discussed — backcountry camping or timed entry permits. "Prior to implementing the permits, some
wilderness lakeshores were becoming highly degraded from camping activities. When park managers
implemented the permit system, lakeshore vegetation conditions improved."

33) Page 3-45. Common to Alternatives B, C, and D. Please explain the following statement, "A primary
goal of the action alternatives is to manage visitation so that many people arriving at one time at highly
used areas does not cause visitors to begin dispersing." Isn't the primary goal of the action alternatives to
manage visitation so that many people arriving at one time at highly used areas begin dispersing?

34) Page 3-49. Comparative Conclusion Across Alternatives. Please explain the following statement, "In
the park's most popular locations, timed entry reservations would help concentrate use and impacts." Isn't
the purpose of timed entry reservations to disperse, not concentrate, use and impacts?

35) Page 3-55. Alternative B. Can you please explain how timed entry benefits when shuttles drop off
large quantities of hikers at one time? The following statement "In general, a timed entry reservation
system would result in fewer visitors on wilderness trails at one time, thus increasing opportunities for
solitude and the ability for visitors to reach their desired location, which improves unconfined recreation."

36) Page 3-58. Trends and Planned Actions. "However, the intensity of visitor numbers and visitor use in
one place at one time has gradually, yet noticeably, trampled and lay bare vegetation in alpine tundra
environments, as well as lakeshores, streambanks, and other wetland areas in designated Wilderness and
non-wilderness areas. These conditions are expected to continue and even worsen." The problem is the
failure to create structures that keep hikers on the trail, e.g., the Lawn Lake trail where it overlooks the
Roaring River.

37) Page 3-59. Common to Alternatives B, D, and D. There are multiple statements similar to the
following, "The timed entry reservation system distributes visitation throughout the day, reducing the
number of visitors at one time and lessening impacts on natural resources". We don't understand constant
comments that timed entry distributes use, those using the shuttle are not distributed but are pulsed. In
summary, when hiking on the Glacier Gorge trails it is very easy to see when a shuttle has arrived.

Comments:

We support Alternative B with timed entry permits for the Bear Lake Corridor from 5 am to 6 pm and the
non-Bear Lake Corridor from 9 am to 3 pm as long as the beginning of the non-Bear Lake Corridor timed
entry window is at the same time as the one of the Bear Lake Corridor timed entry windows.

Comments

1) Alternatives B, C, and D. Has Park Staff discussed with the USFS Canyon Lakes Ranger District the
impact that timed entry has caused on USFS trails such as the Lily Mountain Trail? I volunteer for the
USFS Canyon Lakes Ranger District with the _ Volunteers and have patrolled the Lily
Mountain Trail since the timed entry was implemented.
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2) Alternative B. The timing of the non-Bear Lake timed entry should be coordinated with one of the Bear
Lake entry patterns. During 2023, the beginning of the non-Bear Lake timed entry began at 9 am during
the middle of the 8-10 am Bear Lake entry. This effectively penalized those with the 8-10 Bear Lake
permits due to the long lines at the entrance stations with those attempting to enter before 9 am when a
permit was required.

3) Page 2-9. Alternative B states, "The timed entry reservation system under this alternative is intended to
distribute visitation more evenly across the park throughout the day, while protecting fundamental
resources and values and managing for desired conditions." Will the Park provide additional promotions
for other locations and trails, i.e. for Kawuneeche Valley, Wild Basin, Longs Peak, Lumpy Ridge, Cow
Creek, Allenspark trailhead, and East Portal, to distribute visitation to these areas?

4) Page 3-4 states that 79% of visitors indicated they hiked during their visit and 41% reported hiking as
their primary activity. This indicates that the plan to disperse hikers should look at making arrival at
trailheads easier as well as having available parking. In recent years, RMNP has eliminated the Allenspark
Trailhead parking which provides access into Wild Basin and reduced the available parking spaces at the
Cow Creek Trailhead further limiting access to trails in the northeast corner of the park. Expansion of
trailhead parking outside the Bear Lake Corridor should be a priority of the park to encourage visitor
dispersion.

5) Page 3-5 indicates that accessing/acquiring the timed entry permits was burdensome or difficult. That
is an understatement. Recreation.gov is one of the worst internet experiences we have ever encountered. It
does not have the capacity to meet peak loads at the beginning of each month when many plan to acquire
their timed entry permit. In addition, recreation.gov does not have the ability to have someone who has
acquired a time entry permit to cancel their permit.

Correspondence ID: 2605
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2606
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2607
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2608
Date Received: 12/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
While I love that the timed-entry reservation system has helped alleviate congestion in the park, it's hurt
locals' ability to go on last minute trips in the grandeur of their own backyard! I would support timed-
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entry for Bear Lake Corridor only, but the rest of the park should remain free to the general public. Timed
entry hurts the working class and those without computers the most.

Comments:

While I love that the timed-entry reservation system has helped alleviate congestion in the park, it's hurt
locals' ability to go on last minute trips in the grandeur of their own backyard! I would support timed-
entry for Bear Lake Corridor only, but the rest of the park should remain free to the general public. Timed
entry hurts the working class and those without computers the most.

Correspondence ID: 2609
Date Received: 12/05/2023

Topic Question 1:
I find the environmental analysis to be accurate and thorough.

Comments:

We support the system in general and Alternative B in particular. We have experienced the harmful
impacts of conditions prior to the implementation of the reservation system, and have benefited from the
system during its implementation. It is a great relief to predictably enter the park and go where we want
to go, with reasonable confidence that we can park and enjoy various areas. The other alternatives have
severe drawbacks. A daily reservation (alternative C) would result in excess use in the middle of the day.
Closures (alternative D) would remove the predictability and result in long, wasteful, and polluting
queues. It is very unlikely that we would visit the park at all under alternative D, and not very likely that
we would visit under alternative A.

Correspondence ID: 2610
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2611
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2612
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2613
Date Received: 12/05/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2614
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2615
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2616
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2617
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2618
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2619
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2620
Date Received: 12/06/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2621
Date Received: 12/07/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2622
Date Received: 12/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
Yes, with the exception of data of use for Longs Peak.

Comments:

Are there any plans for accommodating or permitting high altitude climbers, as they would require
specific early hours to be able to complete their climbs. It seems that a permit system would also help the
Park to track lost or injured climbers.
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Correspondence ID: 2623
Date Received: 12/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
1) No - adequate information was provided

2)Yes, with regards to effects or accommodations for early climbers and avoiding adverse summer
afternoon conditions.

Comments:
Option B seems the most logical option, as it disperses visitors most effectively. As mentioned above I
would like to know or see an option to separately permit Longs Peak Climbers.

Correspondence ID: 2624
Date Received: 12/07/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2625
Date Received: 12/07/2023

Topic Question 1:

I have been visiting RMNP for the past 21 years, and that entire time I have lived no farther than a 2 hour
drive from one of the park entrances, much of that time within 5 miles from the Grand Lake entrance.
While I understand that park visits have increased in that time, I believe that the current timed entry
permit system goes too far. Can you please reconsider the date range of the permit use? For example,
end the permit requirement for weekdays after Labor Day. During September - and especially October -
the number of visitors in Grand Lake falls to a very small level during the week. As this time of year
offers wonderful weather, there are days during the work-week that I would like to visit the park but I do
not have a permit. Then I log into the system and there are no permits available. I don't know if people
buy the permits and then do not show up, or maybe they all enter via the Estes Park side, but I know that
the volume of people entering from Grand Lake is very small.
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Thank you for your consideration.

Correspondence ID: 2626
Date Received: 12/07/2023

Topic Question 1:
I've seen the degradation of careless trail users. There are too many people in too small an area.

Comments:
I support the timed entry program. There are so many people in the Park these days that it's degrading the
natural environment we all came to see. Preservation should take precedence over recreation.

Correspondence ID: 2627
Date Received: 12/08/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2628
Date Received: 12/08/2023

In the past, we had a Commuter Permit to utilize Highway 34 traveling through Rocky Mountain National
Park between our property in Larimer County to our property in Grand County. Due to recent changes
only listing specific cities in Larimer County, we were unable to renew that permit. We are sure that the
intent was to allow Larimer County residents to commute between Larimer county and Grand county.

But in our case, and probably in other cases, even though we reside in Larimer County we have a Windsor
mailing address which was not included in the permit program. We would request that Windsor residents
living in Larimer County and owning property in Grand County be included in the Commuter Permit
Program.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Correspondence ID: 2629
Date Received: 12/08/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2630
Date Received: 12/08/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2631
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2632
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2633
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2634
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2635
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.
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I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2636
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2637
Date Received: 12/09/2023

Topic Question 1:
More detail needs to be provided on how outlying areas and hike-in access will be handled.

Comments:

I am writing to request that outlying trailheads such as the North Inlet and East Inlet trailheads in Grand
Lake and the Longs Peak and Wild Basin trailheads on the east side of the park not be included in the
permit system. Since these trailheads are not behind an entrance station, there is no one to check permits
unless rangers are specifically stationed there to do that. The Grand Lake trailheads and the Wild Basin
trailhead receive much lower use than trailheads inside the main part of the park where the capacity issues
are. On trips to Grand Lake the last few years, I have been extremely frustrated not to be able to hike from
the East Inlet trailhead because I was unable to get a timed entry permit, even though the trailhead
parking lot was nearly empty. It makes no logical sense for these outlying trailheads to require a timed
entry permit like the main part of the park does, and I ask that the final management plan exempt them
from any permit requirements.
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Likewise, since the main capacity concerns are regarding car parking, it makes no sense to require hike-in
or bike-in access to have a timed entry permit. Timed entry requirements in all areas should only apply to
car access, and people should be able to walk or bike into the park at any time without a permit.

Correspondence ID: 2638
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2639
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2640
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I partily support a permanent
timed-entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest. On the negative side, reservations only type of
system takes away any spontenaity for going to visit the park without a far-ranging plan ahead of time.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, as long as it includes a minimum number of non-
reservation entries per day for drive-ups so that there is some option and flexibility for folks wanting to
visit the park, which would provide visitors with two timed entry reservation options: one for the Bear
Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

Correspondence ID: 2641
Date Received: 12/09/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2642
Date Received: 12/09/2023

My response is to the timed entry. I have been visiting RMNP since 1993. I stay in Estes Park 2-3 times a
year. Since the timed entry began I have visited the park only once because this system does not work.
The reservation system is not easily accessible. When my extended family visited and we had three
carloads of people, it took an hour to get thru to someone on the phone (website didn't work) to make my
reservation which I did for my car only. The woman on the phone refused to make a reservation for my
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other family members' cars and said I had to call back. I tried but was on hold for an hour and never got
thru. And that was just for car two with yet another call needing to be made after that. We never did make
a reservation for all three cars because it was impossible. I didn't use the one reservation I paid for since
not everyone in my party could go and I wasted my money. We all just did the drive and went to the
visitor's center at 2.

My family had some people in our party that never had been to CO and we were never able to go hiking
with them in the park for the week we visited as you can't hike at 2. In year's past (like the past 25 years
prior to timed entry) it was a regular occurrence at our family reunions to go hiking. That is no longer
possible with your tedious and non-functional reservation system that will not take group reservations and
makes it too tedious and problematic and seemingly impossible to make multiple single car reservations. |
no longer consider RMNP an accessible park. It is not my park anymore as an American or Coloradan.

In the past when I have hosted three different Japanese students I would take them for a drive thru
RMNC. That is no longer possible. No spontaneity to visit the park is possible. If I want to go I have to be
willing to wait on hold for an hour on the chance I might get a reservation and the website has never
worked for me either.

Since parking at the trailheads is limited, the parking itself limits the number of cars and hikers. Why
can't that be good enough? I really wish you'd get rid of this timed entry system. It may work for you but
it doesn't work for us.

I have friends in other states and they too have given up trying to visit RMNP. If you think the timed
system is working on your end because the number of people at any given time is less, just know that one
factor is people like me and my 15 relatives, and others I know who “used “ to visit have simply given
up and don't even try to visit anymore.

You have taken my national park away from me and my family. It's a real bummer.

Correspondence ID: 2643
Date Received: 12/10/2023

The alternatives are inadequate and convoluted. None allows for road trips to see national parks for the
great swath of people who cannot plan vacations months in advance. This destroys a great American
experience. Many serious hikers do not want to enter at hours other than early morning. Limit midday
entry to high use areas by car but increase shuttles and allow walk in, bike in and shuttle in access
everywhere. If there is overuse in some areas then restrict use to on trail only.

Correspondence ID: 2644
Date Received: 12/10/2023

Topic Question 1:
I think the analysis is accurate and fair

Comments:

I am fine with the current 2-pass system and would vote to simply continue with that program. If you
choose to do temporary closures rather than a time slot for entry, visitors will just get frustrated. And
where would they go as an alternative? It would put pressure on other public lands in the area.
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Correspondence ID: 2645
Date Received: 12/10/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2646
Date Received: 12/10/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2647
Date Received: 12/10/2023

Topic Question 1:

(2) My experience has been that visitors walking off trail on the tundra, feeding ground squirrels and
impeding the free movement of elk during rut might benefit from more education than they are getting.
Well, actually, the environment would also benefit! Could there be volunteers charged exclusively with
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this biology education? Could there be app coverage for some of this function e.g. can you point in-app
camera at elk and have it tell you when you are too close? If people understood in more detail how to
watch the animal's behavior, would they then voluntarily give more space because they now see the
behavioral changes they are causing? If the education aimed at that--"watch her closely; see how she
stopped grazing and looked over here? we are disturbing her”); timelapse (over years) of alpine plants not
recovering in trampled areas--there are definitely visitors who come from more vegetated climates who
cannot believe the plants won't grow back in a matter of weeks.

I guess that's a lot of questions, but my experience is that people trample plants and stress animals more
out of ignorance than maliciousness, and I dream of a way to educate these visitors. If they didn't want to
learn about the outdoors, they'd go to the movies or something--that's why they visit!

Comments:
And here are my Access Plan comments ;)

I prefer option B.

Would it be possible to divide the “night before” reservations and release half at 5pm and the other half at,
say, 8pm? That would give folks who cannot be online at 5pm a chance also.

Correspondence ID: 2648
Date Received: 12/11/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2649
Date Received: 12/11/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.
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Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2650
Date Received: 12/11/2023

Topic Question 1:

I think Americans have forgotten that National Parks are a place to connect with nature and experience its
beauty and solitude that restores us and reconnects us to our shared humanity and connection to the
natural world. It is not our playground.

Describing in detail the impacts, for example, of visitors walking off trail on the tundra and how long
disturbed fragile areas need in order to restore itself or how wildlife is impacted by crowds, would be
very helpful. It would also be great if these types of impacts were described in all park materials including
the newspaper to educate people on our impacts on the environment not just as individuals but
cumulatively.

Part of the analysis and alternatives really needs to drive home the point that as visitors, we can't always
get what we want. Protecting the park's ecosystem and wilderness values are number one . Then ask how
do visitors fit into the picture and how many at a time, which you are doing. The NPS needs to express
this clearly to the public and if that requires the park to significantly reduce visitation during certain
periods and in certain areas of the park, then it needs to be done. Does the park's ecosystem get enough of
a break from humanity to flourish? We are pushing those boundaries.

Comments:

I am in full support of Proposed Alternative B....i live on the Front Range and the timed entry system has
made us want to visit the park once again. We can find parking and can experience the beauty and
solitude that we haven't experienced in years. It's restored our sense of awe and wonder while being in the
park. With the crowds, we used to spend much of our time educating visitors to stay on trail, leave the
wildlife alone and don't feed them, that dogs weren't permitted on trails, and to camp in your backcountry
designated site...not just anywhere you wanted (we are backpackers). We used to leave the park
exhausted and frustrated that there wasn't park staff presence educating visitors.

A few additional comments... When time entry permits become available at 5 PM the day before, it
seems that recreation.gov freezes with the volume of traffic. I don't know if it would be possible to spread
the available permits out on a rolling basis over a one or two hour period so the website doesn't freeze?
Just a thought.
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We also appreciate when we have a camping reservation or backpacking permit that we do not also have
to get a time entry reservation.

We do not feel as locals/seniors/Coloradoans that we should get any preferential treatment in entry to the
park. The park belongs equally to all Americans not just those of us to have the joy of living so close by.

I may have missed it, but was the Tri- county waiver addressed in the document? I worked at the Beaver
Meadows entrance station a number of years ago and the way people tried to take advantage of that
waiver was eye opening to say the least. For example, having a lunch reservation in Grand Lake doesn't
constitute a reason to be granted the waiver.

Thank you for all your hard work in bringing this new timed entry system into place. It's very much
appreciated.and you're doing a great job as other parks we've visited with an entry permit system, for
example Glacier, need your guidance. Give them a call.

Please excuse my typos...Thank you.

Correspondence ID: 2651
Date Received: 12/11/2023

Topic Question 1:

1. My response to this comment focuses primarily on the social aspects of the EA. The EA accurately
diagnosed some of the social issues occurring in the park, such as the increased wait times, the difficulty
finding parking, and reduced experience for some visitors based on crowding.

However, at no point of the EA did the document adequately take into account the effects of Timed Entry
or the proposed Action Alternatives to those who were denied access. “Visitor frustration about the
diminished visitor experience—including long waits at the gates and scarcity of parking—Ieads to hostile
interacts between visitors as well as with park staff, impacting visitor and staff safety.” This is only from
the people who were let into the park - those who had the time and money to go. The NPS has not
adequately or accurately assessed the social impact of restricting access based on flexibility and money.

Or again: “Visitors do not have the opportunity to receive important educational and safety messages;
basic visitor services, such as daily maintenance of park bathrooms; and roving interpretation, as they are
impeded by the roadway traffic. All of these factors degrade visitors' ability to experience the park's
fundamental resources and values.” Another significant factor that “degrades visitors' ability to experience
the park's fundamental resources” is being denied entry into the Park. The NPS has not sufficiently
assessed the impact of denying access to the Park. Any further action must take this into account before
moving forwards. As such, before this is done, the only viable alternative is the No Action Alternate
(Alternate A).

Comments:
Thank you for your service and care for the National Parks.

I am a long term park visitor, and grew up in Colorado. I am a young man and work full time. Having
carefully read the plan and EA, I understand the need for the plan. However, I strongly object to some of
the proposals in Action Alternatives B, C, and D. My comments are common to plans B, C, and D.
Between the plans, Option C is preferable because it imposes the least restrictions on time.

Three things are particularly objectionable within the plan:
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1. The scale of restriction. Restricting from 6am to Spm from May to October is far too restrictive, and
goes beyond any conceivable necessity of park use in the easily foreseeable future. For the sake of this
comment, | am citing publicly available data from the calendar year 2018.

The peak use months in 2018 were clearly July and August, with 'shoulder' months of June and
September. There were more than 400,000 less visitors in May 2018 than June 2018 (nearly 13,000 less
per day). Clearly, whatever plan is implemented in June, July, and August is not reasonable for May and
October. Thus, as an alternate to Action Alternatives B, C, and D, the NPS should implement an Action
Alternative that restricts use only in the months of June, July, August, and September.

The daily schedule also needs modification from the current proposal - 6am to Spm is again far too
restrictive. I did not find publicly data on timed entry, but speaking from experience, the parking lots in
2019-2023 along the Bear Lake Corridor regularly had opens spots at Spm during peak season.
Restricting use to such a late time does not serve the purposes laid out in the EA or improve visitor
experience for most visitors. A more reasonable approach would be to restrict use from 9am-3pm, perhaps
with 8am-3pm along the Bear Lake Corridor.

2. The expanded amenity fee. This language is too vague and does not adequately inform the public about
the purpose, cost, scale, or impact of increasing park visitor passes. Rocky Mountain National Park and
its beauty should not be fenced in by any unnecessary costs. If expanding the reservation system increases
the cost of operating the park, then the reservation system should be eliminated. Plan A, the No Action
Alternatives is far preferable to any increase in costs to the current system.

The 2023 fee of $2 per pass is reasonable and could be adjusted with inflation. Any further increase to
costs is unacceptable and unfairly prioritizes those with flexibility and money to spare.

3. The educational permit to the Longs Peak Trailhead. The language is again too vague, and the class
restricts use to those with time and money to spare. It also destroys the ability of individuals to
spontaneously take advantage of a day off - why should those who are able to plan ahead be prioritized
over those who have an unexpected day off of work?

If the educational permit is deemed absolutely necessary, it would need to consists of three things:
a) Frequent and regular access to the public (at least 3 times per week)
b) Unrestricted access to the public (free and no registration)

¢) Whatever certificate or resulting documentation that comes from the class needs to last at least 12
months

Again, thank you for your care and service for the National Parks.

Correspondence ID: 2652
Date Received: 12/11/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. My comments will focus on the social aspects of the EA.

The EA correctly diagnosed some of the negative social phenomena occurring during peak season, such
as reduced visitor experience based on overcrowding or difficulty finding parking. However, at no point
did the EA adequately acknowledge or address the effects of restricting access. “During times of higher,
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concentrated visitation, rangers focus more on managing crowds and congestion...All of these factors
degrade visitors' ability to experience the park's fundamental resources and values.” While it is certainly
true that some of these factors degrade visitor experience, another far more important factor that
“degrades visitors' ability to experience the park's fundamental resources and values” is being denied
access to the Park. The only perspective is from those who came to the Park. The NPS has not made an
adequate effort to mitigate or understand the wide-ranging effects of shutting certain individuals out of a
public space. Based on this, the NPS must consider and address this issue before implementing any of the
action plans. Before this happens, Alternative A (No Action) is the only plausible way forward.

The consideration must consist of at least two things:
a) real data and feedback from those denied access or limited access

b) consideration of the social impact of basing access to the park on flexibility and money (the two things
necessary to gain a Timed Entry permit)

Comments:
Thank you for your service and care for the National Parks.

I am a long term park visitor, and grew up in Colorado. [ am a young man and work full time. Having
carefully read the plan and EA, I understand the need for the plan. However, I strongly object to some of
the proposals in Action Alternatives B, C, and D. My comments are common to plans B, C, and D.
Between the plans, Option C is preferable because it imposes the least restrictions on time.

Three things are particularly objectionable within the plan:

1. The scale of restriction. Restricting from 6am to Spm from May to October is far too restrictive, and
goes beyond any conceivable necessity of park use in the easily foreseeable future. For the sake of this
comment, | am citing publicly available data from the calendar year 2018.

The peak use months in 2018 were clearly July and August, with 'shoulder' months of June and
September. There were more than 400,000 less visitors in May 2018 than June 2018 (nearly 13,000 less
per day). Clearly, whatever plan is implemented in June, July, and August is not reasonable for May and
October. Thus, as an alternate to Action Alternatives B, C, and D, the NPS should implement an Action
Alternative that restricts use only in the months of June, July, August, and September.

The daily schedule also needs modification from the current proposal - 6am to Spm is again far too
restrictive. I did not find publicly data on timed entry, but speaking from experience, the parking lots in
2019-2023 along the Bear Lake Corridor regularly had opens spots at Spm during peak season.
Restricting use to such a late time does not serve the purposes laid out in the EA or improve visitor
experience for most visitors. A more reasonable approach would be to restrict use from 9am-3pm, perhaps
with 8am-3pm along the Bear Lake Corridor.

2. The expanded amenity fee. This language is too vague and does not adequately inform the public about
the purpose, cost, scale, or impact of increasing park visitor passes. Rocky Mountain National Park and
its beauty should not be fenced in by any unnecessary costs. If expanding the reservation system increases
the cost of operating the park, then the reservation system should be eliminated. Plan A, the No Action
Alternatives is far preferable to any increase in costs to the current system.

The 2023 fee of $2 per pass is reasonable and could be adjusted with inflation. Any further increase to
costs is unacceptable and unfairly prioritizes those with flexibility and money to spare.

198



3. The educational permit to the Longs Peak Trailhead. The language is again too vague, and the class
restricts use to those with time and money to spare. It also destroys the ability of individuals to
spontaneously take advantage of a day off - why should those who are able to plan ahead be prioritized
over those who have an unexpected day off of work?

If the educational permit is deemed absolutely necessary, it would need to consists of three things:
a) Frequent and regular access to the public (at least 3 times per week)
b) Unrestricted access to the public (free and no registration)

¢) Whatever certificate or resulting documentation that comes from the class needs to last at least 12
months

Again, thank you for your care and service for the National Parks.

Correspondence ID: 2653
Date Received: 12/11/2023

Topic Question 1:

The EA does a thorough and careful job of analyzing and discussing the impacts of the current situation
and alternatives. I personally appreciate the fact that socioeconomic date was sought and included. I feel
that it gives additional credence to the process, justifications and conclusions. Tribal consultation was
important as well. Since I believe that the final alternatives that were analyzed will, in one way or
another, reduce visitor impacts (except the no-action alternative) to the environmental and cultural
features of the park, the EA states clearly the advantages of implementing some sort of visitor use plan. I
support the parks preferred alternative.

Comments:

Having had a relationship with the park since 1972 I believe I have an historical perspective from the days
when park visitation was relatively modest, park improvements made during Mission 66 adequately met
visitor needs, and staffing levels were suitable to meet management needs. All that has greatly changed in
the course of the last 50 years! Beginning in the 1970's park management started shuttling visitors up the
Bear Lake Road in hopes of reducing parking issues. Park management has been modifying efforts over
the years with the construction of the Park-N-Ride operation, adding the Hiker Shuttle, improving and
expanding the shuttle bus operation, widening and repaving the Bear Lake Road, all with the same results.
We keep cramming more visitors into the Bear Lake Corridor when we simply can't handle any more
traffic, human and vehicular. A similar case could be made for Wild Basin, Longs Peak area, Trail Ridge
Road, Fall River Road and Alpine Visitor Center. With the growth in Colorado population, especially
Northern Colorado, the increase in national and international travel, the desire to visit and the growing
popularity of national parks, the marketing of the park at the local, regional and state level, the variety of
uses the park receives, and many other factors, the park can't continue to support all the visitors that
would like to come during the height of the visitor season. I have traveled internationally for over a
decade and many popular international sites require reservations well in advance. In one case we were
required to make a reservation almost a year in advance to visit a popular site in New Zealand. While
other countries have implemented reservation systems to accommodate high visitation levels, USA
travelers are unaccustomed to having to plan so well in advance. This has made it difficult for the park to
implement a timed entry system but I strongly believe that as more USA sites, including national parks,
implement reservation or timed entry systems, more visitors will come to plan ahead AND appreciate the
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fact that parks are NOT overcrowded to the point that the quality of their visitor experience is diminished.
I have seen the pilot timed entry system work and have used it over the past few years and find it a relief.
I can enter the park without a long line at the entrance station, I am able to find parking when and where I
need it, and trails and overlooks are not so crowded that my experience is affected. I know the visitors I
bring to the park feel the same way. Please continue to implement the timed entry system with blocks of
time reserved for entry. Thank you for your hard work on this endeavor.

Correspondence ID: 2654
Date Received: 12/12/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2655
Date Received: 12/12/2023

I think the reservation system has done a good job of limiting the number of people in the park. The
extension of the reservation system to October 22 was needed. One change I would like to see, is ending
the Bear Lake reservations at 4 pm instead of 6pm. This would give people an opportunity to get a hike in
or some fishing. When the reservations ended a 4pm a couple of years ago, we never had an issue getting
a parking place as most people were done for the day and headed out. Not requiring the reservations after
Oct 22 works well as the number of parking spaces available limits the number of visitors. Thanks for
asking for input.

Correspondence ID: 2656
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
The environmental analysis and proposed alternatives seemed very thorough. My suggestion is to
investigate how other fragile, popular environments provide the balance between protecting the
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environment and allowing access. For example, Machu Picchu mandates rubber tipped hiking poles. 1
don't know if this has made a difference in protecting their environment, but on the surface it seems to be
a good idea. I also realize many RMNP visitors do not read the rules and regulations (numerous people
are turned away from Bear Lake every day because they do not have a reservation!), but I believe more
signage and education about the fragility of RMNP would help.

The current timed entry reservation system (in place from Memorial Day weekend through late October)
provides a good balance in protecting the environment and allowing as much public access as possible.

Correspondence ID: 2657
Date Received: 12/12/2023

The current timed entry system hours for the Bear Lake Corridor should reduced from 6 AM to 6 PM to 6
AM to 4 PM. By 4 PM most of the AM hikers have left Bear Lake, so this would allow non-timed entry
access for a hike while still daylight.

The non-Bear lake timed entry access should remain 9 AM to 2 PM. Allowing non reservation access
before and after those times.

The timed entry system has not eliminated excessive wait times at the Beaver Meadows entrance (1 mile
+ backups at times). Consider opening a “no questions” line to speed up access into the park. Another
alternative would be to have a automated by-pass gate that could read passes without requiring speaking
to a ranger.

Correspondence ID: 2658
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
(1) I found the provided environment analysis to be accurate and compelling.

(2) The difference between Alternatives B and C (timed entry vs. daily reservations for the rest of the
park) is subtle in how it's presented. It took me a moment to fully grasp the difference as “date AND
time” reservation vs. “date only” reservation.

Comments:

Firstly, I'd like to say thank you for the time and effort that has been placed in performing this analysis
and constructing this plan, as well as for the opportunity to review it and submit feedback. I love our
National Parks and it's important to me that we do all that we can to preserve them.

As a relatively frequent visitor of Rocky Mountain NP, I have witnessed the issues described in this
analysis. Long lines, overcrowding at popular areas, difficulty experiencing the solitude of wilderness,
vehicles parked where they shouldn't be, people traveling off-trail and damaging wildlife, uninformed
visitors getting frustrated and belligerent with NPS staff, these are all problems that degrade the visitor
experience and should be addressed.

Of the Alternatives presented, Alternative B strikes me as the most appropriate solution. As all of the
Alternatives would enforce timed entry reservations for the Bear Lake Corridor, having the same
reservation system for the rest of the park seems like it would be the easiest to understand, rather than the
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Bear Lake Corridor and the rest of the park adhering to slightly different systems, as would be the case
under Alternative C.

Alternative D is the worst option, in my opinion. Visitors arriving, hoping to access the rest of the park,
but not knowing if they will be met with a closure for several hours, sounds like a recipe for the kinds of
altercations between visitors and staff the analysis sites as a reason for needing this plan. In addition,
under such a closure, it's not clear to me how staff at park entrances would effectively filter between
visitors with a valid reservation for the Bear Lake Corridor, and visitors trying to access the rest of the
park.

Frankly, I would support even more restrictions placed on personal motorized vehicles entering the park
in favor of greater reliance on mass transit (e.g.: shuttle busses) and other forms of personal
transportation, specifically bicycles. I wish that this plan would've addressed bicycles as a viable
alternative to cars as a way of accessing the park. Being an avid cyclist, my favorite way of accessing the
park is on a bike, and I think incentivizing more visitors to access the park by bicycle could address many
of the issues described in this analysis.

Thank you again for this opportunity to share feedback!

Correspondence ID: 2659
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:
N/A

Comments:

I infrequently have out of town visitors. (2) so far this year. Both last minute. I am 77 and struggle with
on line things, but that said, it would have been nice to take them to RMNP. I have lived in Denver since
1952. I would love to be able to share the park experience with those select friends and relatives. I did not
have a way to reserve ahead of time.

Thank you

Correspondence ID: 2660
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

I can't comment on the specifics or accuracy of the Environmental Analysis but I do have a sense of
changes in visitation having lived in Fort Collins for 15+ years and have a seen a tremendous increase in
visitation since I first started coming up to the park early in my time here. This to the point where I would
avoid certain areas of the park due to the crowds and not being able to “connect with nature”.

In reading the different options being proposed, I am in full support of Alternative B. Granted, it does not
allow for the spontaneity that I had enjoyed early on with my visits to the park, but it is a reasonable
approach especially given that a fair number of timed entry permits are released the night before. One bit
of feedback on the 5pm release the day before, the recreation.gov system did not seem to be able to
handle the volume of people connecting as I had it freeze up on my numerous times.
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Correspondence ID: 2661
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

(1) While the environmental analysis was very thorough in some areas, there are places where it needs
improvement. Vague language surrounding proposed alternatives leaves the reader feeling unsure about
what policies the park is actually trying to implement. For example, the discussion of a potential
“expanded amenity fee” was very disturbing to this reader. What is the fee? How much will it be? What is
it being used for? The NPS's Director's Order #22 on fee collection defines an “entrance fee” as “the
recreation fee authorized to be charged to enter onto lands managed by the NPS”. It defines “expanded
amenity fees” as “a fee charged 'in addition to an entrance fee or by itself, at Federal
recreational...equipment, or service', such as campgrounds or boat launches. Additional examples of
expanded amenity fees and prohibitions against charging expanded amenity fees are provided in RM-
22A.” (https://www.nps.gov/subjects/policy/upload/DO 22 5-14-2010.pdf)

As far as I can see, the use of a road and parking lot does not come close to the NPS's own definition of
an “expanded amenity.” As it stands, I already pay for an annual park pass, a daily reservation fee, and
American taxes, all of which help fund the national park. The inclusion of an “expanded amenity fee”
begs the question-- How does the NPS steward my money as a park user and taxpayer? All American
taxpayers are trusting that the NPS is a trustworthy steward to our taxpayer dollars in order to create a
park that is accessible to a wide range of socioeconomic statuses. The implementation of a strict
reservation system as well as an ill-defined “expanded amenity fee” excludes lower-income families from
participation in RMNP.

Another area where the EA was inadequate was in gathering feedback on the current timed-entry permit
system. We saw multiple quotes in newspaper articles saying that “visitors” really like the new system.

The public feedback mentioned in the document and in the press is disingenuous because you're only
talking with those visitors who managed to access the park. How did you collect feedback for these press
releases from the thousands each day who were shut out? What was their response? My family is among
those who do not like it at all.

(2) One alternative that requires further explanation is in Alternative C, “Other Actions by Area: Longs
Peak Trailhead.” This short paragraph mentions the potential for implementing an “educational permit”
for the Longs Peak Area. Again, there is basically no explanation for what this permit system will look
like in practice-- does this mean that there will be permitted restrictions placed on accessing Longs Peak?
or is it just simply a required video/ reading/ educational piece on the hazards involved when climbing
Longs Peak? If it is just a required video, I'd be annoyed but not appalled. It is the responsibility of each
user of the park to know the risks of alpine adventure and plan/ proceed accordingly. I was horrified this
past year on a trip to Pikes Peak where my sister and I were turned around by a ranger because of some
ice. We had done our research on the route, we were well prepared with the proper equipment and
experience, and we were more than willing to turn back if the conditions were outside our own
knowledge/ comfort level. When we explained this to the ranger, we were told, “Ladies, you aren't
responsible for your safety out here, the rangers are! And since the rangers have deemed the mountain
risky, you are not allowed to proceed.” Obviously, this did not happen in RMNP, but I fear that if the
National Park Service continues to take away the autonomy of the user to make these decisions for
ourselves, we will soon find ourselves in a similar mindset where “the rangers are responsible for the
safety of the users.” On the other hand, if RMNP began to implement a limited reservation permit to the
Longs Peak area, [ would object fiercely. Again, I am not even sure that this is what was proposed in
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Alternative C, but there was basically no explanation for what the proposed Longs Peak permit system
would look like. If limited reservation permits are implemented on Longs, I almost feel as though it will
make the mountain less safe. Making something exclusive can make it more desirable (supply & demand)
and could attract people who might have otherwise had no intention of attempting the mountain.
Furthermore, by restricting access, it forces people to capitalize on the time slot they get— regardless of
the conditions. Let's say, for example, “Dave” logs on to rec.gov months in advance and scores the last
permit for climbing Longs Peak on July 25. Now, fast forward a few months and the weather forecast is
terrible for July 25, but this is his only chance to climb the mountain. The forecast looks great for July 26,
but Dave can't push his plans out one day, even if it is the safest choice, because he does not have a permit
for that day. In this scenario, Dave is actually incentivized to choose the riskier option because of harsh
permit systems in place. For this reason, the implementation of strict permits on access to Longs Peak
may actually increase the need for SARSs rather than alleviate the load on our SAR teams. I fully support
an increase in optional education about the mountain to make it more safe; Longs is a huge undertaking
for many people and should not be taken lightly. I understand how important it is that park users be well-
aware of the risks posed by climbing Longs (or any of the high alpine peaks in the park). It is vital to keep
visitor safety as a top priority for the park, not only for the visitors themselves but also for the brave men
and women who work on the park Search and Rescue teams. However, I don't think that restricting access
to the peak through a permit system would be the right way to increase visitor safety; in fact, I fear it
would do just the opposite for the reasons described above. As someone who has climbed this beloved
mountain over 30 times throughout my life, it would break my heart if I could no longer access the
mountain due to the implementation of strict permit systems.

Comments:

As for the timed-entry permit system as a whole, I understand that the park is really in a tough spot. No
matter which alternative gets implemented, someone is going to be unhappy. This EA is a really good
opportunity to weigh the pros and cons of the various alternatives and choose accordingly. As much as |
dislike the permit system, it seems as though it is the best way to mitigate crowds during peak season.
That being said, I think the current timed-entry permit system (as well as the proposed timed-entry permit
system) far overreaches what is necessary for proper crowd mitigation. May through October, really? I
have been visiting the park my entire life, I have worked on a trail crew in RMNP, I have climbed just
about every peak that can be climbed from the Estes side of RMNP, I know this place like the back of my
hand. There is absolutely no reason why visitation needs to be restricted in May from Sam-6pm. The park
is still under feet of snow during May! Please, if you must implement a reservation permanent system, at
the very least limit it to the peak time of July into mid-August. Requiring reservations from before the
snow has melted into when it has again covered the park is unnecessarily draconian and unjust to
taxpayers and passholders, many of whom cannot access the park under the conditions you've established.
In my own family alone very few even visit the park any more in spite of living Estes Park or within less
than an hour. We live there explicitly BECAUSE of the park yet cannot visit. For some it is impossible to
know in advance whether they will have to work, or impossible to be at leisure at a computer at the time
the reservations are released. For others slow internet speeds in the mountains make it impossible to get
into the que before the reservations are gone. Those with the luxuries of office work, scheduling
flexibility, and plenty of money can purchase timed reservations far in advance and plan flights around
this, but few possess these luxuries.

The reservation system strongly favors visitors who have extra money, flexibility, and freedom to travel,
planning their trips well in advance and buying as many reservations as they think they might need. It
strongly disfavors those who work for a living near the park and whose schedules are less flexible, who
don't have money to waste, who cannot make themselves available to be online at the right moments, and
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who have slow internet access. The detrimental effects of the loss of access to the park for those who
cannot enter far exceeds the benefit to those lucky few who manage to get reservations.

In summary, I hope that the NPS can re-evaluate the need for extremely strict crowd mitigation when it is
not necessary. [ would call for the implementation of timed-entry permits during JULY AND AUGUST
ONLY for both the Bear Lake Corridor and the Rest-of-Park permits. For the rest of the year, relying on
the less-harsh Alternative A should be more than sufficient to mitigate crowds in the park while still
allowing liberal access to visitors, especially local visitors. Local visitors are able to visit their own
backyard park less and less because of the implementation of these strict permits. There really is no
reason why an Estes local should need to pay the extra money and spend the extra time to get a timed
entry permit simply to go on a short hike to Mills Lake in late October, it is just not necessary.

My great grandmother was one of the first women to summit Longs Peak back in the early 1900s. My
family ties to RMNP spans generations; the park is a place where I was raised, learned my love for the
mountains, my independence, problem solving, sense of adventure, and more. I cannot thank RMNP
enough for the home it has been to me for the past several decades of my life. That being said, I rarely
visit this place I once called home, despite living only 10 minutes from the park entrance, because it is
nearly impossible to get in anymore. For the one permit I was able to get this last summer, | was saddened
by how few other people were out on the trails with me, knowing that there were likely hundreds of
people who were being turned away at the gates. Do I prefer to hike in solitude away from the crowds?
Yes. But if I am choosing one of the most popular National Parks in the USA to hike, then I should
EXPECT to see crowds. If I want solitude, I can go somewhere else. The beauty of RMNP is
unparalleled, and it is wrong to lock so many people out for the sake of strictly reducing crowds. I get it,
there needs to be some implementations made to mitigate crowds but the current system is far too strict. It
is disheartening to think that I may not be able to share this place with my own future children if stricter
and stricter visitor restrictions are placed. I hope that these comments and proposed solutions are helpful
and I would like to thank all of those who are working hard to find a viable solution to a very complex
problem.

Correspondence ID: 2662
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Topic Question 1:

(1) While the environmental analysis was very thorough in some areas, there are places where it needs
improvement. Vague language surrounding proposed alternatives leaves the reader feeling unsure about
what policies the park is actually trying to implement. For example, the discussion of a potential
“expanded amenity fee” was very disturbing to this reader. What is the fee? How much will it be? What is
it being used for? The NPS's Director's Order #22 on fee collection defines an “entrance fee” as “the
recreation fee authorized to be charged to enter onto lands managed by the NPS”. It defines “expanded
amenity fees” as “a fee charged 'in addition to an entrance fee or by itself, at Federal
recreational...equipment, or service', such as campgrounds or boat launches. Additional examples of
expanded amenity fees and prohibitions against charging expanded amenity fees are provided in RM-
22A.” (https://www.nps.gov/subjects/policy/upload/DO_22 5-14-2010.pdf)

As far as I can see, the use of a road and parking lot does not come close to the NPS's own definition of
an “expanded amenity.” As it stands, I already pay for an annual park pass, a daily reservation fee, and
American taxes, all of which help fund the national park. The inclusion of an “expanded amenity fee”
begs the question-- How does the NPS steward my money as a park user and taxpayer? All American
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taxpayers are trusting that the NPS is a trustworthy steward to our taxpayer dollars in order to create a
park that is accessible to a wide range of socioeconomic statuses. The implementation of a strict
reservation system as well as an ill-defined “expanded amenity fee” excludes lower-income families from
participation in RMNP.

Another area where the EA was inadequate was in gathering feedback on the current timed-entry permit
system. We saw multiple quotes in newspaper articles saying that “visitors” really like the new system.

The public feedback mentioned in the document and in the press is disingenuous because you're only
talking with those visitors who managed to access the park. How did you collect feedback for these press
releases from the thousands each day who were shut out? What was their response? My family is among
those who do not like it at all.

(2) One alternative that requires further explanation is in Alternative C, “Other Actions by Area: Longs
Peak Trailhead.” This short paragraph mentions the potential for implementing an “educational permit”
for the Longs Peak Area. Again, there is basically no explanation for what this permit system will look
like in practice-- does this mean that there will be permitted restrictions placed on accessing Longs Peak?
or is it just simply a required video/ reading/ educational piece on the hazards involved when climbing
Longs Peak? If it is just a required video, I'd be annoyed but not appalled. It is the responsibility of each
user of the park to know the risks of alpine adventure and plan/ proceed accordingly. I was horrified this
past year on a trip to Pikes Peak where my sister and I were turned around by a ranger because of some
ice. We had done our research on the route, we were well prepared with the proper equipment and
experience, and we were more than willing to turn back if the conditions were outside our own
knowledge/ comfort level. When we explained this to the ranger, we were told, “Ladies, you aren't
responsible for your safety out here, the rangers are! And since the rangers have deemed the mountain
risky, you are not allowed to proceed.” Obviously, this did not happen in RMNP, but I fear that if the
National Park Service continues to take away the autonomy of the user to make these decisions for
ourselves, we will soon find ourselves in a similar mindset where “the rangers are responsible for the
safety of the users.” On the other hand, if RMNP began to implement a limited reservation permit to the
Longs Peak area, [ would object fiercely. Again, [ am not even sure that this is what was proposed in
Alternative C, but there was basically no explanation for what the proposed Longs Peak permit system
would look like. If limited reservation permits are implemented on Longs, I almost feel as though it will
make the mountain less safe. Making something exclusive can make it more desirable (supply & demand)
and could attract people who might have otherwise had no intention of attempting the mountain.
Furthermore, by restricting access, it forces people to capitalize on the time slot they get— regardless of
the conditions. Let's say, for example, “Dave” logs on to rec.gov months in advance and scores the last
permit for climbing Longs Peak on July 25. Now, fast forward a few months and the weather forecast is
terrible for July 25, but this is his only chance to climb the mountain. The forecast looks great for July 26,
but Dave can't push his plans out one day, even if it is the safest choice, because he does not have a permit
for that day. I fully support an increase in optional education about the mountain to make it more safe;
Longs is a huge undertaking for many people and should not be taken lightly. I understand how important
it is that park users be well-aware of the risks posed by climbing Longs (or any of the high alpine peaks in
the park). It is vital to keep visitor safety as a top priority for the park, not only for the visitors themselves
but also for the brave men and women who work on the park Search and Rescue teams. However, I don't
think that restricting access to the peak through a permit system would be the right way to increase visitor
safety; in fact, I fear it would do just the opposite for the reasons described above. As someone who has
climbed this beloved mountain over 30 times throughout my life, it would break my heart if I could no
longer access the mountain due to the implementation of strict permit systems.
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Comments:

As for the timed-entry permit system as a whole, I understand that the park is really in a tough spot. No
matter which alternative gets implemented, someone is going to be unhappy. This EA is a really good
opportunity to weigh the pros and cons of the various alternatives and choose accordingly. As much as |
dislike the permit system, it seems as though it is the best way to mitigate crowds during peak season.
That being said, I think the current timed-entry permit system (as well as the proposed timed-entry permit
system) far overreaches what is necessary for proper crowd mitigation. May through October, really? I
have been visiting the park my entire life, I have worked on a trail crew in RMNP, I have climbed just
about every peak that can be climbed from the Estes side of RMNP, I know this place like the back of my
hand. There is absolutely no reason why visitation needs to be restricted in May from Sam-6pm. The park
is still under feet of snow during May! Please, if you must implement a reservation permanent system, at
the very least limit it to the peak time of July into mid-August. Requiring reservations from before the
snow has melted into when it has again covered the park is unnecessarily draconian and unjust to
taxpayers and passholders, many of whom cannot access the park under the conditions you've established.
In my own family alone very few even visit the park any more in spite of living Estes Park or within less
than an hour. We live there explicitly BECAUSE of the park yet cannot visit. For some it is impossible to
know in advance whether they will have to work, or impossible to be at leisure at a computer at the time
the reservations are released. For others slow internet speeds in the mountains make it impossible to get
into the que before the reservations are gone. Those with the luxuries of office work, scheduling
flexibility, and plenty of money can purchase timed reservations far in advance and plan flights around
this, but few possess these luxuries.

The reservation system strongly favors visitors who have extra money, flexibility, and freedom to travel,
planning their trips well in advance and buying as many reservations as they think they might need. It
strongly disfavors those who work for a living near the park and whose schedules are less flexible, who
don't have money to waste, who cannot make themselves available to be online at the right moments, and
who have slow internet access. The detrimental effects of the loss of access to the park for those who
cannot enter far exceeds the benefit to those lucky few who manage to get reservations.

In summary, I hope that the NPS can re-evaluate the need for extremely strict crowd mitigation when it is
not necessary. [ would call for the implementation of timed-entry permits during JULY AND AUGUST
ONLY for both the Bear Lake Corridor and the Rest-of-Park permits. For the rest of the year, relying on
the less-harsh Alternative A should be more than sufficient to mitigate crowds in the park while still
allowing liberal access to visitors, especially local visitors. Local visitors are able to visit their own
backyard park less and less because of the implementation of these strict permits. There really is no
reason why an Estes local should need to pay the extra money and spend the extra time to get a timed
entry permit simply to go on a short hike to Mills Lake in late October, it is just not necessary.

My great grandmother was one of the first women to summit Longs Peak back in the early 1900s. My
family ties to RMNP spans generations; the park is a place where I was raised, learned my love for the
mountains, my independence, problem solving, sense of adventure, and more. I cannot thank RMNP
enough for the home it has been to me for the past several decades of my life. That being said, I rarely
visit this place I once called home, despite living only 10 minutes from the park entrance, because it is
nearly impossible to get in anymore. For the one permit [ was able to get this last summer, | was saddened
by how few other people were out on the trails with me, knowing that there were likely hundreds of
people who were being turned away at the gates. Do I prefer to hike in solitude away from the crowds?
Yes. But if I am choosing one of the most popular National Parks in the USA to hike, then I should
EXPECT to see crowds. If I want solitude, I can go somewhere else. The beauty of RMNP is
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unparalleled, and it is wrong to lock so many people out for the sake of strictly reducing crowds. I get it,
there needs to be some implementations made to mitigate crowds but the current system is far too strict. It
is disheartening to think that I may not be able to share this place with my own future children if stricter
and stricter visitor restrictions are placed. I hope that these comments and proposed solutions are helpful
and I would like to thank all of those who are working hard to find a viable solution to a very complex
problem.

Correspondence ID: 2663
Date Received: 12/13/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2664
Date Received: 12/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
(1) Do you have feedback on the accuracy or adequacy of our environmental analysis?

This question gets at only half of what the National Parks are required by law to do. To quote from the
Organic Act of 1916: "which purpose is to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and
the wild life therein **and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as
will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations.**" (emphasis added)

I believe the National Park Service has lost sight of the fact that their core mission is to preserve access
for enjoyment of the park for people to access and use.

I have been hiking in Rocky Mountain National Park my whole life. I have climbed Longs Peak over
thirty times across five routes (hoping to get up the Diamond someday before I get too old). I completed a
technical circuit around the park from Flattop to Longs and back to Bear Lake in one day, climbing each
of the nine mountains along the way. I did a similar circuit of the four mountains around the Shelf and
Solitude Lakes area. I have been to almost every named mountain, lake, or feature in the park.
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I also have not hiked in the Bear Lake corridor in two years, in no small part due to the reservation
system. Nor have I taken my five young children to the Bear Lake corridor and explored the trails in the
way I did when I was growing up. Nor have I taken my developmentally disabled special needs child
(who has an all-access permit) to the Park, despite him loving the outdoors and walking with me.

I have, however, taken my nine year old up Longs Peak — because there was no reservation system and |
was able to access the trail.

At the moment, the NPS is seriously failing in providing access to the park. I will provide such comments
as I can in the order in which they appear in the document:

Chapter 2: Temporary Closures: I find this section disheartening. The language states that such closures
would be "infrequent and short in duration", but the comparison to raptor nesting closure is instructive. As
a technical climber myself, I know that "temporary closures" of that nature have rendered huge swaths of
Lumpy Ridge essentially closed to climbing for the duration of the summer and beyond. The same is true
in other climbing areas. Climbers simply cannot access these areas anymore due to well-intentioned
"temporary closures". I do not trust the National Park Service to execute this while preserving access to
popular spaces, nor to correctly define "infrequent and short in duration" .

Alternative A: No Action: I strongly prefer this option. Access is no longer gated behind access to money,
flexibility, or fast internet connections. I myself am a public elected official with five children and a full
time job teaching for the military. It is difficult to plan ahead far enough to confidently secure reservations
and, when I am on vacation in Estes Park, our internet speeds are sufficiently slow that we have never
successfully reserved a spot. Our access to the park has therefore been denied — by your program which
prioritizes people with ability to pay, lurk on the site at the opening time, or plan far ahead into the future.
This necessarily will have an outsized and inequitable effect on impoverished or otherwise disadvantaged
visitors who lack the resources or time to secure reservations in advance.

Alongside this option, I would strongly support an expansion in the shuttle program and expanded
parking capacity. I remember when the Glacier Gorge parking lot was a small section along the curve of
the road! I rejoiced when a new parking lot was built, but have never understood why the old one was
demolished. Why didn't the NPS simply install the new lot as overflow parking? There is room along the
Bear Lake corridor for more parking, the NPS just doesn't seem interested in that option.

Alternatives B/C/D: The differences between these options are small and so I will not bother to
distinguish between them. I am strongly opposed to any variation of the timed entry system. Putting the
system in place between May and October is simply insane, there is no other word for it. Visitors by
month clearly spike in July and August — there is no reason whatsoever to have a timed reservation system
when there is still feet of snow on the ground.

The document mentions an "amenity fee" to support the reservation platform. I do not understand this.
Visitors already have to purchase a pass. The park is already supported more broadly with taxpayer
dollars. Reservations themselves already cost money. What is the legal basis for yet another fee and what
specifically is the justification for it? This section seriously lacks specificity. I strongly object to gating
access to our parks behind yet another monetary cost.

Alternative C: Longs Peak: The section on Longs Peak in Alternative C requires its own (fittingly long)
section. Longs is near and dear to my heart -- my family has been climbing it for five generations. It is
noteworthy that Longs Peak, at the moment, does not suffer under a timed entry system despite being a
wildly popular 14er. And yet, every time either myself or a member of a family or a friend has wanted to
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climb Longs, they have been able to do so. I myself climbed Longs when I was ten years old and took my
nine year old son up just a year ago. How did we accomplish such a miraculous feat? We simply got up
slightly earlier than we used to or, occasionally, parked a little farther down the road!

Longs Peak is an excellent example of how access is achievable without a timed entry system. I have
never experienced nor heard of someone being turned away from the peak and unable to climb it due to
the crowds. People may voluntarily choose to climb other mountains, seeking solitude, but that is not the
same thing. The National Park Service would do well to remember that their job is preserving access —
not enforcing solitude. A popular hike or climb will have crowds. This is not a problem, in my view, and a
government entity that sees crowds as a problem to be solved has fundamentally misunderstood their
mission.

This is not a small point. To be sure, crowds come with logistical difficulties. I am sensitive to the
challenges involved with managing parking space, bathroom upkeep, road maintenance, and the like.
However, at the end of the day, a crowded park means that the NPS is doing its job well — thousands and
thousands of people are able to access one of the most beautiful areas in the world. Well done, NPS.
When the National Park Service misunderstands their own mission and role and sees it as their duty to
curtail crowds rather than accommodate them, this reduces access to the park in a way that is seriously
detrimental to visitors and taxpayers.

This section also references an educational permit to climb Longs Peak. The details are not specified — I
am not certain whether this refers to some online application (similar to climbing in Garden of the Gods)
or some safety training video (similar to your local climbing gym). I get it — Longs is a popular 14er and
its proximity to Denver means that on any given day there will be all manner of hikers who have
underestimated the mountain and may get themselves into trouble. Several of my uncles and aunts have
served as Search and Rescue Rangers on Longs and one received a medal of bravery for a rescue in 1990.
My mother, taking my little sister up Longs Peak, was witness to a serious accident near the False
Keyhole and I myself while descending from a spring climb of Meeker witnessed a near-fatal slide on the
snowfield below Chasm Lake and assisted with the rescue afterwards.

I get it — there are people hiking Longs who don't understand how to do it safely.

However, I want to state this as strongly as I can: Requiring an educational permit to climb a mountain is
lunacy in the extreme and far oversteps the role of the National Park Service.

Mountain climbing requires that each hiker and climber develop an understanding for and appreciation of
the risk. The National Park Service is not in the business of assessing whether or not a climber has
sufficient skill to reach the top and come back safely.

Requiring an educational permit or an entry reservation on Longs, in fact, has two serious problems that
are in opposition to your stated goals. First, as someone who has done technical climbs on Longs,
mountain climbing is a complex endeavor. Climbers frequently have learned their craft in the context of
long-lasting mentor relationships. It is insane, frankly, to think that a video or online-check in process will
actually educate anyone to any appreciable degree about how to behave on a climb like Longs. What it
might do, however, is give visitors an over-inflated sense of their own level of preparedness — they may
feel that since they have checked the box, they are ready to climb Longs, when in reality they aren't. Does
the National Park Service seriously think they are in a position to gatekeep who is or is not ready to climb
Longs? And is the NPS willing to assume the responsibility for educating them properly? Or is this some
measure to try to legally protect themselves? I truly don't understand it. It seems probable to me that this
measure will backfire as visitors misjudge their level of preparedness by checking what will, in reality,
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amount to a ridiculous bureaucratic box and arrive at the mountain LESS in touch with the dangers — not
more. There are already signs at the trailhead and at the Keyhole that warn of the dangers of the terrain
and the rapidly changing weather. If you don't think visitors read or take those signs seriously, why do
you think they will take your educational permit any more seriously?

A timed entry permit on Longs will similarly backfire. Consider the mindset of someone who desperately
wants to climb Longs and has now been prohibited from doing so except on this specific date — they've
made it, just barely, to the base of the Homestretch. Bad weather is rolling in and summit fever is setting
in. The fact that they are only here on one specific day when they obtained a permit will incentivize them
to push their luck and make risky decisions — if they were able to return at their leisure, they would be
able to exercise prudence secure in the knowledge that Longs will be waiting for them tomorrow or the
next day. I myself have turned around in that very spot for that very reason.

There is a reason we don't add bolts to the first pitch of the Standard Route on the first Flatiron. There is a
reason we don't add more bolts to Birds of Fire. There's a reason the park removed the cables from the
Cable route. Managing risk on the mountain is the job of the mountaineer — not the park service.

I strongly oppose educational permits or timed entry permits on Longs Peak.

To try to summarize my position, I believe that the National Park Service is seriously failing in their duty
to provide access to Rocky Mountain National Park — to provide for enjoyment of the same, in the words
of the Organic Act.

Please do not expand the timed entry reservation system — instead, invest those resources in expanding
access through increased parking, road infrastructure, or shuttle options. I would like to be able to take my
children hiking in the park as I did when I was young — and right now, I can't.

"Within National Parks is room — glorious room — room in which to find ourselves, in which to think and
hope, to dream and plan, to rest and resolve." - Enos Mills

I believe the wilderness is big enough for everyone, even if you have to wake up a little earlier or go out a
little bit farther. And for the crowds who photograph Bear Lake and leave — the park is theirs to enjoy as
well. Rocky Mountain National Park is not just for rich tourists with a fast internet connection who can
plan their flights and trip in advance — Rocky Mountain National Park is for everyone.

Please don't forget that.
(2) Are there opportunities to better explain the alternatives and analysis?

I'll keep this section brief: a weird website-embedded-in-another-website with the main points of
contention buried under pages and pages of documentation is not a good explanation for the voting public
who pays taxes and supports the National Park Service. Likewise having a comment platform that goes
down in the days immediately prior to the deadline. Not a single person in my very large family of local
park users, all of whom consume some degree of media, had any idea of these plan features that will
dramatically impact their ability to use the park for generations to come:

The ability of park managers to increase the duration, times, seasons, etc of the reservation system even
further into the spring or fall or earlier or later in the day without consulting the public.

The ability of park managers to create an "amenity fee" of unknown amounts that is much higher than the
current reservation fee and that is on top of the taxes and park passes for which they already pay.
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The ability of park managers to require an educational permit to climb Longs Peak, which could severely
restrict the flexibility necessary to grab a free day and climb.

I think the NPS failed in this regard. I suspect it is because administrators know an expansion of the timed
entry system is likely to be unpopular — I fervently hope this period of public comment reflects that and
that park staff change their minds.

Correspondence ID: 2665
Date Received: 12/13/2023

At Recreational Equipment, Inc. (REI), we believe time outside is fundamental to a life well-lived. REI is
an 85-year-old Co-op and retailer of outdoor gear and apparel. We also offer classes, outings, and travel
adventures to thousands of people every year. We have applied our expertise by providing guided
adventure travel since 1987, taking enthusiastic adventurers on epic, active trips to experience iconic
destinations around the country. REI has been guiding interpretive hiking, backpacking, and snowshoeing
trips at Rocky Mountain National Park for a decade. We have experienced the effects of the increase in
park visitation, and we appreciate the park's efforts to plan for the future of visitor access and experience
in a way that balances equitable access for the public with preservation of the park's resources and
sustainable operations.

We believe the management strategies that should be favored are long-term approaches that emphasize
protecting the park's resources and the environment while improving the visitor experience. From our
perspective, the most forward-looking approach is to implement strategies that balance visitor use
throughout the day during peak periods and decrease the amount of vehicle traffic, noise, and pollution in
the park. Of the alternatives being considered, we strongly favor Alternative B.

Comments Regarding Alternative B

We support a well-planned reservation system and have seen the effectiveness of such systems in
reducing traffic and improving the visitor experience during the pilot years, as well as in other National
Parks. Since the implementation of Rocky Mountain National Park's pilot timed entry system in 2020,
overcrowding and parking scarcity have noticeably decreased. We appreciated the following about the
pilot system and would like to see these same features as part of the new system:

Our guides unanimously reported their observation that, during the pilot, timed entry, particularly in the
Bear Lake Road Corridor, has worked very well to balance crowding throughout the day, as well as
keeping popular sites accessible without being overcrowded. We don't think day-specific reservations
would balance visitation as well throughout the day. Timed entry provides the most predictable public
behavior patterns, which in turn makes our operations more predictable.

We are grateful that CUA holders were exempt from timed entry reservations during the pilot and
understand this exemption would continue with long-term implementation of the reservation system, as
long as CUA client use stays under the 2% threshold. It would present significant logistical challenges if
CUA holders were required to book reservations and enter at specific times that do not fit our planned
itineraries.

Comments Regarding Other Alternatives (Not Favored)
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Alternative A: Prior to 2020, overcrowding and parking scarcity presented significant challenges for the
general public, as well as for our operations. During that time, there was little predictable access to
parking and crowding, long lines, and closures detracted from the visitor experience.

Alternative C: Prior to the 2020 timed entry pilot, areas like Wild Basin, Long's Peak, Trail Ridge Road,
and Lumpy Ridge were plagued by parking scarcity and overcrowding. Daily reservations would likely be
an improvement over pre-2020 management, but timed entry (as proposed in Alternative B) is a better
option for dispersing use throughout the day.

Alternative D: Prior to the 2020 timed entry pilot, areas like Wild Basin, Long's Peak, Trail Ridge Road,
and Lumpy Ridge were plagued by parking scarcity and overcrowding. Removing reservations would
cause conditions to revert to pre-2020 frequent and long closures. Closures have an outsized negative
impact for commercial operators, as they make it extremely challenging to run our programs as planned.

Comments on Other Visitor Use Management Strategies: Shuttles and Transit Partnerships

Our guides and guests have had very positive experiences with the park's shuttle system. We would be
enthusiastic about any efforts to expand the system and further eliminate the need for personal or
commercial vehicle use in the park. We would like to encourage expansion of shuttle service beyond the
summer season, as we have observed that parking lots tend to fill up even in the winter. Winter shuttle
service would decrease vehicle use in the park and improve the visitor experience.

We would also be enthusiastic about any opportunities for access into the park from Front Range cities
via additional transit partnerships, as this would also decrease personal and commercial vehicle use,
cutting down on traffic, noise, and pollution in the park.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Day Use Visitor Access Plan and Environmental
Assessment. Like the National Park Service, REI is deeply committed to outdoor access for all and to
supporting sustainable use of public lands to meet the needs of present and future generations. Visiting
public lands with REI helps people gain access safely and responsibly. Guided travel reduces vehicle
traffic and results in more professional guides in parks, modeling minimum impact travel practices and
teaching visitors about the importance of conservation. REI is unique in that we provide guided services,
but we also have millions of members who visit public lands on their own. We believe the park's visitor
management strategies will benefit all those members for generations to come, and we look forward to
additional opportunities to work collaboratively with Rocky Mountain National Park to meet our shared
goals.

Correspondence ID: 2666
Date Received: 12/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
Dear Superintendent Ingram:

On behalf of the National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) and our nearly 1.6 million members
and supporters nationwide, including over 36,500 throughout Colorado, and the Coalition to Protect
America's National Parks, we write to express our gratitude to you and the planning team at Rocky
Mountain National Park (ROMO) for your leadership on visitor access management and to comment on
the park's long-range day use visitor access strategy and environmental assessment (EA). Please see the
below comments. Thank you.
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Comments:
December 13, 2023

Delivered via the Planning, Environment & Public Comment Portal
Gary Ingram, Superintendent

Rocky Mountain National Park

1000 US Highway 36

Estes Park, Colorado 80517

RE: Rocky Mountain National Park Long-Range Day Use Visitor Access Strategy and Environmental
Assessment

Dear Superintendent Ingram:

On behalf of the National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) and our nearly 1.6 million members
and supporters nationwide, including over 36,500 throughout Colorado, and the Coalition to Protect
America's National Parks, we write to express our gratitude to you and the planning team at Rocky
Mountain National Park (ROMO) for your leadership on visitor access management and to comment on
the park's long-range day use visitor access strategy and environmental assessment (EA).

Founded in 1919, NPCA is the leading citizen voice for the national parks. We are a national nonprofit
with headquarters in Washington, D.C., and we staff 27 regional and field offices across the country,
including in Denver, Colorado. Our mission is to protect and enhance America's National Park System for
present and future generations. One of our major priorities is advocating for visitor use management that
both protects the park resource and visitor enjoyment as stipulated in the Organic Act of 1916.

The Coalition to Protect America's National Parks (Coalition) is comprised of more than 2,500 members,
all of whom are retired, former, or current NPS employees or volunteers who collectively represent more
than 45,000 years of national park management experience. The Coalition studies, educates, speaks, and
acts for the preservation of America's National Park System.

The land that is now ROMO was primarily inhabited by the Ute and Arapaho Tribes, with presence of
several other Nations, including the Eastern Shoshone, Apache, Comanche, and Cheyenne. ROMO is
committed to acknowledging this painful history and maintaining its respectful, active relationships with
Tribal Nations, and we urge that work to continue. Thank you specifically for providing members of
Indigenous Tribes who wish to enter the park for spiritual or traditional practices an exemption from the
long-range day use access plan.

NPCA and the Coalition strongly believe a permanent day use visitor access management plan as outlined
in Alternative B: Timed Entry Reservations for Rest of Park and the Bear Lake Road Corridor (BLRC)
(NPS Preferred Alternative) is the vital next step for long-term health of ROMO, its visitors, and its
treasured staff.

Within the NPS Preferred Alternative and as explained further below, we urge you to consider the
following:

* Require timed entry year-round in the BLRC on weekend days.

* Clarify the plan's application to commercial use authorization (CUA) holders.
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* Continue studying the potential future need for a Longs Peak Trailhead educational permit requirement
and how best to manage this requirement.

* Continue studying impacts that occur outside the timed-entry reservation periods and times of year when
reservations are not required to identify necessary adjustments.

* Invest in transit as a necessary management tool.
* Invest in targeted community engagement to reduce visitation barriers for underrepresented individuals.
* Consider climate change as a key factor in a future year-round reservation system.

We urge the Park Service to complete a final plan that implements the NPS Preferred Alternative for
ROMO as early as possible in 2024.

Thank you for today's opportunity to comment more specifically as follows:

L. All national park managers must be supported to implement innovative visitor management solutions
that respond to the unique needs of park landscapes.

Our organizations recognize that there is no one-size-fits-all solution to visitor use management. As the
landscape, destinations, and visitation patterns are unique for each national park, managers need a full
suite of tools and potential solutions to their visitor management challenges based on park size, sensitivity
of natural and cultural resources, staffing, infrastructure, and other factors.

While the solutions for each park will be different, some of our most popular parks, like ROMO, must
actively manage visitor access through reservation systems to protect the park resource and the visitor
experience most comprehensively.

Ignoring this reality through a No Action Alternative not only disregards ROMO's many years of pilots,
research, adaptive planning, and public engagement on this issue, but it also wrongfully assumes this
problem will solve itself.

The National Park Service 2022 Visitation Report shows visitation to America's national parks continues
to rebound toward pre-pandemic levels (in 2019 alone, 327.5 million visits were made throughout the
park system, nearly equaling the entire population of the United States). National parks received 312
million recreation visits in 2022, up 15 million (5%) from 2021. Even despite the Park Service's efforts to
bolster visitation at lesser-known parks and at times of the year when parks historically see fewer visitors,
numbers at popular parks like ROMO continue to soar. As you know all too well, ROMO remains one of
the busiest parks in the National Park System with nearly a 45% increase in visitation since 2012.
Visitation increased from fewer than three million visits in 2010 to a peak 4.6 million in 2019, placing it
at number three for most visited parks in the nation.

ROMO is a unique landscape encompassing more than 265,000 acres, comfortably more than double the
size of Denver, and its visitation management planning process is designed to meet its specific needs. For
example, the park is nearly 95% designated wilderness, which puts an additional legal responsibly on
staff to manage the landscape compatibly with the Wilderness Act of 1964. Due to the purposeful lack of
developed infrastructure in the park, visitors generally dominate the same readily accessible areas, like the
BLRC and areas right off Trail Ridge Road. Another unique aspect of the landscape is the alpine tundra
that comprises approximately one-third of the total park area. Because alpine tundra is a fundamental
resource and very fragile, park managers must give it increased attention for protection in this ecosystem
(EA, 3-31-32).
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ROMO's visitor use pattern is also distinctive, and often local. As reflected in the EA's analysis of
socioeconomic studies and surveys conducted by the park over the years, the overwhelming majority of
ROMO visitors are repeat day users (as there are no lodges within the park boundary) who prefer to visit
areas that are readily accessible by private vehicles. Most visitors live in the Front Range, which is one of
the fastest-growing areas in the nation. In fact, Colorado's population grew by nearly 16% between 2010
and 2022, from 5 million in 2010 to approximately 5.8 million in 2022 (US Census Bureau 2023). Citing
a Biodynamics and RRC Associates 2023 study, the EA illustrates the enduring enthusiasm visitors have
toward accessing the park and overall readiness to embrace a reservation system as a means toward
achieving that access: “[o]verall, visitation to Rocky Mountain National Park has been consistently
increasing . . . visitation was not disproportionately impacted by the pilot timed entry systems
implemented in 2020-2022.” (EA 3-8).

Visitor surveys, which informed the EA, show that most people visit the park to view wildlife or natural
scenery and to “hear sounds of nature/quiet” (Cullinane, Flyr, and Koontz 2022, EA, 1-2 ). Rapid growth
in day use visitation has harmed these values, while degrading natural and cultural resources, increasing
safety concerns, and straining park staff's ability to perform daily operations.

Discounting a permanent long-range day use strategy that responds to ROMO's unique and urgent needs,
the No Action Alternative puts the future of this treasured park in jeopardy. NPCA and the Coalition will
not support proposals that impair the long-term planning process for this landscape and other parks
currently struggling with overcrowding. For ROMO, and for other popular parks facing acute visitation
challenges, a long-term reservation system will allow the park resource and the visitor experience to
thrive.

II. ROMO is now firmly positioned to lead the nation's first permanent parkwide visitor access strategy
through the NPS Preferred Alternative.

Building upon its history of visitor use management over the past three decades and its distinction as the
first national park to not only implement a pilot timed entry permit system (TEPS) in 2020, but also to
reassess and execute three subsequent seasons of this innovative solution in 2021-2023, ROMO is now
firmly positioned to lead the nation's first permanent parkwide reservation system through the NPS
Preferred Alternative (Alternative B: Timed Entry Reservations for Rest of Park and the Bear Lake Road
Corridor (BLRC)).

We applaud the adaptive nature of the proposed plan under all proposed action alternatives, allowing park
managers to implement, monitor, and adapt accordingly as indicators and thresholds change. Adaptive
management is a key approach to visitor use management under the Interagency Visitor Use Management
Council Framework, and it is an approach ROMO has employed well in its pilot TEPS. The
superintendent must have discretion to authorize temporary, site-specific closures to mitigate critical
resource impacts without requiring a lengthy public comment process (EA, 2-2, C-3). For example, the
ptarmigan species, a permanent park resident that breeds in alpine habitat at or above tree line along Trail
Ridge Road, is in decline likely due to excessive trampling of vegetation, widespread illegal parking, and
visitor-created trails. While recovering the ptarmigan's fragile habitat could take decades, the park's
ability to temporarily close impacted areas is an additional strength to the long-term plan that will help
protect the species.

These comments primarily focus on the NPS Preferred Alternative because it is far more favored by our
organizations than the other two alternatives for several reasons, including the fact that it has been tested
by previous pilot systems. Our opinion on the other alternatives includes the following: Alternative C
(timed entry reservations for the BLRC and daily reservations for the rest of the park) may provide a
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higher quality experience for reservations to the rest of the park by allowing fewer visitors overall—940
reservations would be allowed each day for the park to adhere to its desired conditions and thresholds
(versus the 1,875 reservations allotted daily for the rest of the park in Alt. A) (See EA, 2-5, Appendix C).
However, without timed entry for the rest of the park, park staff will lose a tool key toward adaptively
managing peak visitation times during the day and alleviating congestion at both the entry gate and at
highly visited destinations outside the BLRC.

It is possible that Alternative C, in part, could lead to less stress on park resources. For example,
disturbances to highly sensitive wilderness wildlife identified by the park, including bighorn sheep,
raptors, and migratory bird species (EA, 3-57) would presumably be reduced from less human-caused
noise and visitor presence on and off-trail during the reservation period. However, by accommodating
fewer visitors, Alternative C risks pushing more people to enter the park before and after the reservation
period toward dawn and dusk, impacting night-active species.

While it is possible Alternative D (timed entry reservations for the BLRC and temporary entrance
closures for rest of the park) may allow for more spontaneous arrivals when the gate is open, temporary
entrance closures will create an extremely unpredictable, reactive system. This structure does not include
a mechanism to disperse crowding since up to 85% of visitors travel through the East entrances, creating a
vastly unequal burden for staff at those entrances and major uncertainty for visitors as to when gates will
reopen. This situation will create chaos all day during popular seasons and compromise the park's ability
to respond to emergencies because of bottlenecks at entrance stations. When temporary entrance gate
closures are in effect, visitors may try to concentrate in immediate areas to be ready when the park
reopens, increasing emissions as cars idle and decreasing the quality of visitor-park staff interactions.

The greatest strength of the NPS Preferred Alternative lies in the fact that it mirrors the last two TEPS and
was informed by the past four TEPS pilot seasons and two public comment periods, all processes where
the park staff analyzed and refined the system through scientific analysis, visitor survey data, and
nationwide public engagement. During each of the TEPS pilots, staff collected extensive traffic, trail, and
baseline data on social trails, bare ground areas, and human waste along highly visited trail corridors.
During this next year, we anticipate ROMO will continue to learn even more about the specific trends and
data from this past season, as well as lessons learned from other parks embarking on adaptive visitor
access management plans.

We believe that a timed-entry reservation system, focused on spreading visitors out across time of day and
season and across the park in appropriate destinations, is the best long-term solution for managing levels
of visitation at ROMO during peak times year-round to protect the visitor experience and park resources.
To that effect, the NPS Preferred Alternative is the best option for ““ . . . maintain[ing] the greatest amount
of access while meeting desired conditions.” (EA-2). Such a system gives visitors more certainty, reduces
crowding (especially at high-demand areas like the BLRC) and enhances the visitor experience, including
but not limited to providing more reliable access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park
rangers, less obstructed views, and easier access to keystone experiences or other points of interest.

The visitor experience improved when ROMO required timed entry reservations through the TEPS, as
confirmed throughout the EA, the public comment processes, and by park staff. During last month's
public engagement session, ROMO's planning team shared that before the TEPS pilots were
implemented, park staff had to resort to restricting access in certain areas such as the BLRC. Turning
people around every day, typically in summer months, as early as 9am, staff continually experienced
demoralizing staff-visitor confrontations. With anger and frustration, visitors would circle the Bear Lake
parking lot over and over each day. A 2021 survey comparing visitor experiences before and after the
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TEPS found that 76% believed their park experience under the reservation system . . . was about the
same, somewhat better, or much better than previously experienced, with nearly half reporting that their
experience was somewhat better or much better.” (Creany and Monz, 2023; EA 3-8). The EA notes that
this type of positive finding was reiterated in the public comment periods held in 2021 and earlier in 2023
where visitors expressed a sense of reassurance under the TEPS (EA 3-5, 3-6). It is worth noting that,
during the TEPS, the local gateway economy was strong, and in fact appears to have thrived. In 2021,
Estes Park businesses reported a 20% increase in visitor spending (from nearly $420 million in 2020 to
$504 million in 2021) and Grand County experienced a 92% increase in sales tax revenue from 2018 to
2022 (https://estespark.colorado.gov/dashboard; EA, 3-19).

Also incorporated in the EA is an examination of what visitors value and expect from their experience at
ROMO), findings which further support the NPS Preferred Alternative. These include a 2022 survey that
found “ . . . viewing wildlife or natural scenery as the most important reasons to visit the park” (Culliane,
Flyr and Koontz 2022; EA 3-2). Indeed, “access to wild places” is recognized by park management as one
of the park's key fundamental resources (EA, 3-2). Also, for most visitors, the BLRC is a unsubstitutable,
sought after destination for these values and experiences. For this reason, NPCA and the Coalition
strongly agree with the park's proposal to require a timed entry reservation for the BLRC within each
alternative (Alternatives B, C, and D would each allot 2,940 reservations to the BLRC daily).

Like the past few TEPS, the NPS Preferred Alternative encourages visitor use patterns to be less
concentrated in time and space which leads to positive downstream impacts: rangers able to interact with
visitors more frequently, routine maintenance of facilities and roadways with less congestion. “[D]ata
collection indicates that in July 2017, more than 300 vehicles were accessing the corridor each hour from
8am to 4pm on average. In 2021, the average number per hour never exceeded 250, indicating a reduction
in approximately 400 cars per day during the summer month.” (EA 3-12). By focusing on a two-
reservation system, the NPS Preferred Alternative addresses crowd dispersal holistically instead of the
more reactive stance the park employed from 2016-2019, where park staff managed vehicle access within
highly congested areas on a first come, first serve basis. Park staff had to repeatedly block vehicle access
to the BLRC after parking spaces quickly filled, which ultimately either pushed crowds elsewhere in the
park or required cars to turn around, idle, and return to see if parking spaces were available (a scenario
which happened every day in July of 2019). An adaptive, data driven, and intentional plan gives visitors
more certainty, reduces crowding during peak times, and enhances the visitor experience.

For some visitors, it is possible the experience may still be influenced by the inability to secure a
reservation for the visitor's exact desired entrance time. However, it is unrealistic to assume any of the
proposed alternatives could guarantee this level of certainty to every visitor. It is also possible that the
expectation of getting the exact preferred timeslot was more prevalent in the earlier days of TEPs when
people were still adjusting to the new system. These expectations may have changed, especially as
reservation systems became acute issues for other popular parks like Arches, where a recent study found
that the majority of visitors who weren't able to enter the park on their desired date or time did not feel
impacted the quality of their experience (Arches National Park 2022 Pilot Timed-Entry Visitor
Experience Survey Technical Report).

Furthermore, reservations are now the norm for several surrounding landscapes in Colorado, including
but not limited to Brainard Lake, Mt Blue Sky Recreation Area, Hanging Lake, Pikes Peak, Eldorado
Canyon, Maroon Bells, St. Mary's Glacier, and Quandary Peak. Lastly, in 2021, observing that certain
batches of timed-entry permits were quickly selling out every day, sometimes by the same visitors, to
break this pattern the park quickly pivoted to holding back a certain percentage of permits to offer day
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before reservations, a technique also employed during the 2022 and 2023 pilots and reflected in the NPS
Preferred Alternative.

We are encouraged by the Park Service's ongoing commitment to engage both new and reoccurring
visitors on the need for a reservation system, so that expectations can continue to match experiences. We
urge this commitment to continue into the final plan and its implementation.

Within the NPS Preferred Alternative, we urge ROMO to consider the following:
* Require timed entry year-round in the BLRC on weekend days.

We understand that currently there are many days outside of the summer/fall season where park visitation
to the BLRC does not reach its visitor capacity of 2,200 people at one time. Factors like hazardous
weather and the absence of a shuttle system during October to May generally limit visitor transportation
to key trailheads in the BLRC overall. However, we urge you to consider timed entry on the weekends
throughout the year for the BLRC. While demand to access the park certainly lessens on winter
weekdays, Trail Ridge Road's winter closure as well as closures in the Wild Basin area result in fewer
locations for dispersal, concentrating impacts to this one area. Further, it is not unusual for parking lots at
Bear Lake to be completely full by late morning on many winter weekends and holiday vacation weeks
like spring break. Currently, when parking lots fill on these busy days, the protocol is for park staff to
temporarily restrict access at the kiosk set up near the junction with Beaver Meadows Road (EA, D-18).
Timed entry on the weekends would provide BLRC staff and visitors more certainty, more positive
interactions, and a better overall experience.

* Clarify the plan's application to commercial use authorization (CUA) holders.

We applaud the inclusion of CUAs within each proposed alternative, a requirement that we urged you to
consider in our comments earlier this year. Given its permanent nature, we strongly agree the long-range
day use access plan must also apply to CUAs, without exception. An exemption for commercial tour
operators not only gives people who can afford to pay for these services an unfair advantage over those
who cannot, it also sends the wrong message to other national parks currently suffering the impacts of
unchecked commercial tour operators, including congestion, noise, and air pollution.

While CUAs are not currently in as high demand at ROMO compared to some other popular parks, the
EA describes a pattern of rapid, substantial change in recent years that is concerning and needs to be
further examined: . . .park staff recorded a notable shift in the number of visitors participating in guided
activities from 2017 to 2020 (excluding 2020). In 2017, nearly 35,000 visitors participated in a guided
activity; in 2022, this number increased by approximately 34% to more than 53,000. The substantial
increase was noted from 2019 to 2021, when interactive, interpretive vehicle tours became more popular
among visitors. The percentage of visitors participating in guided activities compared to the annual
number of visitors was 0.79% in 2017. This percentage increased to 1.22% in 2022.” (EA, 3-25).

Under the proposed plan, CUA holders are not required to get reservations unless the total CUA clients
remain below 2% of average annual visitation. The EA explains that the park continues to require CUA
operators to report their annual visitor use numbers and that if a 2% threshold is exceeded for two
consecutive years, then the park will require CUAs to get reservations. However, the EA does not provide
the current number of CUA holders in the park or explain how this number is counted, and how many
more the plan could potentially allow. To better understand impacts to the resource and visitor experience,
we urge the park to clarify how many more CUA holders this structure will potentially allow and the
process of how the park will determine future management of CUA holder access.
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* Continue studying the potential future need for a Longs Peak Trailhead educational permit requirement
and how best to manage this requirement.

In our January 2023 comments regarding the need for a long-range plan, NPCA urged ROMO to require
visitors to obtain an educational permit to hike or climb the Longs Peak Trailhead. We argued that,
because the 14,259-foot-high Longs Peak summit is technical, narrow, and dangerous for the unprepared
hiker, and since twenty percent of ROMO's search-and-rescue operation is concentrated in the Longs Peak
region of the park, requiring visitors to get an educational permit prior to the summit would help alleviate
the strain on both visitors and staff. It is our understanding that Alternative C would require this permit,
but after further discussion with park staff over the past year, we now have a more informed
understanding that a permit is unlikely to be a need at this time.

However, due to its ongoing popularity and the need for visitors to be adequately prepared to access
hazardous terrain, our organizations urge the park to continue studying the potential need for an
educational permit requirement or similar manner of proactively managing the number of visitors
accessing the trailhead in the future. The National Park Service uses permits and reservations as a visitor
safety measure at sites and destinations within parks (e.g., Half Dome cables at Yosemite, Angels Landing
above Scout's Landing at Zion) where overcrowding poses significant safety concerns. We encourage the
park to continue to monitor Longs Peak and consider similar management tactics that would enhance
visitor safety on the trail.

» Continue studying impacts that occur outside the timed-entry reservation periods and times of year when
reservations are not required to identify necessary adjustments.

We encourage ROMO to actively monitor visitor use that occurs outside the timed-entry reservation
periods, both time of day (before and after the reservation requirement) and day of the year (in the days
and months outside the reservation season). It is our understanding that, during each of the past pilot
TEPS, the park generally experienced a surge in visitors before and after the times of day when
reservations were no longer required. We appreciate that, depending on changing visitor use patterns or
potentially if this pattern increases, the park may expand the number of days, weeks, and/or the window
of duration when reservations are required. While uncertain as to whether these surges will increase, the
EA anticipates the general pattern to continue and has nevertheless concluded the NPS Preferred
Alternative would still provide cumulatively beneficial impacts to the park and visitor experience (EA, 3-
55).

With more people entering the park before and after the reservation hours, there may be more impacts to
fundamental resources that may need to be analyzed, such as natural quiet and the health of wildlife most
active at dusk and dawn. For example, the EA notes that the NPS Preferred Alternative will have “. . .
likely less impact on natural sounds due to the broader distribution throughout the day . . . but [that]
human sounds could [also] potentially occur for longer duration during the day, possibly neutralizing
beneficial impacts on the natural acoustic environment . . .” (EA, 3-60). We encourage the Park Service to
consider adjusting the season and timing of timed-entry reservation requirements as studies, visitation
patterns, and visitor coping strategies evolve.

* Invest in transit as a necessary management tool.

Most people arrive to ROMO in private vehicles. Investing in mass transit is a necessary tactic for
mitigating the deleterious effects overcrowding has on the visitor experience and resource integrity.
However, mass transit options should be considered as one tool in coordination with others for managing
visitor use, and we applaud ROMO for adopting this approach. Removing private vehicles from park
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roadways alleviates vehicular traffic, but it does not necessarily account for human congestion. We are
pleased the long-term plan (all proposed alternatives) would continue to maintain a shuttle system as a
necessary investment to minimize crowding and congestion and reduce carbon output and that all visitors
using the Hiker Shuttle are required to obtain a timed entry shuttle permit as a means of ensuring the park
isn't alleviating vehicle congestion at the expense of increasing human congestion. Shuttle services will
continue to be a visitor need: in September 2023 shuttle ridership increased 33.90% over September 2022,
and year-to-date totals for 2023 have increased 27.88% over 2022. We encourage ROMO to continue
utilizing shuttle buses along two routes — the BLRC and the Moraine Park Route. We urge the park to
consider a mandatory shuttle for BLRC reservations at peak hours when the parking lots still typically fill
to capacity.

The various socioeconomic studies conducted by the NPS demonstrate that travel, and associated cost, is
one of the major barriers to equitable access (EA, 3-21). We encourage ROMO to continue its partnership
with the Colorado Department of Transportation on ways to improve the Bustang regional bus service.
Currently, visitors can access the park from Denver and other select locations in the Front Range for
approximately $15 round trip, but this service is only offered on weekend days and holidays.

As another transportation investment in addition to the shuttle system, we urge the park to include active
management of e-bikes on existing park roads as part of the long-term plan, including consideration of
creating certain opportunities where main areas of the park are only open to bikers and hikers. Currently,
e-bikes are only allowed in areas where vehicles are allowed, a commendable measure to preserve
wilderness characteristics and avoid detrimental impacts to the fragile alpine ecosystem. While e- bikes
are an excellent way to experience national parks, reduce emissions and take vehicles off the road, absent
management or adequate trail/road/charging/bike rack infrastructure, large numbers of e-bikes and
scooters can cause pedestrian conflicts, clutter trailheads and conflict with shuttles/vehicles on narrow
roads. We appreciate that the EA notes that bikes and e-bikes might be subject to the long-range day use
visitor access strategy in the future should use levels increase.

* Invest in targeted community engagement to reduce visitation barriers for underrepresented individuals.

We applaud ROMO for its active local partnerships, including Visit Estes Park, NoCOPlaces2050, the
Colorado Tourism Office (including its new Destination Stewardship program launched to promote
balancing economic growth with environmental and cultural preservation), Estes Valley Library, and the
gateway chambers of commerce in Estes and Grand Lake. Working with the local business community
and the Colorado Department of Transportation to help educate visitors about the long-term planning
process and provide information is mutually beneficial for the park and its neighbors. ROMO already has
a transparent and strong relationship with its gateway communities, admirably ensuring their support
prior to implementing each of its pilot TEPS.

We are confident that the park will continue its process of transparency and innovative collaboration, a
commitment reflected throughout the EA and critical toward navigating an interdependent dynamic
between parks, communities, affiliated Tribes, and adjacent public lands.

We encourage the park to continue these efforts while also expanding trip-planning public education into
areas more consistently outside of the park, including intentional community engagement to make sure
that individuals already underrepresented in park visitation aren't further excluded. Intentional community
outreach to user groups and communities already underrepresented in park visitation should be a priority
strategy developed iteratively and creatively alongside timed-entry reservations. We encourage the Park
Service to assess timed-entry data, user surveys and staff observation to identify groups among whom
successful timed-entry reservation adoption is low and develop communication and outreach strategies
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intended for those communities. Park staff at ROMO could co-learn about this kind of intentional
community outreach with staff at other parks working hard to effectively reach new user groups.

As part of the community outreach process and beyond, we urge ROMO to examine factors affecting
people's ability to plan their visits and options for mitigating any barriers. More research is needed to
understand specifically how perceptions of visitor use management systems influence a
disproportionately underrepresented individual's intention to visit, and to determine best practices and
resources needed for making communication about visitor use management available in a multitude of
languages and cultural communication contexts.

While it is unclear as to whether the pilot TEPS or the long-term planning process directly impacts visitor
demographics--and the EA notes that “[t]he park works with nonprofit youth groups, schools and affinity
groups to bring underrepresented groups into the park . ..” (EA, 3-24)--consistent outreach is needed to
determine how to improve these efforts and minimize barriers.

We applaud ROMO for proactively working with Rocky Mountain Conservancy to reduce potential
technological barriers by providing high-speed internet access at visitor centers located outside the park
entrance stations and providing iPads at the visitor centers that allow visitors to spontaneously acquire a
reservation permit when available. This is a model solution that should be replicated in other parks
looking to implement reservation systems.

* Consider climate change as a key factor in a future year-round reservation system.

Because of our climate change crisis, parks face more frequent and intense natural disasters and threats to
infrastructure, cultural resources, and changes in wildlife patterns that will also hinder visitor experience.
ROMO is still reeling from the impacts of the 2020 fire season and is estimated to have one of the most
significant increases in wildfires of all U.S. parks. Though there is inherent uncertainty in predicting
climate events, we urge the park to incorporate a response plan for the visitor use patterns anticipated to
change in the coming years due to climate change, as noted by the EA: “Recent climate change research
suggests that Rocky Mountain National Park may see up to a 34% increase in visitation during the peak
season and up to a 72% increase in shoulder season visitation based on air temperature and potential
visitation growth. . .” (EA, 3-25, 3-36). Given these sobering estimates, we appreciate the adaptive nature
of the long-term plan and urge ROMO to also consider planning for a possible shift toward a year-round
reservation system.

III. Chronic underfunding of ROMO compounds the impacts of increased visitation, underscoring the
crucial need to adopt a long-range day use access plan by 2024.

NPCA and the Coalition recognize that, even with an expert visitor management planning team,
impressively dedicated volunteers, and several years of thoughtful pilot TEPS processes, increased
visitation at ROMO still stresses an already underfunded budget. A long-range plan is an urgent
investment needed as early as possible in 2024 to address, and, ideally, lessen, the future financial impacts
of increased visitation. The EA highlighted a particularly heartbreaking cultural resources challenge: . . .
approximately 14% of ROMO has been surveyed for archeological resources (37,025 out of 265, 795
acres) and most of this is over two decades old at this point and completed by para-archeologists . . .
many trail corridors and wilderness campsites have never been inventoried . . . Tribal members also ask
how the park will protect cultural sites from visitor impacts . . .” (EA, F-2).

Another impact that is too often overlooked is the toll that overcrowding takes on the morale of NPS staff.
It is well documented that, due to under-investment by Congress, in recent years growth in visitation has
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occurred at a similar rate to declines in park staffing nationwide. This has left parks like ROMO with less
personnel to oversee growing numbers of visitors. For instance, between 2011 and 2019 park visitation
increased nationally by 17% while over the same time the Park Service lost 16% of its staff capacity, or
approximately 3,500 positions.

As aresult, NPS staff and other employees working in the park are forced to take on collateral duties
outside of their job descriptions and expertise. This often results in high levels of staff burn out, turnover,
and impact to park employee's mental health. This situation is only worsened by the parallel crises facing
ROMO and the surrounding community in regard to the high cost of living and the scarcity of affordable
housing.

We will continue our longstanding commitment to advocate for enhanced federal funding, including but
not limited to an emphasis on park staffing, housing, cultural resources, and the soon-to-expire Public
Lands Legacy Restoration Fund, so that ROMO can do this critical work while implementing its long-
range plan.

Conclusion

For more than a century, ROMO has remained a vital part of our natural and cultural heritage set aside for
current and future generations to explore, honor, and enjoy. The future health of this remarkable landscape
depends on today's investment in a long-range day use visitor access plan through the NPS Preferred
Alternative.

We urge you to move quickly to complete this planning process as soon as possible in 2024, both to
protect park resources in the near term and to also provide additional certainty to future park visitors in
the years to come.

We commend the park's civic engagement process throughout the years as it studied and refined its pilot
timed entry permit system process, including its ongoing collaboration with gateway communities and
neighboring land managers at the county, state, and federal level, and we look forward to continuing our
work as an engaged partner.

With gratitude,
Tracy Coppola
Colorado Senior Program Manager

National Parks Conservation Association

Michael B. Murray

Chair of the Executive Council

Coalition to Protect America's National Parks
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Correspondence ID: 2667
Date Received: 12/13/2023

Topic Question 1:
I'm coming to you from a place of long perspective of visitor use of Rocky. My grandma knew Enos

Mills' daughter Enda. She used to hike with Agnes Vaille, whose memorial hut now provides a shelter for
weary hikers who make it to the Keyhole.

Grandma explored the Rockies as
one of these women, and five generations of our family have followed in her footsteps. We've hiked every
trail and climbed every mountain and scaled every cliff and swam in every lake in the Park... well, maybe
not EVERY lake, but swimming in lakes with snow down to the waterline is a game with us — even the
Rowe Glacier Tarn and Highest Lake itself! OR IT WAS.... before NPS made it next to impossible for us
to get there. Rocky has now become a place for the rich, the lucky, and those with time on their hands:
those who have a nice fast internet connection and no other responsibility than to sit by a computer and
maximize their chances of pouncing on a reservation.

So regarding your first question: your document and the way you presented some really important policy
proposals was so convoluted with so much invisible "small print" that I had to bug a family member who
works for the Park Service to explain it to me. Talk about not being accessible to the public! But let's get
to the nitty-gritty.

NPS is charged with providing for the enjoyment of its lands not only for those of us whose taxes support
its work but for everyone. Yet the unnecessarily restrictive reservation system has made access practically
impossible, and now it seems you want to make it even worse. In these last few years on those days when
I get up early enough to beat the existing system, I see nobody at Mills Lake when years ago there would
be small parties sprinkled up and down the valley, quietly enjoying the peace and beauty of the area.
Why? Well, maybe because I meet people on the trail who tell me somewhat shame-facedly that they
bought passes back in winter when the system opened for every single day of their vacation.... to be used
at their convenience. That's a luxury of the rich. I ran into one party that had seven reservations for the
week of their visit but used only one of them. So there's your first flaw: there are clearly dozens of
reservations that are made and then not used. Maybe it's because you simply didn't release enough passes
in the first place — maybe it's because you don't incentivize returning them if they won't be used.

Who knows? All I know is that park use has gone way down, and as an Estes Park homeowner who has
friends and family visiting regularly, especially in the beautiful summer months, some of them don't even
bother anymore to try to get into the Park anymore. Either they can't pull off the early start time to beat
the system like I can (that doesn't work for young families or the elderly, folks!), or it's because our place
doesn't have a fast enough internet connection. Why even bother when all the passes are gone in the first
1/10 of a second anyway? I remember this July bracing myself for another 5 p.m. failed attempt the night
trying to get a pass for the Bear Lake corridor ... and WOW ... I got a 5 a.m. entry window! Wow!
Hurrah! It was like winning a lottery — one shot in a thousand! But then... imagine my surprise when I
found a parking space at the Fern Lake Trailhead around 6:30 a.m., in time for the 7 a.m. shuttle to get me
up to Bear Lake so I could hike the delightful one-way Odessa Gorge walk! Imagine my further surprise
when [ saw almost nobody on the hike! Folks, a few years ago, that just didn't happen. NPS is effectively
blocking visitors from the Park, and the visitors who DO get in (the wealthy, the few, and the flexible),
THEY must all be just hanging out at Bear Lake. The other trails and high places are empty. [ summitted
Hallett this summer on a gorgeous July morning and was THE ONLY ONE THERE. Where is
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Park's loveliness - OUR Park - the public's Park - not YOUR Park - thanks to this oppressive, restrictive
system that favors the rich. But on to other things.

This amenity fee you propose: how do you justify that given that we're already paying taxes, park fees,
and reservation fees? From what my NPS sibling said, NPS isn't supposed to set fees that discourage
people from visiting the park. Well, friends, that ship has sailed. I've never felt so discouraged in my life
about visiting the park, and I've been doing it for 60 years, like my mother and father and my
grandmother and grandfather before me, and so have my siblings, and my kids, and their kids — we all feel
the same way. Like I said, this is a system for the wealthy, the few, and the flexible.

Your task should be to restrain and fine-tune this reservation system, not bloat it beyond belief. Anyone
who spends any amount of time at the Park knows the problem is a window of time on a few sections of
road and trail from late morning to mid-afternoon from late June (or even early July) to mid-August (or
even early August). SO put your energy into managing THAT problem — don't keep the rest of us out of
practically every other area in months and times of day when visitation is not a problem!

Even in the days before the reservation system, anyone who knew anything about hiking in Rocky had no
problem losing the crowds, even in the middle of July. There's a ton of room up there if you get up early
enough... the crowds don't show up until mid-morning, and even then, you can usually lose them within
the first mile or two! Real hikers know how to spread out! Yeah, it might be busy around Bear Lake and
even up to Emerald for a month in a certain window on nice days, but actually —no. I've hiked to Emerald
Lake hundreds of times at all times of day and season and have never once had a problem navigating the
crowds. I've always found a pleasant spot up on the rocks or next to the gnarled tree or nestled into one of
the fallen logs to enjoy my lunch quietly and enjoy the Clark's Nutcrackers. PLEASE: open access up to
people who know how to enjoy the Park when crowds aren't a problem. Go ahead and control things for
the small window where control is actually needed, but stop trying to limit everyone else. May? October?
Before 9 a.m.? After 2 p.m.? Trail Ridge Road? Endovalley? Gem Lake? Wild Basin? Longs? Nah.
Control isn't needed then.

Speaking of Longs .... why do you feel you need to manage access to Longs Peak? Have you ever
actually climbed it? My family members over five generations have logged hundreds if not thousands of
successful summitings. I can assure you: access to Longs is not a problem. Get up early and you'll find a
spot. Now folks who show up later in the morning with hopes of reaching Chasm or Estes Cone: yeah,
they will have a problem finding parking. I can imagine solving that with some sort of shuttle service
running up from a larger parking lot below on the busiest weeks or weekends of the summer once the lot
and roadside parking is full (BUT NOT BEFORE!). Otherwise, it's not a problem. NO NEED for a
reservation system on Longs. All you'll do is incentivize people to use their permit on bad-weather days
because they have no other choice... and anyone familiar with the permitting system on Everest knows
how that ends. And what's this about an educational permit? Are you imagining that watching a video will
prepare people for Longs? Now you are incentivizing people to think they've had the proper training and
are prepared. That's not how mountaineering works. Don't try to put up more walls to access and then
pretend that you can control risk for the Longs experience. Managing risk is not your job.

In conclusion: work the PROBLEM, people - don't create new problems. You've already gone so far
beyond your mandate with this system that you've betrayed the mission of the National Park System —
don't make it worse. Thank you.
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Correspondence ID: 2668
Date Received: 12/14/2023

Topic Question 1:

I think the visitor-limiting solution the NPS has implemented is perfect. It preserves the park as a place
worth visiting while allowing visitors who plan ahead (most all out-state-visitors do) to enjoy the park.
Please continue with the timed entry reservation system, especially closing traffic up Bear Lake Road
after 0500. I think the NPS has done an exemplary job of considering and explaining the process of
developing this solution.

Correspondence ID: 2669
Date Received: 12/14/2023

Topic Question 1:

I like alternative C. Timed reservations can be very difficult to make, given entrance lines, traffic driving
from Denver, traffic in Estes, weather, etc. As a hiker, I always want to start pretty early and hike all day
so an afternoon pass is not useful.l Also, high altitude plus afternoons means thunderstorms. Prefer a daily
reservation for all areas of park other than Bear Lake. You could have way better shuttles and tours for
the people who just want to drive around and take pictures, and maybe walk a few hundred yards — these
are the only people who would be interested in a pass that starts at 3-4 pm anyway. We usually camp there
a couple of times a summer too, usually in a camper. I hate when others run generators — noise and
smell. More electric hookups help. I think the park could use more services. This could reduce the traffic
back and forth to Estes. The entrance stations are inefficient and need some automation and/or better
staffing. Shuttles don't run early enough or late enough for hikers, or go to enough trailheads. I don't want
to risk being stranded at a trailhead if my hike goes long.

Correspondence ID: 2670
Date Received: 12/14/2023

Topic Question 1:
1- Yes, I have feedback on the environmental analysis below along with an article for reference.

2- Yes, | have included my feedback below.

Comments:

Timed entry with a daily limitation number is a valid option for decreasing the overall impact on the
natural ecosystems. However, there have been many articles and trials completed looking at the human
disturbance activity impact on our national ecosystems including stressors, such as: vegetation removal,
soil compaction and plastic waste impacts. Soil compaction off trail, at my last visit to RMNP in 2023,
was increasing notable and the increased vegetation destruction was jaw dropping. The increased visitors
has been taking it's toll on the ecosystem in ways that may not be seen nor repairable.

Below is an article that had impact comparisons completed within Colorado wetlands. Since the Rocky
Mountains are part of the head waters for the southwest/west it is imperative we educate, enforce and
analyze our pollutants in the waters within this great National Park. I have visited RMNP several times
over the past 3 years and this last year (2023) I was SHOCKED at how much plastic waste was scattered
through the hiking trails, picnic areas and ponds. Visitors should be held accountable for their waste and
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proper disposal of plastics. If not, properly disposed or picked up then a fine should be given more
routinely.

A quote from: Quantifying the extent of human disturbance activities and anthropogenic stressors in
wetlands across the conterminous United States: results from the National Wetland Condition Assessment

“By areal extent, the reporting group with the highest level of human disturbance activity was the western
woody wetlands (W-PRLW), where both soil compaction and pasture/range were observed in almost 80%
of the wetland area (Fig. (Fig.4).4).”

reference link: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6586716/

Correspondence ID: 2671
Date Received: 12/14/2023

Topic Question 1:

CDTC would like more clarification on how the timed-entry reservation system impacts the Trailheads
outside of ROMO near the CDTC-designated Gateway Community of Grand Lake. With only 20% of the
annual visitation entering the park from the west entrance, access for locals and CDNST users from the
East Shore and North Inlet Trailheads should continue to be preserved outside the scope of the 9am-2pm
timed-entry reservation system. There is some private vehicle parking at these Trailheads, and there has
been confusion about when people can utilize these trails in conjunction with the existing policies. Based
on the Visitor Capacity Analysis in section D-26, it seems as if these areas are achieving the desired
conditions within the current management structure, and therefore should allow for continued access
regardless of the timed-entry system.

Also, CDTC would like to note that the CDNST does not appear to be mentioned in the Visitor Capacity
Analysis section for East Inlet, North Inlet, Green Mountain/Onahu Trailheads, or any other part of the
188-page Environmental Assessment. The CDNST is mentioned in the Park Purpose section of the Story
Map (slide 5): Ability to experience a wide variety of recreational opportunities - "Rocky Mountain
National Park is a premier Colorado destination that provides an exceptionally wide range of recreational
experiences for a diverse group of users. Visitor opportunities can include high-elevation experiences
along the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail, strolls around Bear Lake..."

For future proposals and agency action, it would be most helpful for public review if the CDNST was
better delineated in agency materials. (The CDNST is viewable via the digital interactive map.)
Additionally, CDTC would like to support NPS staff with any potential changes to signage in the area as
well as the utilization of digital platforms such as Colorado Trail Explorer and FarOut guides in helping
notify the public of updates.

Comments:
710 10th Street, Suite 200

Golden, CO 80401
December 14, 2023
Superintendent

Rocky Mountain National Park
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1000 Highway 36
Estes Park, CO 80517

RE: Rocky Mountain NP Day Use Visitor Access Plan and Environmental Assessment Project (ID:
100042) and Document (ID: 132674)

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments regarding the Day Use Visitor Access Plan and
Environmental Assessment at Rocky Mountain National Park (ROMO). We are happy to assist you with
this process and help you strive for the highest quality outcome possible, especially as it relates to the
Continental Divide National Scenic Trail (CDNST) within ROMO. CDTC supports the Day Use Visitor
Access Planning process with the opportunity to better coordinate and streamline access to the CDNST in
the Park.

Representing approximately 2,000 members nationwide, the Continental Divide Trail Coalition (CDTC)
is the 501(c)(3) national nonprofit organization formed in 2012 to work with the federal land management
agencies to complete, promote, and protect the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail. The CDNST
was designated by Congress in 1978 as a unit of the National Trails System. The 3,100-mile CDNST
traverses nationally significant scenic terrain and areas rich in the heritage and life of the Rocky Mountain
West along the Continental Divide between Mexico and Canada. It travels through 3,100 miles of
unceded Indigenous lands, 20 National Forests, 21 Wilderness areas, 3 National Parks, 2 National
Monuments, 8 BLM resource areas and through the states of Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado and
New Mexico. The vision for the CDNST is a primitive and challenging backcountry trail for the hiker and
horseman on or near the Continental Divide to provide people with the opportunity to experience the
unique and incredibly scenic qualities of the area.

The CDNST passes through five states and is administered by the U.S. Forest Service in cooperation with
the NPS, BLM, and Tribal, state, and local governments, as well as numerous partner groups including
the CDTC. In 2020, CDTC signed an Inter-agency Memorandum of Understanding with the U.S Forest
Service, the Bureau of Land Management, and the National Park Service, which identifies the Continental
Divide Trail Coalition as a lead national partner in the management and administration of the Continental
Divide National Scenic Trail. To date, CDTC has been successful in coordinating more than 300,000
hours of volunteer stewardship to maintain and improve the CDNST, building positive relationships with
federal land managers and local trail-focused groups, organizing special events to help educate the public
about the CDNST, implementing Trail Adopter and Gateway Community programs, and encouraging
Congress to continue to appropriate funding for the CDNST in the USFS budget.

Background

The CDNST is far more than a path on the ground; rather, it is the sum of the myriad scenic, natural,
cultural, and historical qualities of the areas surrounding the trail that make a journey along the CDNST
unique and spectacular. The CDNST is protected and maintained not only for the physical trail itself, but
more importantly, for the experience it provides. The United States Congress designated the Continental
Divide National Scenic Trail by an Act of Congress in 1978. The Continental Divide National Scenic
Trail Comprehensive Management Plan was approved by the U.S. Forest Service and set forth as policy
in 2009. This overarching policy direction serves to implement Congress's direction in the National Trails
System Act, and is an essential tool for guiding decisions regarding Forest Plan direction for the CDNST.
The Comprehensive Plan also incorporates FSM 2353.42 and 2353.44b.

Current CDNST Route in Rocky Mountain National Park:
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Starting in the South, the CDNST enters ROMO from the Indian Peaks Wilderness near the Twin Creek
Ranger Station along Lake Granby. The next 6 miles mostly follow the rolling shoreline between Lake
Granby and Shadow Mountain Reservoir before exiting the ROMO boundaries just before the East Shore
Trailhead. CDNST users then travel through the Town of Grand Lake for approximately 2 miles before
connecting to ROMO again at the North Inlet Trailhead.

Upon entering the Park from the North Inlet Trailhead, CDNST users can either add-on 21 miles by
heading east along the North Inlet, Flattop Junction, and Tonahutu Creek Trails before connecting with
the Green Mountain Trail. Or, from the North Inlet Trailhead, visitors can take the direct 4-mile route to
Green Mountain along the South Tonahutu Trail. From Green Mountain, CDNST users head northwest
for 5 miles, connecting via the Onahu Creek Trail and the Bowen Gulch Connector Trail before crossing
Trail Ridge Road and heading into the Never Summer Wilderness from the western edge of the Park.

In total, approximately 36 miles of the CDNST are within ROMO's borders, but if visitors choose to
avoid the longer loop option it can be as short as 15 miles.

Upon review of the ROMO Day Use Visitor Access Plan and Environmental Assessment, we offer the
following comments and recommendations:

CDTC appreciates the considerations for visitor use experience, socioeconomics, alpine tundra,
lakeshore/streamside vegetation, and Wilderness character as described in the planning documents
alongside an informative story map. As an organization that cares about the future of Rocky Mountain
National Park, CDTC supports a permanent timed-entry reservation system to address visitor
management challenges in the park. A permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding
(especially at high-demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing
more reliable access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed
views and easier access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

Therefore, CDTC supports the Park Service's Preferred Alternative B, which would provide visitors with
two timed entry reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park,
like the last three pilots. CDTC also supports the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent
solution and the work of the Park Service to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary
adjustments to the plan going forward.

That being said, CDTC would like more clarification on how the timed-entry reservation system impacts
the Trailheads outside of ROMO near the CDTC-designated Gateway Community of Grand Lake. With
only 20% of the annual visitation entering the park from the west entrance, access for locals and CDNST
users from the East Shore and North Inlet Trailheads should continue to be preserved outside the scope of
the 9am-2pm timed-entry reservation system. There is some private vehicle parking at these Trailheads,
and there has been confusion about when people can utilize these trails in conjunction with the existing
policies. Based on the Visitor Capacity Analysis in section D-26, it seems as if these areas are achieving
the desired conditions within the current management structure, and therefore should allow for continued
access regardless of the timed-entry system.

Also, CDTC would like to note that the CDNST does not appear to be mentioned in the Visitor Capacity
Analysis section for East Inlet, North Inlet, Green Mountain/Onahu Trailheads, or any other part of the
188-page Environmental Assessment. The CDNST is mentioned in the Park Purpose section of the Story
Map (slide 5): Ability to experience a wide variety of recreational opportunities - "Rocky Mountain
National Park is a premier Colorado destination that provides an exceptionally wide range of recreational
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experiences for a diverse group of users. Visitor opportunities can include high-elevation experiences
along the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail, strolls around Bear Lake..."

For future proposals and agency action, it would be most helpful for public review if the CDNST was
better delineated in agency materials. (The CDNST is viewable via the digital interactive map.)
Additionally, CDTC would like to support NPS staff with any potential changes to signage in the area as
well as the utilization of digital platforms such as Colorado Trail Explorer and FarOut guides in helping
notify the public of updates.

Along similar lines, the partial closures along the CDNST in ROMO since the wildfires of 2020 have
been challenging to navigate. The EA mentions that these closures are on-going but updated information
is hard to find on the ROMO website since it is not integrated with Colorado Trail Explorer. CDTC staff
became aware of the partial closure in Summer 2023 after seeing physical signs along the trail and then
worked with Park Staff to come up with an alert notice on CDTC's website that clarifies how people can
still access the CDNST in the Park:

Trail Use Limited To Wilderness Permit Holders

Day use is prohibited along the CDT (mile 1372-1396), and the Tonahutu Creek cutoff, in Rocky
Mountain National Park due to the East Troublesome Fire of 2020. The National Park Service is limiting
use to only those that obtain a wilderness permit. Permits can be obtained online here. CDT users should
select the "North Inlet" starting point when searching online for permits. Please note — hard-sided bear
canisters are required with a wilderness permit. Canisters can be rented in Grand Lake, CO at Never
Summer Mountain Products.

The timed-entry reservation system and Day Use Visitor Access Plan does not seem to impact this type of
CDNST access, but it would be helpful to clarify these opportunities in the plan with the hope of
streamlining the overall system. For example, requiring Wilderness Permits and bear canisters for day
users who want to complete the direct 9-mile route between North Inlet and the Never Summer
Wilderness through ROMO can be burdensome in terms of returning rented equipment or forcing people
to walk to the road if they cannot get the necessary permits. CDTC would like to continue discussing
opportunities through this planning process to prioritize access to the CDNST while meeting the
management objectives of the plan.

Conclusion

CDTC appreciates ROMO's Day Use Visitor Access Plan and Environmental Assessment process and
supports Preferred Alternative B with clarification on how the plan will still allow access to the west side
trailheads near Grand Lake outside the ROMO boundary. CDTC also wants to continue dialogue around
how to streamline CDNST access in the Park while protecting the cultural and natural resources in the
area, as well as better communicating those notices with the general public and CDNST user groups.

Going forward, as an organization with connections in the community and an expertise on CDNST policy
guidance, CDTC welcomes consultation on any decision that could impact the trail. The CDTC is eager to
share our resources (volunteer scouts, membership relations, fundraising abilities, volunteer labor, etc.) to
work with Rocky Mountain National Park to determine the optimal conditions for the CDNST corridor
through the area and assist in its implementation.

We thank you for the opportunity to comment and participate in the management and protection of the
CDNST. We look forward to working with the NPS staff and ensuring the CDNST remains a high-quality
recreational resource in Rocky Mountain National Park. If you have any questions, please contact Jordan
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Williams, Colorado Regional Representative, by phone at (360) 244-9249 or by email at
Jwilliams@continentaldividetrail.org.

Sincerely,

L. Fisher

Trail Policy Manager

Continental Divide Trail Coalition

cc: Ben Lara, CDNST Program Administrator; John Cannella, National Park Service's National Trails and
Rivers Systems Program Manager; Teresa Martinez, CDTC Executive Director

Correspondence ID: 2672
Date Received: 12/14/2023

I feel the park needs to modify the timed-entry system to offer opportunities for a broader group of
visitors. The current system allows a small segment of repeat visitors to reserve a high percentage of the
available reservations. Many will reserve 20 or more dates knowing they will actually only use a few of
those. Potential solutions may be to substantially increase the cost of a reservation from $2 to $10, or to
limit the number of reservations for the entire season at 5 per person. The first option would be easier to
manage.

Correspondence ID: 2673
Date Received: 12/14/2023

Topic Question 1:

Although I am confident the National Park Service has made a good faith effort to work with the public in
improving the visitor experience in Rocky Mountain National Park, I am thus far disappointed with the
results. [ have four major points of commentary:

First, NPS has done a poor job making the public aware of the EA, its likely impact on their RMNP
experience, and how they can comment. The NPS website explaining the EA is a maze of links, websites
embedded in other websites, a roadmap that "summarizes" while explaining very little, and critical
information embedded in fine print, footnotes, and appendices. I had to struggle for 10-15 minutes
through this maze of webpages to even find the EA and the comment portal! Then I discovered that the
EA is a 188 page document - and that "reading the plan and EA (not just this story map) is necessary to
provide your feedback." This last is a direct quote from the comment submission portal.

Although I empathize with NPS' desire to avoid slogging through comments by people who don't
understand the plan, asking the public to read 188 pages before commenting seems more an attempt to
avoid public feedback than to embrace it. The recorded town hall was better - but like the EA, it glossed
over many details that I consider critical. My answer to the second question in the comment portal, then,
is that the Story Map - which was the easiest piece of content to find and digest - should have focused less
on outlining the EA and more on summarizing critical information about how each alternative would
affect visitor experience. That summary could have been the basis for soliciting public feedback, instead
of a 188 page document that requires many hours of dedicated reading to digest.
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I also felt repulsed by the portal's demand that we avoid vague language or open-ended questions. Such
commentary is less useful, yes. But the list of things we must do to comment gave me the impression that
NPS doesn't earnestly desire to hear from visitors. Rather, it seems that NPS wants to change the model
for visitation and is saying "unless you're up to date on everything we think, and you match our standard
for discourse, we don't want to hear from you." I doubt the authors of the comment portal intended their
platform to feel so unfriendly - but that is the impression I received.

The request to avoid vague language felt particularly hypocritical because I found so much of the EA to
be vague and confusing. Why does the reservation system require an amenity fee? As I understand it, an
"amenity fee" in other parks usually is used to maintain amenities: boat docks, picnic tables, etc. I don't
understand how a reservation system can be classified as an amenity. How much would this amenity fee
be? I did find the answer to this - buried in the footnotes. Why is the current $2 reservation cost - which
supposedly is used to maintain the reservation system - insufficient? In Alternative C, what sort of
"education" would be required to attempt Long's Peak? Would the park claim the ability to judge a
prospective climber's preparedness? Or is the proposal simply to add a bureaucratic box to check? Why
does NPS believe that the reservation system ought to be extended past May and October? In my personal
experience as a summer resident, the bustling crowds the reservation system was intended to address only
really appear - during late June, July and early August. I already find it unnecessary in May or past
September. Why does NPS wish to expand the reservation system further than necessary to address the
summer crowds?

My second disappointment reading the EA was that I received the impression that NPS believes high
visitation numbers to be a bad thing. I was surprised to find that NPS listed "Expand Infrastructure and
Shuttle Services" as an alternative that had been considered but dismissed. In Appendix E, the EA
discusses many improvements to infrastructure that I would be delighted to see - a parking garage in Estes
Park with improved shuttle services, expanded infrastructure on Bear Lake Road, improving underutilized
parking locations. Why have these options been dismissed? Because "it would cause surges of visitors not
consistent with visitor capacities to achieve desired conditions for visitor experience." In other words,
NPS wants fewer people in the park because they believe more people makes for a worse experience.

On the one hand, crowds are unpleasant. I don't doubt the EA's claim that visitors have enjoyed the
reservation system these past years. On the other hand, that very claim only speaks to the experience of
visitors - ie the people who, under a reservation system, actually got in. How do people who were
prevented from entering due to the reservation system feel about it? My own experience with the
reservation system is that I must be on my computer at 4:55 the day before, I must spam the refresh
button, and when I'm so unfortunate as to have a stutter in my internet, or to have my child need attention
at 4:59, I completely lose my chance at entering the park. As for Bear Lake Road, even if | spam refresh
at the correct time I still have a coin flip as to whether I can enter. It's a bad experience! Crowds are
unpleasant, but I far prefer hiking past a crowd at Alberta Falls to being barred from entering the park
entirely. I think most prospective visitors would agree, if they understood that those were the options.

RMNP is an extraordinary place - full of beauty and wonder. RMNP is also large, covering hundreds of
square miles. There's room for all: for those who are bothered by the crowds at Bear Lake, hike the half
mile down to the Glacier Gorge trail and continue to Mill's Lake! If the half dozen parties enjoying Mill's
Lake ruins a visitor's experience, continue to Black Lake! If the group or two at Black Lake intrudes on a
visitor's desire for solitude, continue to Blue or Frozen Lake! The NPS' mandate is to preserve the park
*so that it may be enjoyed by the public*. The town hall slides mention that alternatives B, C, and D will
reduce visitation by a projected 8%, 20%, and 25% respectively. NPS may consider this a desirable
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outcome, because it improves the experience of visitors. I consider it a breach of their duty, because it
prevents people who love the park from visiting.

I understand that NPS dislikes seeing the Bear Lake loop trail filled with hundreds of people. I understand
that waiting to get through a mile long line of cars behind the Beaver Meadows entrance station is a
miserable experience. I understand that NPS feels unable to dedicate resources toward engaging
educational programs. A policy that reduces visitation may improve these "issues" - but at the price of
betraying part of the mission: to allow the public access to the park in the first place. For this reason, I
find alternatives B, C, and D unacceptable and am disappointed that the EA failed to propose an
alternative that improves visitor experience without reducing visitor access.

My third disappointment with the EA is its analysis of the experience of Colorado residents and Estes
Park residents in particular. I'm a summer resident of Estes Park. I climbed my first 13er at 4 years old,
summited Long's Peak for the first time at the age of 7, and have enjoyed playing tour guide to a dozen
groups of friends. My extended family has enjoyed the park for 5 generations - from a great grandparent
who knew Enos Mills and Agnes Vaille to a nephew who first summited Long's Peak last summer. What,
then, does the EA say about preserving the experience of those who love the park the most? As far as |
can tell, the EA is not interested in them in the slightest.

This question - or something related to it - came up in the town hall Q&A. As I recall, the panel pointed to
the "Socioeconomic Impact" section of the EA and otherwise dodged the question. This is the only place
where the EA has addressed regular visitors - except that it doesn't address that issue at all. Instead,
Chapter 3-18 discusses quality of life surveys, tax revenue, and how private vehicles belonging to visitors
bar residents from accessing their homes or places of business. I'm glad the EA addresses this, and I'm
happy to see that, by all those metrics, residents seem to be doing fairly well. But it does not address how
those same residents - and the residents of nearby communities such as Longmont, Lyons, Fort Collins,
and Boulder - feel about their diminishing access to the RMNP.

My own experience with the Reservation System is that accessing the park has become exponentially
harder. As late as 2018, I felt free to explore RMNP to my heart's content. Yes, I needed to wake up earlier
to get parking on Bear Lake Road. Yes, I needed to hike further to find solitude. Yes, I would occasionally
quip about the crowds at Bear Lake, Alberta Falls, or the Alluvial Fan. But in all cases, I'd amend those
quips with a grateful remark that, in an age of virtual entertainment and failing family structure,
Americans were still flocking to the National Parks to experience the beautiful mountains. I do not wish
for any alternative that proposes to bar a prospective visitor to improve my experience - nor, as is far
more likely, that proposes to bar my entrance to improve someone else's experience. Alternatives B/ C /
D reflect the belief that NPS must reduce visitation to cater to the experience of people who congregate in
the easiest, closest sections of the park. I believe that visitors can have the patience and grace to enjoy the
park together. My extended family in Colorado all share a similar opinion. There are around 40 of us -
professional climbers, former search and rescue rangers, casual hikers, marathon runners, parents,
children, grandparents, teenagers. We all know the park like the back of our hand, we grew up swimming
in every lake, summiting every peak. We feel that the reservation system cuts us off from the park that we
love while deterring the people with whom we wish to share the park.

My fourth disappointment with the EA is the limited imagination in the four alternatives. Options B/ C/
D are all variations on the same theme: use a reservation system to limit access to the park. The NPS
clearly states in the EA that they personally prefer option B. I am not surprised - C and D are simply
worse versions of option B! Option C proposes to keep the reservation system, but change it to day passes
instead of hourly passes. I find the EA's arguments against this compelling: it does nothing to address the
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crowds that occur when visitors all attempt to enter at the same rough time, between 9 and 10am, while
maintaining all the downsides of having a reservation system in the first place (namely needing to spam
refresh in a desperate attempt to get a reservation). Option C would reduce the number of reservations that
could be given because it does nothing to prevent congestion. Option C merely gains the flexibility for a
visitor to enter when they will, instead of within a 2 hour window. I find that flexibility quite low value: if
I want to enter the park, I'm going to plan a specific window whether or not there's a reservation system in
place, if only to respond to the weather. Furthermore, the reservation system as currently implemented
allows visitors to leave and re-enter, already providing that flexibility. So Option C is clearly a worse
version of Option B.

Likewise with Option D which, as I understand it, retains the reservation system for Bear Lake Road, and
handles congestion by simply blocking the entrance station if NPS doesn't like the number of people
entering. Option D gives the most frustrating and unpredictable visitor experience, decreases visitation the
most, still retains the reservation system for Bear Lake Road, and I see very little benefit. Removing the
reservation for the rest of the park isn't worth simply not allowing visitors to enter past a certain quota.
Option D is, in my opinion, a bad idea.

I am left with the impression that the EA contains only two real alternatives. NPS proposes that they can
either expand the reservation system, or they can return to pre pandemic systems. NPS further presents
these options with a heavy frown directed toward the pre-pandemic systems, urging the public to accept
the progress of the reservation system. Where is a proposal to improve the shuttle system? Where is a
proposal to retain the reservation system in a reduced form instead of an extended form? Where is a
proposal to improve parking and amenities in areas other than Bear Lake Road to spread crowds better
around the park? Two such ideas are briefly mentioned in Appendix E before being discarded because
NPS believes these alternatives wouldn't completely address crowds. I believe the EA desperately needs
an alternative that embraces the crowds who have come to love RMNP and seeks to improve their access,
not decrease it.

I expect the authors of the EA envision the priorities of the NPS differently than I do. From the Organic
Act of 1916: "[the NPS] purpose is to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the
wild life therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will
leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations." But which is the higher priority? To
"provide for the enjoyment of the same", or to "leave them unimpaired"? During the town hall, the
presenter noted this as a perpetual balancing act - too true, and I sympathize with that difficult task. But
the visitation limits that the EA proposes for Bear Lake, Long's Peak, and Wild Basin, alongside the
emphasis on widening of trails around lakes and in popular parking lots, suggests the EA's priority: "leave
them unimpaired" first, "provide for an enjoyable experience" second, with allowing prospective visitors
access as the lowest priority. [ would submit that the first priority ought to be allowing prospective
visitors access, the second priority - only a hair lower - ought to be the preservation of these natural
resources, and the experience of the visitors the third priority.

Ultimately, I do not see the same urgency in the damage done to natural resources by "the development of
visitor-created trails, widening of existing trails, and impact on soil, vegetation, and water quality" or the
"impact to roadside vegetation" from two way traffic on gravel roads. I do not mean to imply that these
aren't issues that the NPS should work to prevent, of course. Rather, I mean that I see these issues
primarily in the first half mile from a parking lot: the trails around Bear Lake, to Alberta Falls, or
immediately above the Alpine Visitor Center. These are the areas the crowds mostly impact, and these are
the areas that the EA seeks to protect - by implementing a system which vastly reduces the ability of
anyone to explore the other 99% of RMNP that is not under risk from crowds.
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I am therefore skeptical of the visitation limits that the EA seeks to impose, for two reasons. First, that the
5th indicator listed in Appendix C - "Ecological Disturbance in Congregation Areas" is, by nature, only
concerned with a very small section of park. I find the widening of the trail from Bear Lake to Dream lake
less worrisome when I consider that the entirety of the trail from Loch Vale to Sky Pond, or any of a
hundred more remote trails I could name, remains in good shape. Secondly, I am concerned that the 1st
and 2nd indicators in Appendix C - related to how frequently a visitor encounters another party - reflect a
view that social encounters are bad. I agree that, when seeking solitude in RMNP, encountering another
group can be unpleasant. I vehemently reject the view that this is a problem the NPS needs to fix: those
who want solitude can continue another 2 miles up the trail. This has been my precise approach as
visitation has increased between 2012 and 2019, and has led me to discover some of my new favorite
locations, such as the Gorge Lakes above Forest Canyon.

I'll end my comments with a few requests that I hope will receive due consideration from NPS. First,
please do not impose a reservation system on Long's Peak in particular. I have many times had the
experience of attempting a mountaineering route on Long's - whether it be Clark's Arrow, the Keyhole, or
a traverse from Pagoda - only to turn around due to approaching weather. I have had the prudence to do
this precisely because I know that my access to Long's Peak is unimpeded; that I can always try again the
next day. If I knew that - due to the reservation system - I only had one shot at summiting Long's, I would
find it far harder to make the prudent decision. I expect many hikers would feel the same way, particularly
visitors from out of state.

Second, consider carefully whether it is possible for the vaguely proposed educational permit in
Alternative C to actually determine whether a hiker is capable of summiting Long's Peak. I have no
objection to better educating visitors of the real dangers inherent in a Long's Peak summit attempt, but I
am skeptical that any system will deter a poorly prepared hiker who was willing to ignore signs at the
ranger station, lightning bridge, and boulder field. I suspect that it would in fact give that poorly prepared
hiker a false sense of security - "I watched the video, that means I'm prepared to make good decisions!"
Simultaneously, this permit could prove a massive annoyance to those hikers who are in fact well
prepared to prudently attempt the hike. Because the EA failed to provide any details about what this
educational permit would actually look like, I cannot give more definite comments - and so I simply urge
that the NPS consider this educational permit with due caution to possible side effects.

Thirdly, please reconsider the belief expressed in the EA that the public has enjoyed the reservation
system during its test period from 2020-2023. Neither I nor my family enjoyed it, and I believe the data
was poorly collected because it focused on those who received reservations and were allowed in, not on
those who were unable to receive a reservation and were shut out. In the case that NPS decides to proceed
with implementing the park-wide reservation system as described in Alternative B, I'd ask that they
consider limiting it beyond what Alternative B has described. Do reservations for Bear Lake Road really
need to start at 5:00 A.M.? Do they really need to continue until the late afternoon? Are these measures
really necessary in May or September - let alone April, October, or November? I believe not.

Fourth, I am happy to note that the EA promises work to improve technology for reporting parking
availability, the shuttle system, and clarity in signage and guidance to visitors. There are many excellent
opportunities here, and I'd urge NPS to focus its energy and resources on these ideas, instead of on an
expensive reservation system that decreases visitor access.

Lastly, given the alternatives that are proposed in the EA, I'd ask NPS to choose Alternative A. Manage
the park as it was managed before 2020, with the same set of strategies. Improve those strategies if
possible - build another parking lot, expand shuttle access, consider other means to encourage casual
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visitors to distribute themselves more evenly throughout the day. But do not pivot to the 2020-2023
approach of deliberately reducing visitor access.

I am deeply grateful that, despite my difficulties in finding the comment area, NPS has been so gracious
in soliciting the public's commentary. I thoroughly enjoyed the recorded town hall, and I am particularly
grateful to whoever takes the time to read my long winded thoughts. I hope they may be of some use to
you! Thank you for your service to our wonderful national parks!

Correspondence ID: 2674
Date Received: 12/14/2023

December 14, 2023

Superintendent Gary Ingram

Rocky Mountain National Park

1000 US Hwy 36

Estes Park, CO 80517

Submitted via NPS PEPC portal

Re: RMNP Day Use Visitor Access Strategy
Superintendent Ingram:

Thank you for the public engagement on the Day Use Visitor Access (DUVA) proposal including the
presentations to the public and the opportunity to comment. The Boulder Climbing Community
represents tens of thousands of climbers in the Front Range of Colorado, from Colorado Springs to the
north edge of RMNP. The BCC promotes stewardship of climbing resources and has worked closely with
RMNP staff on a variety of projects, including eagle and raptor monitoring. Access Fund is America's
national climbing advocacy organization and accredited land trust. Access Fund has over 20,000
members, 153 local climbing affiliates, and represents America's 8 million climbers who participate in all
forms of climbing. RMNP has extraordinary climbing resources of great interest to the BCC and Access
Fund, their members, and climbers from Colorado and around the world.

Except for one revision discussed below, the BCC supports the preferred alternative (B). It is preferable
to alternatives C and D because it both allows more total visitors than C or D while distributing visitor
flow throughout the day, thereby reducing impacts and improving visitor experience. It is important to us
that alternative B (and any alternative) continues to allocate a substantial percentage of reservation slots,
such as the current 30% figure, for day-before selection. Because climbing safety in RMNP is very
weather-dependent, climbers need the ability to make reservations the day before, rather than make
reservations a few months earlier when the forecast is unknown.

In that spirit, we propose that the opportunity to acquire a day-before reservation should begin at 5 PM.
Although the proposal does not specify the time for 2025 and beyond, we note that RMNP intends to
make day-before reservations available at 7 PM for 2024.

If a climber does not know until 7 PM (or soon thereafter) whether they got a reservation for the next day,
it makes planning quite difficult. Making arrangements for work coverage, child care, pet care, climbing
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partners and organizing equipment, driving, route selection, etc., requires a considerable amount of time
and is not easily done after 7 PM. Climbers need to go to bed early the day before an outing to RMNP
(which often entails waking up before 4am), so having a few extra hours to make the necessary plans is
very helpful. It will improve safety margins and help reduce SAR events.

We are not aware of the reason why RMNP is changing the time from 5 PM, as has been used in recent
years, to 7 PM. However, if the concern is that some people are commuting home from work at 5 PM, we
would suggest moving the time to 4 PM, rather than 7 PM.

Thank you for considering these comments. Please do not hesitate to contact us
(Kate@boulderclimbers.org) or (erik@accessfund.org ) if you have any questions or would like to discuss
these issues further

Kate Beezley, Boulder Climbing Community Executive Director

Erik Murdock, Access Fund Interim Executive Director

Correspondence ID: 2675
Date Received: 12/14/2023

As an Estes Park resident and a frequent Park visitor, I am someone who cares deeply about the future of
Rocky Mountain National Park. I support a permanent timed-entry reservation system to address
overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part of the solution for this special place.

I have found that the timed-entry system works well.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2676
Date Received: 12/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
The environmental analysis in this document is adequate and accurate.

Having worked in public land management for 37 years, I am keenly aware how difficult it is to
summarize vast amounts of social science and natural/cultural research and data, then complete a concise
and accurate environmental analysis in a concise format that the public can easily digest. The description
of the affected environment, and the selection and analysis of the impact topics per each alternative is
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robust and accurate. Additionally, the many decades of park research, data, analysis, and proactive applied
visitor use management provides ample justification for taking a proactive approach to manage visitors.

The park staff has done an outstanding job of explaining the purpose and need for action, the various
alternatives and the associated environmental analysis.

Comments:
[Please make every effort to withhold my PII from public review, thank you.]

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this plan.

I worked in National Park Service visitor use management for more than 30 years, just recently retired.
The knowledge and experience that I gained prior to and during that time provides me with unique
expertise in this topic. [ submit my comments in light of this proficiency, which includes:

*Graduate coursework in Environmental Science, including a season of conducting a mountaineering
social science survey on crowding in Wilderness.

* Assisting Arches National Park with the Visitor Experience Resource Protection (VERP) framework and
social science surveys in the late 1980's.

*Serving as the Planner for Zion National Park's General Management Plan, simultaneous with setting
group size limits, defining management zones, and implementing the visitor use shuttle system in the late
90's and early 2000's.

*Serving as the Superintendent of Saguaro National Park from 2009-2016, working to increase diversity
and visitation in an urban national park.

*Concluding my career as the Superintendent of Rocky Mountain National Park from 2016-2023, focused
on proactive visitor use management consistent with protection of the natural and cultural resources. This
work initiated in 2016 with enhanced traffic control measures, then transitioned to four years of proactive
visitor use management timed entry pilots.

Comments:

The park has adequately considered the purpose and need for proactive visitor use management. The
evidence of overcrowding in the park during the popular summer season (and some winter weekends) is
readily apparent in the damage to park resources, the increase in human and wildlife conflict, the
additional safety and access hazards, and in the poor visitor experience due to long lines of traffic and
crowding on trails.

The National Park Service is required to address carrying capacity. This plan does that, and calls for
action to ensure that the park's irreplaceable natural and cultural resources can be managed commensurate
with robust visitation and outstanding visitor experiences. Importantly, managing for this new proposed
level of visitation under the Preferred Alternative also continues to support a lucrative tourism economy.

Alternatives:
Alternative A-

The No Action alternative is not a viable alternative. To allow unfettered access is untenable, and would
cause irreparable damage to the park resources, the visitor experience, the very character of the park and
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its wilderness, and the heavy burden on staff and infrastructure. Rocky is a precious national park gem to
be revered and appreciated as a special place. It is not Disneyland.

Action Alternatives:

I agree with the proposal to implement timed entry for all of the action alternatives. The Bear Lake
Corridor is the park's most popular destination, and as such it needs specific proactive attention to ensure
it remains protected from the above listed problems.

Alternative B-

This is the best alternative for the park, piggy-backing on 3 successful years of pilots that have been
modified each year to refine and improve the system. It is tried and true, has been successful in helping to
manage people and conflicts, is supported by the gateway communities, and continues to benefit the
tourism economy. Even with this alternative implemented, it is only a slight reduction in the number of
visitors.

I do have a concern (under all action alternatives) that the periods of time when the park is NOT under
the timed entry hours or season could become prohibitively overcrowded (e.g., early mornings or late
afternoon during the busy season, or during the busy winter weekends). Even though the system would be
adaptive and the number of timed entry allocations could be adjusted to account for this, the time lag to
do so could be problematic, resulting in serious overcrowding throughout the day. The data should
continue to be monitored monthly at a minimum, making minor adjustments to the allocations on the
spot. For larger visitation increase trends, the system must be adaptive enough to adjust/modify the timed
entry hours annually at a minimum. If the park's popularity continues to rise, it may be necessary to
implement the timed entry period for a longer period of time or potentially the entire day.

Alternative C-

Although this alternative would be the best for park resources, the environment, and for a less crowded
visitor experience, it is probably not the best option because the total daily number of visitors allowed
would need to be significantly lower in order to ensure the peak high use times of day are not exceeded.
That lower daily number may not be sufficient to meet public or political demand or gateway community
expectations. In the future, this alternative could be further explored.

Alternative D-

Although I applaud the seeming flexibility of this alternative, it is unpredictable. Closing the entrances
when the park fills for unknown periods of time would be frustrating for the public and for the staff. It
would also be difficult to coordinate between the various entrance stations.

Increasing Diversity-

I hope and expect that our national parks continue to be accessible to all, and I applaud the park for
continuing to increase diversity of the staff and visitors. Please continue to assess the impacts of the
timed entry system on increasing diversity.

Commercial Services-

I strongly support a limit on commercial services if the number continues to rise above 2%. Access to the
general public should not take a back seat to those that can afford to take a special tour.

239



Monitoring-

Social science and natural resource monitoring must be a priority for the park in order for visitor use
management to be successful. Annual After Action Reviews with the staff and community should be
continued, and annual visitation trend comparisons must be available to provide transparent information
for park staff, the community, and the public.

Adaptability-

The key to a successful visitor use management system is being able to adapt to changing conditions or
situations. Whether visitation significantly increases or decreases, there must be mechanisms in place to
adapt the system.

Closing -

Planning for and proactively managing visitor use is extremely complex and difficult. It is often talked
about, but rarely is it actually implemented. Strong accolades to the park staff that have been living and
breathing visitor use management for many years. It takes great courage to do the right thing, and you are
doing it.

This plan and the alternatives have been well-developed, the data and analysis is second to none, and the
EA provides good justification for the preferred alternative. The park's Preferred Alternative is the best
option in this day and time, while Monitoring and Adaptability are key to its future. The park has been a
strong leader at the forefront of the NPS in visitor use management, having more practice and success
with a timed entry system than any other park in the NPS. I am hopeful that this plan moves forward,
providing new and innovative paths for successful visitor use management to other parks in the system
that face similar challenges.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Huge kudos to the planners and writers of this EA!

Correspondence ID: 2677
Date Received: 12/15/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2678
Date Received: 12/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
I don't see where trail heads that area accessed outside of the main park entrances are addressed.

Comments:

Please don't require timed entry permits for access to trail heads that are outside of the park main entry
gates. This includes the Sun Valley Trail, the East Shore Trail, North Inlet and East Inlet trails out of
Grand Lake. These trails are often used by local residents who can't plan their days ahead of time because
they work a lot and often don't know when they will have time to go hiking. It also gives visitors a place
to go if they arrive at the park gates and aren't aware of the timed entry permit system. I understand from
park staff that a lot of folks arrive totally unaware of the need for the TEP and this causes a lot of anger
and frustration, which is directed at the low paid staff at the visitors center. Also, once a person is in the
park for the day, they should be able to go through and out the other side and then re-enter without
needing another permit. A lot of people like to drive through the park, in either direction, have lunch at
the opposite gateway town, and then return to the gate way town they started at. With the system in place
now, you need a TEP for both directions and that seems dumb.

The Grand Lake entrance needs two lanes approaching the entry booths. If people are waiting in line to
get in at 2:00 because they don't have a TEP, and someone else in line has a TEP, they can't get around the
line of folks who are blocking the entrance station waiting for 2:00 to roll around.

Lastly, it would be great if Grand Lake and Estes Park residents would be exempt from the TEPS. I have
lived in Grand Lake for 26 years, and if I get a chance to go hiking it has to be planned ahead, which is
often difficult for folks who work. I am retired but still very busy with part time work so I can't always
plan ahead, But someone who doesn't even live here can get a permit and sometimes I can't. Doesn't
seem fair.

Correspondence ID: 2679
Date Received: 12/15/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2680
Date Received: 12/15/2023

Topic Question 1:
(1) Do you have feedback on the accuracy or adequacy of our environmental analysis?

The National Park Service has worked hard over decades and has done excellent work to mitigate
overcrowding in the park. There is much that is good, informative, and helpful in the EA. Unfortunately
this study also contains significant elements that are inaccurate, inadequate, and sometimes misleading.

The EA needs to be redone with a broader range of alternatives and a much better effort at communicating
the significant elements of the plan to the public, and then needs another extended public comment
opportunity. It appears to this non-expert that an Environmental Impact Statement ought to be considered
prior to making a decision of this magnitude that will exclude literally hundreds of thousands of visitors
every single year for generations to come. The primary decisions proposed in this document are highly
controversial.

While the EA purports to explore 3 alternatives plus no-action, it's actually only one alternative with two
bad variations. The relatively minor tweaks amongst alternatives B, C, and D are inconsequential when
compared with the controversial year-round reservation system that is common to all. Certainly B is the
least bad of the 3. The NPS appears to be insistent — with no apparent openness to a genuine range of
alternatives — on an excessively restrictive year-round reservations system that will keep hundreds of
thousands of people (many of whom are both taxpayers and NPS pass purchasers) out of the park for
decades and generations to come.

The only actual alternative to no-action presents an oppressive and extreme reservation system that
features lock-outs of the most popular, extensive, and beautiful trail system in the park from 5 am to 6 pm
every single day from early May through late October and that grants the NPS unilateral authority for
locking out the public during the rest of the year without further public input.

Nowhere in the entire document, not even in the "considered but rejected" section, do we see discussion
of, for example, a plan that would create a reservation system for only the busiest months or weeks (July
and early August) or for only the busiest hours (say, 9 am to 2 pm). Nowhere do we see consideration of 1
weekend day and 2 weekdays each week that would be open, with the other 4 days under a reservation
system. Nowhere do we see alternatives to allow people to come in on buses even when the parking lots
are full, or an expansion of parking lots inside or outside the park, or some combination of reservations
and hiker shuttles (for a fee if necessary) that run from 4 am until an hour past dark.

Thus the alternatives themselves are both inaccurate and inadequate in that they didn't consider an actual
range of alternatives but rather only no-action and the draconian "preferred alternative".

In the recorded Nov 8 presentation, Management Specialist John Tannen stated explicitly in his prepared
remarks that there is "no way to meet the purpose and need of the plan without having the timed entry
system on the Bear Lake Corridor." This is not accurate, but it is evident that this is the core NPS belief
that drove the entire EA. The belief appears to be so strong, and the NPS's trust in the public to
understand the situation so weak, that the NPS appears to have lacked the bravery to include even one
alternative that did not feature the year-round reservations system described in alternatives A, B, and C.

If Mr. Tannen's statement is true, then the purpose and need statements need to be revised; it doesn't seem
reasonable to create a purpose and need statement that absolutely requires the park's controversial
preferred alternative and no other. That said, I see nothing in these statements as written that precludes the
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ability of the NPS to come up with strategies that do not involve the timed entry system and that still meet
the purpose and need statements as written. NPS employees and managers are creative and they are smart.
His statement, and the core belief that seems to have driven the EA, is simply not accurate.

Mr. Hannon further stated in his prepared remarks that the NPS is "...leaving out specifics because we
want to maintain the ability to be adaptive .... to be flexible and responsive ..." This decision process in
which the public is supposed to have an opportunity to weigh in is precisely the place that a government
agency should be specific. "Adaptive, flexible and responsive" seems to suggest that the NPS intends to
authorize itself to exercise complete control and discretion over future exclusions of the public, include all
year round, for the foreseeable future with no opportunity for the public to object or comment.

Mr. Hannon also said that the fact that the park is 95% wilderness prevents parking lot expansions. To the
best of my knowledge that is not accurate. It is true that the Bear Lake road corridor doesn't have a large
amount of extra space between the wilderness and the river. But certainly there are many places where
parking could be developed or expanded without violating the law. What law would prevent the entire
Glacier Basin Campground from being converted to a parking lot?

I am not necessarily advocating for parking in the campground, nor necessarily for any parking
expansion. I am advocating for the NPS to reasonably analyze what is possible, to be accurate and
straightforward about what is possible, and to offer at least one reasonable alternative for public
consideration that does not exclude hundreds of thousands of prospective park visitors every year.

Regarding the Strategies Common to Alternatives B, C, and D, many of these strategies are good and
appropriate. However, there are many improvements and corrections needed.

Across the Service the NPS generally approaches the challenging balance of use and preservation
thoughtfully and well. In the case of this EA I believe that zeal for preservation has overwhelmed the
requirement to allow visitors to enjoy the park. While certainly it is true that long lines, traffic jams, and
crowded trails during peak times are not as nice as solitude, it is a price that visitors need to be willing to
pay unless they own the land outright. The vast majority of the park is protected beautifully by its
remoteness. While a small handful of exceptionally busy trails are imperfectly preserved by the love they
get from lots of visitors, it is very easy to find vast areas that are virtually untouched. The adopt indicators
chart and others like it are far too idealistic for a park as wildly popular as Rocky Mountain. The cost to
those who are shut out is too great.

The "expanded amenity fee" is rather appalling, both the intention to require it but also and especially the
failure to provide any definition of what it is. The failure to make this new and higher fee widely known
to those who will not have the opportunity to read this extremely long and detailed plan is unfortunate. I
had to invest significant extra time to search NPS policy to learn what this "amenity fee" is. Because the
NPS neglected to inform the public about this within the document, I will include the definitions in these
comments. A future EIS or revised draft EA should be very clear about what this is and what authority
allows its use in this context.

The NPS's Director's Order #22 on fee collection defines an “entrance fee” as “the recreation fee
authorized to be charged to enter onto lands managed by the NPS”. It defines “expanded amenity fees” as
“a fee charged 'in addition to an entrance fee or by itself, at Federal recreational...equipment, or service',
such as campgrounds or boat launches. Additional examples of expanded amenity fees and prohibitions
against charging expanded amenity fees are provided in RM-22A.”
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“Under FLREA the NPS and FWS can charge for parking as an expanded amenity fee, however, FLREA
prohibits other agencies from charging solely for parking. There are limited circumstances where it is
appropriate for a park to charge a parking fee as an expanded amenity fee. An example might be a park in
an urban area that has metered or dispersed parking spaces. In this situation, local commuters could
purchase a recreation pass and occupy parking spaces needed by park visitors. Another example is a
contract for concession-operated parking area that does not require the concessioner to honor passes.”

“Expanded amenity fees are assessed when the visitor uses a specific or specialized facility, equipment, or
service. Examples of expanded amenity fees include but are not limited to: camping (tent, trailer, and RV
sites), use of sanitary dump stations, boat launch, boat rentals, movies, swimming pools, theater
programs, enhanced interpretive program or special tours, group day use areas, audio tour devices,
binoculars, or other equipment.”

For what "amenity" does the NPS purport to charge with this "expanded amenity fee"? Are you trying to
make the case that a widely-used road or a trail is the equivalent of a campground space for the night?
Please explain in a new EA the legal basis for this new fee and its intended purpose.

Charging an expanded amenity fee is a huge deal. It ought not be hidden in the pages and the footnotes of
long, complex documents that the general public has neither the time nor inclination to read. The
summaries are insufficient if the public is required to search each lengthy and complex government
document issued in order to learn that unless enough of us object, we will be charged still more fees to go
for a day hike in our already taxpayer-and-entrance-fee-funded national park.

RM-22A, 3.1 indicates that “Parks will not set fee rates in a manner that discourages people from visiting
the parks.” The document tries to make the case that the additional $3-4 (for every single reservation) is
incidental but that is neither accurate nor is it the point. The point is that this appears to be an entirely
inappropriate use of an "expanded amenity fee" and that the NPS should have gone to a lot of effort to
explain it rather than try to hide it. $3-4 (in 2023 estimates) on top of taxes, an entrance fee, and the
reservation fee for every single reservation might just price out working families who just want to come
up from the valley for the day to visit their local national park, not to mention the need to carve out time
from busy schedules to sit at a computer trying to get a reservation. This looks discouraging for those who
are neither wealthy nor at leisure.

Multiple articles, perhaps based on NPS news releases, said that "visitors" really like the new system. The
public feedback mentioned in this document and in the press appears disingenuous because it appears that
the NPS surveyed only those visitors who managed to access the park. Did you collect feedback from the
thousands each day (approximately 5404) who were shut out? If so, how? What were their responses?

The plan appears misleading in its definitions of "peak season" and "shoulder season". A look at 2019 (pre
COVID) visitation clearly demonstrates that July and August are the peak months, with June and
September appearing to be shoulder seasons. June's visitation is 275,768 fewer people than July's, or
nearly 10,000 fewer people every single day. One could try and make a case that portions of June and
September might also be considered peak season, but May and October don't come remotely close.

The NPS plan inaccurately communicates that May and October are peak season (!) and that April and
November are shoulder season. Perhaps with some difficulty the NPS might make the case that May and
October qualify as shoulder season, but it's a stretch. The document's definition identifying two full
months on each side of peak season as "shoulder season" seems an attempt to justify the winter-to-winter
reservation system, locking out visitors from before most of the trails have even melted out until after
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they are snow covered. It is disheartening to have to search for these 2019 numbers to identify the true
peak and shoulder seasons for myself.

April 160,259

May 280,351

June 698,224

July 973,992

August 830,039

September 752,320

October 374,003

November 123,376

July of 2019 had 973,992 visitors. By contrast, July of 2022 had 811,861 visitors.

Thus 162,131 visitors were held out of the park in one peak month alone, or 5404 every single day. The
population of Estes Park is 5880. So in July alone, the NPS is locking out practically the equivalent of the
entire town of Estes Park EVERY SINGLE DAY.

2022 with its reservation system saw 370,000 fewer visitors than 2019, roughly 67,000 fewer visitors
every month that the reservation system is in effect. That's a lot of disappointed people.

The plan would be vastly improved by a discussion of increasing the use of the hiker shuttle. Reservations
to get on the shuttles would be appropriate if necessary to run the bus system effectively, but not
reservations for the park itself as is currently the case.

A significantly reduced reservation system, reduced in months as well as in daily hours, would correct the
worst of the overcrowding problems while still allowing adequate flexibility for those for whom use of a
reservation system is unrealistic. This plan doesn't provide the opportunity for the public to support a
reasonable reservation system; the only one proposed is far too long in both months and hours and is
unreasonable.

While interpretive programs and other ranger activities are certainly valuable, adding real value not only
to visitors but also to the resource by increasing visitor knowledge, their loss is not a catastrophe
compared to the catastrophic loss for visitors to access the park at all. The cost to a visitor not visiting at
all is far higher than the cost to any group of visitors not getting an interpretive opportunity. Comparing
the tough work of the rangers (and we gratefully acknowledge that it is tough indeed) to a prospective
visitor's loss of ability to visit at all is lopsided.

The document demonstrates a disproportionate emphasis on the quality of the visitor experience during
times when the most popular areas of the park are crowded, with very limited emphasis on the extremely
negative experience of the people who can't enter the park at all (beyond the insulting and tone-deaf oft-
repeated comment that these non-visitors can't be "spontaneous" under the reservation system). Absent the
extended reservation system, those who don't like crowds can choose to recreate in a different area (a
more remote area in the park or a different area altogether), but those for whom the central features of this
park itself are important and who are willing to put up with crowds cannot do so at all if they're kept out.
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I strongly suspect that most visitors who are locked out would agree that it is far better hike to Emerald
Lake along with others who are also enjoying the same area than not be able to get there at all in order
that fortunate vacationers who have the luxury of planning in advance might enjoy an uncrowded trail.
Any experienced hiker in any park can readily identify a thousand places to hike away from the crowds
and without noticeably degrading the resources. And any experienced hiker also knows that within a half
a mile of any trailhead in most cases the crowds will thin out. It's OK if sometimes that's not the case. A
reasonable person can manage to enjoy an experience even if it's shared with lots of others, and that
person can certainly choose to find more remote and also beautiful places if desired. It is unjust to exclude
the experienced hikers who would spread themselves out across the whole park in order that the small
area used by many might be slightly more pristine.

The document's overuse of the word "spontaneity" is inaccurate and misleading, implying that only
spontaneity is lost for those who cannot get reservations. Over and over again the document refers to a
loss of "spontaneity" rather than referring to the actual loss which is the opportunity to enter the park. For
a retired person who lives in Estes Park and has plenty of time and money to secure frequent reservations,
perhaps indeed "spontaneity" is all that lost. But for workers and for those who can't get online at the right
times, what is lost is the opportunity to visit at all!

The section on requiring permits and educational requirements to climb Longs Peak is unnerving. While it
is not in the preferred alternative, it seems possible that the NPS might try and pull it over into the
preferred alternative before the plan is final. There is almost no explanation of what this will look like.
Will it require a prospective Longs Peak climber to get to Estes Park a day ahead of time (a difficult feat
indeed with the expense of lodging factored in!) in order to get the required "education" before starting a
2 am climb the next day? Will it give the inexperienced climber the impression that she's ready to rock
since she sat in on the instruction? Will it create a new liability for the NPS when people inevitably fall
and die because they did so after having been trained by the NPS on how to safely climb the mountain?
The NPS should not be granting itself the authority to implement programs with almost no information
about what will actually be implemented, nor burying this startling proposal in a non-preferred alternative
unless it's going to stay there and not flip into the preferred alternative later on.

The section on Estes Park is meaningless in that it doesn't speak at all to the experience of the many
residents who are now locked out of the park. I am an example of a person who has spent my entire adult
life yearning and planning to return to Estes Park permanently for my retirement years. If the NPS
succeeds in making this reservation system permanent and in giving itself the authority to make the
existing reservation system permanent and/or further extend its requirements to the entire year, it will be a
significant factor in a decision to settle elsewhere for the next 30 years. That is not good for the town, it is
not good for me, it is not good for my family, and it is not good for those who rely upon a healthy, robust,
and financially secure local community.

(2) Are there opportunities to better explain the alternatives and analysis?

Yes. The NPS should have made significantly more robust efforts to inform the public about the key
changes about which the vast majority of potential visitors are uninformed.

The NPS made significant, beautifully designed, and well-executed efforts to alert the public to the fact of
this planning process. However insufficient work was done regarding informing people of the specific
and often extreme measures contained in the EA that will be implemented if the NPS's plan succeeds. It is
not even remotely realistic to expect that most people will be able to carve out time to read the plan in its
entirety in order to discover some of its shocking provisions. I'll bet many of the most heavily involved
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NPS team members haven't even read it all. The park needs to do a far better job of summarizing
significant points and ensuring that stakeholders are informed about key elements that will affect them.

Where were the easy-to-digest summaries on the park's website, in the press, in social media, on bulletin
boards, etc, clearly highlighting the most significant elements of the plan? Where were the news releases
explicitly warning the public "If you do not comment, we are going to make this permanent from early
May to late October every year, from 5 am to 6 pm every day, and we are going to authorize ourselves to
extend this to year round reservations if we decide that's a good idea, and we're going to charge a brand
new fee that you've never heard of, and we just might create new educational requirements for you to
climb Longs Peak ..." ? This plan hinders regular people from visiting the park for generations to come,
yet few realize it because the NPS failed to highlight the changes except for those with the luxury of time
to dig in and read the entire plan.

In fact, the NPS explicitly disinvited those who had not read the entire plan from commenting.

Not a single person in my large family (+/- 35 or 40 adults plus a bunch of younger kids) of local and
extremely experienced and competent expert mountaineers, climbers, backpackers, hikers, and park users
- all of whom consume some degree of media and all of whom were unhappily aware of the NPS's
planning process and intention to make the unpopular reservation system permanent - had any idea of
these additional and extremely significant plan features that will dramatically impact their ability to use
the park for generations to come:

* The ability of park managers to increase the duration, times, seasons, etc of the reservation system even
further into the spring or fall or earlier or later in the day without consulting the public.

* The ability of park managers to create an "amenity fee" of unknown amounts and for unknown
amenities and with unknown purposes that is much higher than the current reservation fee and that is on
top of the taxes and park passes for which they already pay.

* The ability of park managers to require an educational permit to climb Longs Peak, which could
severely restrict the flexibility necessary to grab a free day and climb.

The comment instructions explicitly stated that it was necessary to read the entire plan in order to
comment. [ have thus far spent more than 20 hours reading the plan and drafting comments, and I didn't
get through all of it.

The NPS possesses the funding and the professional staff to have created simple, straightforward, and
direct summaries that would not have required the in-depth studying of complex documents in order to
understand what is at stake. Press releases, social media posts, highlighted information front and center on
the park's webpage, bold signs at trailheads, and other methods would have alerted people to exactly what
is at stake if they do not comment. While we believe the NPS did an excellent job communicating the fact
of the plan itself, it's inexcusable that such a poor job was done communicating the alarming specifics of
the plan for people who have responsibilities that preclude having capacity in their lives to read the entire
complex plan.

Unrelated to the plan itself, it is unfortunate that the comments portal does not allow any formatting,
including bullet points. That makes this more difficult to organize and to read.

Comments:
Thank you for your hard work and dedicated efforts to plan for the future of the park. I have been blessed
to have hiked, backpacked, and climbed extensively throughout the park over my whole long life. What a

247



tremendous privilege and what profound beauty and joy this park has brought to my life! The pilot
reservation system has drastically and negatively limited our access to the park, even though most of our
time is spent far from the crowds. We strenuously object to its being made permanent.

Extreme, oppressive systems like this reservation system that vastly over-reaches the appropriate
implementation time (early May to late October when July into mid-August would suffice) can result in
taxpayers demanding that national parks be returned to the states or to local governments who might be
more responsive to those who pay the bills. I do not hold this view but I know others who do.

I visited for 10 days in late July of 2023 during the height of peak season, hiking in the park many of
those days. I had the luxury of scheduling time away from meetings, family commitments, and other
commitments in order to hang out with my computer at the time the reservations opened. I am fortunate to
have had the money to purchase passes for every day I might hike. In the parking lots and on the trails
visitation seemed to me to be far lower than it was 60 years ago when I was a girl. Frankly, it was
dreadful and appalling.

I don't enjoy crowds and would hike many miles to get away from them; from a purely selfish perspective
it was lovely to encounter so few people on previously crowded trails. But it was heartbreaking and
downright sickening to know that outside the park were thousands of people (roughly 5404) every single
day who were held out because of the reservation system. For those people it was awful and unjust that
they should be kept entirely outside while we fortunate few enjoyed pristine and uncrowded conditions.
We felt like royalty in a really icky and ugly way. It was heartbreaking. My joy at being home in my
beloved mountains again was undermined by my real sadness at the people outside the park gates who
were excluded from entry. Their presence would not have diminished my joy.

In my own family alone very few even visit the park any more in spite of living Estes Park or within less
than an hour. We live there explicitly BECAUSE of the park yet cannot visit. For some it is impossible to
know in advance whether they will have to work, or impossible to be at leisure at a computer at the time
the reservations are released. For others slow internet speeds in the mountains make it impossible to get
into the que before the reservations are gone. Those with the luxuries of office work, scheduling
flexibility, and plenty of money can purchase timed reservations far in advance and plan flights around
this, but many do not possess these luxuries.

The detrimental effects of the loss of access to the park for those who cannot enter far exceeds the benefit
to those lucky few who manage to get reservations.

In the absence of a fair analysis of an actual range of alternatives, the no-action alternative is the best
approach. I would support a planning effort geared toward increasing access via expanded shuttle systems
and increasing the size of parking lots, particularly in less sensitive areas such as the existing shuttle
parking area near Glacier Basin as well as outside the park. I can accept daily closures at peak times when
absolutely necessary to alleviate congestion. I would strongly consider supporting a permanent
reservation system from July through mid-August and from 9 am to 3 pm daily. But I strenuously object
to the Timed Entry for the Bear Lake Corridor plan as described in this EA, the freedom to expand it to
year round, and the "amenity fee".

I appreciate the hard work that the NPS is doing to protect the places that I love and to enable lots and lots
of people to visit and love them as I do. Thank you.
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Correspondence ID: 2681
Date Received: 12/15/2023

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input regarding the timed entry visitor access. A local paper, the
Sky High News, contained an article in the November 3, 2023, issue that said the NPS asked for public
comment on timed entry reservation systems.

According to the article, plans under consideration will provide visitor access that protects natural
resources and creates a high-quality visitor experience. A "high-quality visitor experience" is difficult to
describe or quantify. What constitutes that for some visitors may be insignificant for others. NPS needs to
be aware of what their terms mean and how they are interpreted by the public.

Data regarding the number of park visitors is somewhat misleading. Is it based on the actual number of
people visiting the park or simply the number of cars that pass through the entrance stations? Stations are
often unmanned during the evening hours so how do visitors crossing into the park then affect the data?
Does a carload of people count as much as one person driving into the park? Does it count as a visit if a
camper leaves to get groceries and comes back to a park campsite?

Most people would consider an efficient entry process with little wait time and a welcoming attitude by
park personnel at the entrance stations a positive first step. We have endured long lines of cars at the
western entrance to RMNP because only one booth was manned. This was during a time of greater visitor
demand. Making people wait unnecessarily for entrance to the park is discouraging.

Opportunities to explore the park to whatever degree visitors chose using the travel methods best suited to
them contributes to a positive experience. Most of the recreational opportunities in the park seem to cater
to those who desire a wilderness experience: hikers, backpackers, backcountry campers, and the like.
Folks who are not in that mode of recreation are left out of serious consideration. Park patrons are
consistently faced with "Area Closed" signs at points of interest and visitor centers, limited parking, and
inconvenient opportunities for exploration out of the car. Some park personnel seem to infer that the park
is theirs and visitors are not welcome.

Administrators will complain that the multitude of visitors "overlove" the park and thus generate
crowding. Their answer is often to shut down some of the minimal opportunities the park offers to "save"
the natural surroundings. This leaves a reduced number of places to explore, and thus generates more
crowding, and consequently more "abuse" of the landscape. The cycle repeats as then more areas are shut
down. It is difficult to rationalize how the NPS can continue to restrict visitor "space" and then complain
about overcrowding. Spreading visitors over a wider area of the park would help to alleviate
overcrowding. NPS seems "stingy" by allowing common visitors access to just a tiny fractional
percentage of the park area of 265,800 acres. Just give the visiting public access to a few more acres of
the vast park area. Most visitors have a simple agenda. They want to come to the park, get out of the car,
take a short walk, enjoy a glimpse of the beauty, reconnect with nature on personal terms, and leave
feeling rejuvenated. Spread the visitors out over a greater part of the park.

On the west side, there are just a few places where visitors can leave their cars and easily walk out into
the park's majesty. Is it any wonder why these locations are overcrowded? There needs to be more
convenient parking, short and well signed trails and walkways leading away from the road, and a more
welcoming attitude that says "stop here and enjoy" instead of "area closed". Protecting the park's valuable
resources would be much easier if visitors had more places to conveniently explore. NPS may have to
concede and develop a few acres here and there to protect the vast acreage of true wilderness elsewhere in
the park.
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The strain on the park's facilities results from not enough options for visitor use. Many facilities are aging
and unable to keep up with the changing times and recreational needs of visitors. There are no park
campgrounds on the western side that would accommodate a modest sized RV. Timber Creek is suited to
tent campers and those with small trailers or motorhomes that do not need any hookups. What about ADA
access for visitors needing that kind of assistance to enjoy the park? Development of a modern
campground where the burned out employee housing once stood would be a positive step. Some
infrastructure may already be in place.

Funding is an issue that must be addressed and increased by the politicos in Washington. A certain ex-
president stressed "America first" but lip service was all that materialized. America needs to put it's
money where it belongs in it's parks and visitor facilities. The park may be experiencing fallout from the
pandemic in the form of increased visitor numbers. People who have been denied travel by the pandemic
are just now beginning to feel comfortable getting out again. Visitor counts may taper off after this surge.

The credit card companies and Reserve America are certainly beneficiaries of the entry system currently
in place. It is odd that the entrance stations of a US government facility will not accept the currency of the
USA. Was that in the "deal" with Reserve America?

In conclusion, it would seem to me that the best "visitor management strategy" would be to provide more
facilities, spread people over a wider area of the park, and be welcoming to all who chose to visit their
national park.

Thank you for listening.

Correspondence ID: 2682
Date Received: 12/15/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.
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Correspondence ID: 2683
Date Received: 12/16/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2684
Date Received: 12/16/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2685
Date Received: 12/16/2023

Topic Question 1:
In the years since the Timed Entry Permit system has been implemented there are a few elements and
logistics that could greatly improve the park experience.
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1. Visitor weather safety- due to the restricted dates and times I have observed many visitors hiking in the
Bear Lake area and especially in the back country areas like Flattop Mountain hiking at the peak of
thunderstorms. Due to the permit system it is very hard to adjust plans due to inclement weather.

2. Permit timing throughout the season - Due tot the 5am to 6pm timing of the Bear Lake Access + permit
there is a period of time in October where the sun sets before the permit time ends making it impossible
for visitors without a Timed Entry permit to see sunset at Sprague Lake or Bear Lake. It has never been
busy during those evening hours with lots far from full. Having an adjusting permit time through the
season from 6pm to maybe 4pm in the fall would allow more folks to visit at the end of the fall season.

3. Location of the Bear Lake Road booth - due tot the Bear Lake Timed Entry booth being just a nearly all
summer and especially in the fall, at 5am and just after, there is a traffic back up that blocks all lanes.
Moving the booth back to the end of moraine park would allow more people to experience moraine park
year round reducing the amount of permits needed. Also during the fall many people just go to moraine
park for aspens and elk, which would offer more hiking and fall foliage to the folks that do want to
continue instead to Sprague and Bear Lake lots. Studying how many permits are not used during those
seasons would allow the numbers of permits allotted to be adjusted.

4. Electronic signage - currently nearly all summer long the electronic sign at bear lake road is never
turned off, and not updated at the near exact time the -arming lots are full. We have parking staff now at
Bear Lake lot which could radio the actual status of the parking. Even better would be a tracking system
that counts the number of open parking spots at each of the major Bear Lake road locations to would
show visitors at the booth and also before the park and ride lot what has parking and what does not. With
newer computer systems it would be very easy to have a live update and visitors could make informed
decisions instead of passing a sign that they have learned is likely not correct. This could also reduce
traffic on the road and direct people to areas that are less busy at that exact time which could greatly
reduce impacts.

Comments:
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Correspondence ID: 2686
Date Received: 12/16/2023

Topic Question 1:

1) The visitor capacities should not be based on people per viewscape and visitor encounters on trails. Not
only are they needlessly low (table 2), but they assume that encounters with other visitors are inherently
negative. These metrics are flawed to measure and could easily result in misinterpretation by park staff
depending on the specifics of the sampling location and time. For instance, if sampling occurred at the top
of the hour when a new influx of vehicles occurs at a specific location, the data will easily be thrown off.
If these metrics do unfortunately continue to be used, the thresholds should be adjusted higher. The mere
presence of other people doesn't create environmental impacts, it is their behavior.
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Correspondence ID: 2687
Date Received: 12/17/2023

Topic Question 1:

The timed entry is not necessary therefore any accuracy or adequacy of the EA is a mute point. There are
opportunities to explain your analysis because nothing seems to be measured quantitatively, except for
visitors and that method is very inaccurate. It also sounds like the visitor number is going to be traded in
for visitor experience, a subjective value.

Comments:
Dear Park Superintendent:

I am opposed to the timed-entry system for ANY national park, and especially Rocky Mountain National
Park. This system creates classes of people which goes against the mission for the national park system
that states the enjoyment by ALL. Policies for the National Park, as a federal agency, are required to be
inclusive of all if there hopes to be enjoyment by all.

Kyle Patterson said in the public meeting in November that special access is not right for a National Park.
She was responding to question regarding if locals could be given a special privilege. However, if she is
truly speaking for the park, she just nullified the entire timed entry system as it creates special access for
those with a timed entry pass versus those without one. Those with a pass possess time, money, and
technology. Those without a pass may be without one or more of the aforementioned items.

Making a reservation favors those with flexibility with their time. The reservations can only be made at
10 am for the month in advance or at 5 pm the day prior. If I have a white-collar desk job, I can certainly
take time at that exact moment in an attempt to make a reservation. However, an hourly worker in retail,
restaurant, or any other service industry does not have this opportunity. This system favors those in a
higher class to be able to have access to public lands than those in the working class. How is this policy
inclusive?

Making a reservation requires additional money above and beyond the pass for Rocky Mountain National
Park. As aresident of Estes Park, I thought I could enjoy my surroundings daily by having access to
nearby Rocky Mountain National Park. However, to do this I would need to make a daily reservation of
$2 for the season of timed entry resulting in an additional expense of approximately $300. This is a very
high price to pay when the annual pass for Rocky Mountain National Park is only $70. The extremely
disturbing part of this system is that RMNP does not receive a dime from the reservation system. In
addition, the National Park Service has diverted resources away from manning the gate entry for the fee
collection into Rocky Mountain National Park to operate a new gate to just check for $2 timed entry
reservations. Rocky Mountain National Park has relinquished the opportunity to collect money it gets to
keep for running the park in exchange for monitoring a gate with no payback. Is this an efficient use of
personnel? This additional $2 a day entry favors those with more disposable income and disenfranchises
those with lower paying jobs in the area. I have heard that this fee could rise to $3 or $4, which would
increase the extra amount by 100% to 200%. How is this policy inclusive?

To make a reservation to use public lands requires the use of a computer with high-speed internet or
phone with reliable cell service. The website frequently times out, needs refreshing, etc. from overuse in
trying to make a reservation at the assigned time. Frustrations run high for those who have already
arrived for their pre-paid vacation to a mountain area with slow and sometimes unreliable internet and cell
service. They have come to hike, picnic, drive through, and observe wildlife in their National Park only
to be denied access because they could not make a reservation. Many older people are not tech savvy
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enough to manage the system and they are excluded from going to the Rocky Mountain National Park. 1
know a local resident, who does not have a computer or a cell phone. She is excluded from going to the
park with this timed entry system whereas in the past, she could easily approach the gate, flash her senior
card and drive in for a picnic or simple just drive around. Possessing adequate technology limits who has
access to the park. How is this policy inclusive?

After listening to the public meeting, I am convinced that the park service is only concerned about
controlling the public's behavior as this was mentioned several times during the presentation. A major
concern for park personnel was the unpredictability of the public with their arrival times, should the
public be given the opportunity to self-regulate. The park service personnel said that the public is not
capable of spreading out their arrival times through any given time period. The park service predicted
that they would all come at the beginning of the time frame and cause congestion and end up driving
around or waiting for a parking space. Under the system in place for 2023, a car with a timed entry was
to arrive during a short window, but was not guaranteed a parking place. So this group would drive to a
destination, Bear Lake for example, and be denied access. This car could then drive up Trail Ridge Road
and be denied access to that parking lot. This group could then head to Fern Lake Trailhead and be
denied. This car could start this process all over again, because there are no parking places to be had in
their desired locations. If a car arrived during a time with no reservation, the exact same scenario could
unfold as well. So a car could be driving around under either scenario. If I had made a reservation and
drove around unsuccessfully, my visitor experience would be extremely low and I would blame the Park
Service for my poor outing because I was told when to come. If I had come on my own accord and
driven around, my experience would have better than the previous example, because I was in control of
my arrival time. The more restrictive a program is, the more exclusive it becomes, thereby it is not
inclusive to all.

I have grave concerns regarding the "flexibility" the park desires in closing parts or requiring reservations
as they please. This was mentioned during the presentation and the park wanted to be "adaptive" in its
approach to implementing a timed entry. They attempted to put the focus on adapting the implementation
on an as needed basis. When the sun does not rise until 7:00 am, why are reservations needed at 5 am
during the fall months? When the mountains diminish the light in the evening during the fall, why are
reservations needed until 6 pm? Since Rocky has never indicated any inkling of flexibility based on
daylight, which is predictable, why should I trust them to implement or not implement a plan based on the
unpredictable behavior of people? I do not have confidence in the judgment of the Rocky Mountain
National Park staff to assess the necessity of a timed entry system on an as-needed basis.

I have questions that have not been addressed satisfactorily:
1. How has the fee income changed each year since 2013?

2. What concrete quantitative aspects are being measured for park degradation? This was asked during
the meeting, but the answer was not specific, nor quantitative. What is the quantitative evidence of
degraded natural and cultural resources? How long has the data been collected? What is being
measured? How is it being measured?

3. What is the end game? What is the magic number of visitors for the park to consider their goal
accomplished?

4. What is the evidence that the park has a diminished quality of visitor experience? How long has this
data been gathered? Who participated in the study? Were visitors that were denied access to the park due
to lack of reservation asked about their visitor experience?
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5. What exactly are the visitor and staff safety concerns? I have never felt unsafe in the National Park.

6. From the public meeting in November, I understand the "desired conditions" are such that the National
Park Service aspires to achieve and maintain over time and the conditions necessary for visitors to
understand, enjoy, and appreciate those resources. What exactly are these desired conditions? How are
the desired conditions being measured?

I have hiked 100-200 miles each summer and fall in Rocky Mountain National Park over the past twenty
plus years. The beauty and splendor is unparalled. I have over 40 years of observations and pictures that
tell me all types of people enjoy the park, but fewer types of people are gaining access through the timed
entry system. This system creates classes of people; it creates "haves" and "have nots". This system is
not inclusive of all people. It excludes those with lower incomes, inflexible schedules, inadequate
technology, and older people. The park has not answered repeated questions for specific data. Due to
lack of quantitative evidence and non-inclusive policies, I am opposed to having any timed entry for
Rocky Mountain National Park.

Sincerely,

Correspondence ID: 2688
Date Received: 12/17/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2689
Date Received: 12/17/2023

Topic Question 1:
1. No

2. No
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Comments:
Superintendent

Rocky Mountain National Park
1000 US Highway 36

Estes Park, CO 80517

17 December 2023

Dear Superintendent Ingram:

My family and I have been an integral part of Rocky Mountain National Park for over 80 years. My
Grandfather was an engineer involved in the Colorado-Big Thompson project and fell in love with the
beauty in the Park, especially the Wild Basin Area. My father worked in Allenspark in 1949, fell in love
with the area, and we have hiked, camped, and enjoyed the Park ever since. I worked seasonally for
RMNP from 1974-1980, and recently authored a book entitled Precious Water in Rocky Mountain
National Park.

My book talks about the threats to the Park including congestion, vehicular traffic and the need to
preserve the ideals that the Organic Act of 1916 outlined, especially, "...and by such means as will leave
them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations".

Since the implementation of the Timed-entry Reservation System, my family has observed that traffic
congestion has increased at the entrance stations. Some of this is due to closure of the "fast pass lanes"
that allowed annual, and lifetime pass holders to badge through a lane quickly, without the need to wait
and talk with a ranger, which is more important to the first-time visitor. The Timed-entry system also
tended to "choke up" with visitors at the beginning of the two-hour entry periods, which also describes the
automobile exhaust from sitting vehicles waiting in line for extended periods. One observation last year
demonstrated what happens at the end of the required reservation period at 2 o'clock pm. The vehicles in
line at Beaver Meadows Entrance Station were lined up for over two miles, going back past headquarters
toward town. Many traffic backups occurred after entering the Park, at the Bear Lake Road turn, where
vehicles again waited to enter the Bear Lake Corridor.

To solve some of these problems, ideas like the CDOT "Bustang" bus, and Natural Gas-powered shuttle
buses are essential to reducing congestion and should be advertised and promoted to help reduce
individual vehicle traffic. This is especially important for the Bear Lake Corridor. Programmable road
signs that inform drivers early, located in areas such as the Town of Estes Park may also help direct
visitors to less congested areas.

Other solutions may include staggering Timed-entry time slots to reduce lines.

In examining alternative options, Alternative C, which allows one timed-entry slot for the rest of the Park,
from 9am to 3pm, excepting the Bear Lake Corridor, appears to be the best option I can see for reducing
congestion. This option allows visitors to enter the Park throughout the day without putting timed
congestion at the entrance stations, except for the period following the 9am hour, which will occur
anyway. Fast pass lanes could be implemented with the reservation system for some kind of scan and go
system, and dedicated lanes for the Bear Lake Corridor could be implemented at the Beaver Meadows
entrance, which would further reduce congestion and concentrated point source vehicle pollution.
Because of the high use of the Bear Lake Corridor, I think it is essential to maintain the timed-entry
period of 5am to 6pm for that portion of the Park.
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Additional vehicle solutions could be providing incentives for electric, or hybrid vehicles, and high
occupancy vehicles, with some sort of credit, or benefit for those using these vehicles. Perhaps
implementing a reduced fee for those using these vehicles would work.

I am concerned that expanded amenities fees for Recreation.gov may leave lower-income families out,
where the price of Park entry and the reservation makes it harder for the less advantaged to enjoy the
Park. I think having a fund for providing disadvantaged visitors a way to afford a visit to the Park, would
be something that could be done through the Rocky Mountain Conservancy, or other groups in the region.
Education about the timed-entry reservation system and access to computers in schools and libraries may
help disadvantaged visitors gain access where socioeconomic status may reduce personal computer
access.

I was encouraged to see the requirement for a Long's Peak Education pass in the Environmental
Assessment. As a former employee and RMNP rescue team member, education about the alpine
environment for those choosing alpine destination can be critical, for both the day hiker and the
backcountry camper.

Temporary closures of areas due to congestion are essential to maintaining a buffer during peak visitation
periods. These closures allow the Park Service to maintain a quality experience for visitors when other
systems such as the Timed-entry Program have resulted in "choke points" of high congestion or visitation
especially in high-use areas.

The administration of Rocky Mountain National Park has an obligation under the Organic Act of 1916.
Having a quality day use plan is essential to preserving the Park for future generations.

Sincerely,

Correspondence ID: 2690
Date Received: 12/17/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.
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I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2691
Date Received: 12/18/2023

As someone who cares about the future of Rocky Mountain National Park, I support a permanent timed-
entry reservation system to address overcrowding in the park and I appreciate this opportunity to be part
of the solution for this special place.

Implementing a permanent system gives visitors more certainty, reduces crowding (especially at high-
demand areas like the Bear Lake area) and improves the visitor experience, providing more reliable
access to parking and facilities, increased interaction with park rangers, less obstructed views and easier
access to signature experiences or other points of interest.

I support the Park Services Preferred Alternative, which would provide visitors with two timed entry
reservation options: one for the Bear Lake Road Corridor and one for the rest of the park, like the last
three pilots.

I support the goal of the proposed plan to identify a permanent solution and the work of the Park Service
to continue to study long-term trends and make necessary adjustments to the plan going forward.

With a permanent plan, Rocky will have a bright future ahead.

Correspondence ID: 2692
Date Received: 12/18/2023

1. Will visitor capacity under a permanent system be determined by subjective factors as defined by the
Interagency Visitor Use Management Council? (IVUM) The attached table from the EA shows specific
capacity figures for popular areas of the Park like Wild Basin and Longs Peak that I think would surprise
a lot of people. My understanding is that these are based on factors from the [IVUM that include things
like 'encounter rates in wilderness zones' and 'people per viewshed.' The guidance also suggests capacity
is determined by 'desired conditions' which in turn are derived from internally generated 'thresholds' and
'indicators.' In all of the previous pilots, visitor capacity (and the number of reservations) has supposedly
been a function of parking places. The EA suggests a massive shift from that to factors opaquely defined
by the Park. This could result in even greater restrictions to the Park than any of the pilots so far. If true,
people should know that when commenting. If the new Superintendent gets to decide what areas of the
Park are open or closed on a daily basis, no matter how well-intentioned his actions, that is a huge
departure from the principle that public lands belong to the people.

2. Year round and all day reservations. In three of the four alternatives presented by the Park, the new
system, if adopted, would allow reservations to be required ANY day of the year for any time whatsoever
(earlier in the day, or later in the day, or earlier in the spring and later in the Fall). In the web Q&A, the
Park said it didn't foresee a requirement for reservations year round. However the preferred alternatives
would allow it to require a reservation on ANY day of the year, at any time. In practice, that means on
weekends like the one upcoming, reservations could be required with little or no notice. The Park
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described this as a 'flexible' and 'adaptive' management strategy. But I can also see a lot of bewildered and
frustrated visitors who come up to Estes Park this weekend, or in mid-February, or any-time really, and
find that the rules have changed with no notice. What's the point of planning your visit if the rules
governing it can change on a subjective dime?

3. Temporary closures and specific area reservations. Does the preferred alternative give Park
management the authority to require a reservation for a specific trail, area, or destination, at any time and
for any reason? Similarly, does the preferred alternative allow for the 'temporary' closure of any trail, area,
or destination for any reason? If so, this too is a vast expansion of the authority to restrict access in any of
the previous pilots. And now this authority would be permanent.

4. Special Access and exemption from reservations and timed entry, granted to RMNP authorized guests,
family members, and other members of the community and outlying communities. RMNP has has stated
there is no preferential treatment for locals or any other visitors. Can RMNP provide an explanation to
the Public how this special access without making reservations, is not preferential treatment or
discriminatory? This Special Access pass without having to utilize reservations, should be scrapped
immediately. Question: Why do immediate family members of Park employees not have to make
reservations to enter and how is that not preferential treatment. Discriminatory, unfair, and elitist.

Those are the main concerns I had. I should note that the Park has decided that in all cases--of the four
alternatives it proposed--restrictions on the Bear Lake corridor are staying. It is misleading to say one of
the alternatives is to return to pre-Covid management (first come, first serve).

But I think Estes Park residents and those on the Front Range who've moved here to have year-round
access to the national park should be fully informed about the scope of the authority to restrict access at
any time of year, and for any reason, the Park is asking for.

Correspondence ID: 2693
Date Received: 12/18/2023

1. Of the alternatives identified in the EA, I believe Alternative C is most appropriate. Alternative B,
which is most similar to the current protocols, is seen by most visitors to be inflexible and intrusive. The
"rest of Park" timed entry requirement has not eliminated the need for temporary access restrictions at the
AVC, in particular, and my best guess is that the need for these restrictions would get neither better nor
worse under a "daily pass" regime. I would also guess that congestion at other relatively popular sites
would be largely unaffected. Even under a timed entry requirement, visitors to the "rest of the Park"
quickly disperse and follow routes and timeframes for their visits that tends to spread out impacts.
Congestion, when it arises, is often highly localized and associated with wildlife sightings or weather
conditions, none of which are predictable, let alone controllable.

2. I would propose the elimination of any timed entry or daily pass requirement at all outlying areas of the
Park —i.e., at all points not reached through a staffed entry station. This would include McGraw Ranch,
Lumpy Ridge, East Portal, Lily Lake, Twin Sisters and Longs Peak on the east side, North Inlet, East Inlet
and East Shore on the west side, plus any others I've forgotten. Without specific data, I suspect that
neither timed entry nor a daily pass spreads out visitation at any of these sites, most of which have small
parking areas that get parked up early and depend on unpredictable departures to create new parking
opportunities. Pass enforcement is difficult to impossible. These areas actually represent useful
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opportunities for unplanned, spontaneous visitation that would make the pass system seem less intrusive,
both for visitors who have traveled to the Park and for locals.

3. All of the identified alternatives focus on managing visitation within the Park's existing capacity. This
ignores the most useful measure that could be implemented: the addition of capacity. Adding meaningful
capacity might necessitate changes that would violate existing Park management policies but would have
the advantage of expanding recreational opportunities rather than restricting them. Some concrete
proposals follow, though I would note that those more familiar with the details of the Park and its
operations are actually in a better position to creatively identify opportunities that would have the greatest
positive effect while minimizing the negative. (I find the discussions in Appendix E on "Alternatives
Considered and Dismissed" to be trivial and unconvincing. Much of what follows directly contradicts the
directions suggested in that Appendix, for which I offer no apology.)

4. The biggest barrier to increasing Park capacity is budgetary. I don't know how to solve this problem,
but I think it's important to address it with greater transparency than is currently shown. The EA makes
numerous vague references to aspects of the plan that are budget-dependent, but give the reader no way of
evaluating the actual implications of the statements. It is my belief that some measures already taken over
the past couple decades, many of them attributed to environmental concerns, were at least in part due to
budgetary limitations. Insufficient funding to support trail patrols, for example, can lead to concerns of
wildlife protection, trail widening, social trail creation, etc., and ultimately to trail closures. This has the
effect of concentrating visitation on the remaining trails and exacerbating the perceived need for capacity
control. Increased trail patrol and monitoring by both Park rangers and volunteers is badly needed. One
way or another, we need to find a way to better fund the entirety of the NPS.

5. I believe that the wilderness designation applied to the vast majority of the Park since the 1970s was a
major mistake and makes it difficult to add infrastructure that would add meaningful capacity, even if
money was available. I would recommend that the Park management seek to amend this designation as
necessary to allow greater flexibility of land use within the Park. Specifically, I would recommend that
roads, parking areas, trailheads and trail systems be added to spread out visitation on the available land.
This would decrease the amount of Zone 1 somewhat from the current 95% and add correspondingly to
the existing Zone 2 and Zone 3 area, achieving what I believe to be a more appropriate balance given the
nature of the typical Park visitor. (It's noteworthy that the discussion of Park capacity in Appendix D
seems to be based entirely on analysis of existing infrastructure — roads, parking, trails, etc. — and do not
take into account the actual carrying capacity of the land. I believe this leads to staggeringly false
conclusions about the ultimate capacity of the Park.) Maintenance of key Zone 1 areas under the
wilderness designation would be preserved, especially the area in Wild Basin contiguous to the Indian
Peaks Wilderness and some of the more remote areas of the Divide and the northeastern section of the
Park. Several specific ideas in this realm include:

a. Addition of a parking area and trailhead at the head of Forest Canyon, with access from Trail Ridge
Road below Medicine Bow Curve. A trail along the Thompson River would connect to the Bear Lake
Corridor trail system at The Pool and additional trails to the lakes and canyons of the east side of the
Divide could be developed.

b. Addition of a new North Entrance from CO 14, perhaps in the vicinity of the Long Draw Campground,
with a road following the Poudre to Trail Ridge Road at Milner Pass. Pullouts, parking areas and
trailheads along this road would offer access to the canyons and peaks of the northern 1/4 of the Park,
much of which sees little use currently due to the difficulty of access. A one-way unpaved road could
follow Chapin Creek to the current location of the Chapin Pass trailhead, easing access to the Mummy
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Range and adding a low-impact loop drive back to the new North Entrance Road via OFRR and Trail
Ridge Road.

c. Acquisition of vehicular access rights to the Grand Ditch service road, opening up access to trails in the
Never Summers.

d. Aggressive identification of new routes for improved trails within existing popular areas. For example,
improved trails to the upper part of Glacier Gorge and to Thatchtop would help both day hikers and
technical climbers make better use of those areas.

6. Shuttle routes should be added to make more of the Park accessible without the use of personal
vehicles and to allow for more one-way hikes without multiple cars. A route over Trail Ridge, all the way
to Grand Lake, should be added with stops at all the usual places. This would take pressure off the
parking areas and would add greatly to one-way hiking opportunities (e.g., down-hiking the Ute Trail in
either direction, crossing the Divide over Flattop, hiking along the new trail along the Thompson
proposed above from its headwaters to the Fern Lake trailhead). Shuttles should connect with the Longs
Peak campground, facilitating a one-way hike in either direction along the East Longs Peak Trail. The
existing shuttle system is great and its expansion may represent the single most powerful way of adding
capacity without a lot of new road and trail building. Add shuttle access to popular locations in the Fall
River area, particularly the Sheep Lakes, Alluvial Fan and Lawn Lake trailhead. Addition of shuttle
service connecting the main body of the Park with the Lumpy Ridge and McGraw Ranch trailheads would
add a significant number of attractive one-way hiking opportunities. Emphasize shuttle use from outside
the Park itself, adding convenience and eliminating friction wherever possible. (The existing Fern Lake
bus stop should also be moved to the end of the road, even if it means altering or relocating the parking
lot in there. Show preference to shuttle users by eliminating that annoying and unnecessary walk along
the road.)

7. Consider re-establishment of lodges within the Park. Their removal as part of Mission 66 was a major
mistake and necessitated the use of personal automobiles as the primary means of daily access to Park
amenities. The fact that it was a mistake is easily shown by the fact that similar plans in other National
Parks were subsequently cancelled, leaving highly successful and unobtrusive facilities intact. Combined
with an expanded shuttle system, sensitive restoration of lodging within the Park could help get people
out of their cars for the duration of their stay.

8. Manage congestion at the entrance stations better. Whatever controlled access is implemented, find a
way to pre-screen cars before they get in line. To the greatest degree possible, discourage pass purchases
at the entrance station. Designate one or more express lanes where pass purchases aren't allowed and
questions aren't answered. Transaction times under 20 seconds would be the norm at such express lanes,
as opposed to the all-too-frequent three to five minutes currently observed. (Reduction in wait time at the
entry stations and concerns over missed time slots would go a long way toward mitigation of visitors' ill
feelings about the whole system.

These suggestions are obviously monumental in scale and would take decades to plan, fund and execute.
Nevertheless, I don't believe the capacity issues will ever go away and it's important to take positive steps
(i.e., capacity increase) in addition to negative ones (i.e., capacity control) to address them.

On the whole, I don't personally think Timed Entry has worked out all that badly. I haven't had trouble
getting the passes I want and have been reasonably successful in figuring out when to arrive to minimize
waiting at the entrance. That said, I lament (as many do) the limits placed on spontaneous access and the
feeling that it's all too regimented.
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Correspondence ID: 2694
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:

TEPS has shown to not reduce the number of visitors. This system has not worked for individuals who
live close enough to make a day trip to the park. It has also forced people out of the park into other
protected areas including the Indian Peaks wilderness and Cameron Pass. This has created more pressure
on the larger ecosystem. It is better to have people in concentrated area instead of spread out. Also, the
purpose of the park states, "to provide the freest recreational use of and access to the park's scenic
beauty, wildlife, natural features and processes, and cultural objectives." How does requiring a visitor to
pay a fee to a private for profit company meet with this purpose. It doesn't. I believe the TEPS
management is not fair to all Americans and doesn't benefit the American people but rather a private
company. A first come first serve system and capping numbers would be more equitable.

Correspondence ID: 2695
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:

As I regular visitor to RMNP nand former Volunteer ( 5 years), I endorse the purpose and need for the
plan. The environmental analysis presented is both accurate and adequate. In recent years, I have
observed both the degraded visitor experience and the negative impacts on the resource due to increased
visitor use. The pilots of the timed entry system have markedly improved both visitor experience and
reduced the negative effects of visitation on the resource. In addition they have allowed testing of
Alternate B.This plan and alternative B provides the best way to meet the need purposes of the plan and
provide for the best visitor experience and protection of the resource going forward.

Explanation:

The changes in RMNP due to climate change are obvious to frequent visitors over recent years (absence
of afternoon thunderstorms in summer months, lack to rainfall, change in vegetation in Moraine and
Horseshoe parks.) It may be helpful to point out the climates induced changes will continue and are out
of anyone's control. Thus, this Plan to manage visitor access is even more necessary to maintain the
RMNP resource for future generations of visitors because of climate change. Putting up with the small
inconvenience of planning in advance and accepting the management of visitor access are
environmentally responsible concrete actions to deal with the ongoing impacts of climate change.

Comments:
The plan is very well done and documented And strongly supports Alternate B. The Storymap is excellent
for most visitors and the detailed plan with provide valuable information for many audiences. Well done.

Correspondence ID: 2696
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:
Thank you for the opportunity to learn about options you are considering. We support the timed entry plan
for 2024, but ask you to consider ending the timed entry for the Bear Lake Corridor at 4pm instead of
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6pm during the summer months. Those of us who work and own businesses in town often look forward to
going into the park at the end of the workday. Thank you!*

Correspondence ID: 2697
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:

Thank you for the opportunity to learn about options you are considering. We support the timed entry plan
for 2024, but ask you to consider ending the timed entry for the Bear Lake Corridor at 4pm instead of
6pm during the summer months. This may need adjustment during the elk rutt but for the rest of the
summer crowds are much ligher during the summer after 4pm. Those of us who work and own businesses
in town often look forward to going into the park at the end of the workday. Thank you!

Correspondence ID: 2698
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:

Yes. There has been no clear, scientific demonstration that restrictions on visitor access are required to
preseve resources or protect the environment. Almost the entirety of the case you've made from the start
hinges on whatever it is you mean by 'desired conditions' and 'visitor experience.' Completely inadequate
assessment of whether the Park is being 'loved to death' or whether even current visitation trends are
likely to continue as high net worth Baby Boomers age and retire.

With respect to the alternatives, you might start with a clear and compelling case for both the purpose and
need for reservations. It suits your purposes (allegedly, conservation of the Park, unimpaired, for future
generations) and your needs (whatever those may be).

What the public desires is access to public lands without ad-hoc restrictions imposed by an opque Park
management system that, from the EA, seems more subjective than objective (the indicators and
thresholds are based on metrics no one asked for and are hard to define anyway). You spent all this time
using words and phrases that meant something to you. But you never once, formally, asked the public if
they shared your assessment that there was an urgent need to make a change to long-term visitor use
strategies.

Comments:

My first comment is that it's both condescending and restrictive (and presumptuous) to structure your
feedback process in the way you have. Not once have you ever asked, simply, in yes or no terms, whether
the public wants a permanent reservation system (or any change to the pre-Covid process). You've asked
us to assume it was necessary and then given us your best alternatives. This is not a choice. It's
manipulation and coercion and it shows that you don't (and never have) valued the public's participation
as a genuine partner in this process. You had an outcome you wanted. And you've done everything you
can to get us to this point. And here we are. I'll make the rest of my comment with numbered points, in no
particular order.

Necessity. NPS has repeatedly made the claim that the goal of reservations is to distribute visitation
across the Park and across the day. This, supposedly, is to reduce the negative physical effects of
crowding AND to improve the visitor experience. But let me ask you a question: How many people go to
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the Louvre at midnight? How many people order a quarter pounder for breakfast? My point is that people
visit the popular parts of the Park during the busy times of day...because this is the best time to see and
enjoy them. For families or older people, it may be the ONLY time to safely enjoy them. The whole
premise that you can manage visitation by making people want to see things other than what they've come
to see is absurd. There's a safety issue, too. The inevitable result of extending the reservation period
(throughout the Park, throughout the day, and throughout the year) is to force many inexperienced hikers
and sightseers to enter the Park when natural conditions are the most dangerous to casual users. Your
distribution threatens their safety. Sooner or later someone is going to get hurt from this policy and you're
going to be sued. You can't expect people to want to visit Longs Peak in February, our Sky Pond in
November. Distribution of visitation is a fantasy. More important, it's a faulty foundation on which to
build this extensive, monstrous, and vastly expanded new reservation policy.

Desired Conditions. People come to the Park to see the iconic and beautiful places and views and hikes.
All you've done is make the anecdotal and absurd claim that you began this process because people told
you they'd stop coming to the Park because it was too crowded. You're assuming everyone (or many
people) who visit the Park are NOT getting the experience they desire. This assumption is not backed up
by any facts or compelling data. It's your subjective assumption. And now you're making policy based on
it. Further, the EA doesn't spell out, in black and white, what those 'desired conditions' are. It goes into
useless detail on thresholds and indicators. What these amount to, if the EA is adopted, is that someone in
the Park hierarchy will have the discretion to close or restrict access to public lands anywhere, any time,
for any contrived reason. This kind of decision making framework, or lack thereof, is a textbook case of
bad management policy. You call it 'adaptive management strategies.' To the public, there's a complete
lack of transparency about how, when, or why future access to the National Park could be restricted.
There's no way the people who passed the Organic Act in 1916 ever envisioned this much authority being
granted to this few people with almost no accountability. What the public 'desires' is to enjoy their
national parks now, unimpaired by a Frankenstein of an EA that makes things worse, not better.

Impacts and Resource Conditions. You've failed to prove—or even try, really—that current visitation rates
are damaging the Park, wildlife, or the environment. That's because, with the exception of rogue and bad
actors, it's not happening. Instead of addressing how to prevent or educate bad actors, you're throwing the
baby, the bathwater, that bathtub, and bathroom out of the building. Don't punish the general public. Find
a better solution.

Discriminatory. In its feedback to other policies that WERE open to comment (increased day use and
camping fees, the so-called 'amenity fee' for transponders) the vast majority of the public expressed
concern that your reservation pilots, and any future permanent version thereof, discriminate against poor
and minority communities in Colorado and across America. There is no equity or racial justice or social
justice in what you've proposed. You have falsely and cynically claimed that because your policy applies
to everyone, it does not disproportionately discriminate against anyone (and therefore it does not violate
your requirements to assess environmental justice in Executive Order 12898). You are not even trying to
measure its impact. But it is common sense and obvious that poor people will visit the Park less due to the
higher fees, required reservations, and ban on cash entrance fees. Making our national parks very pleasant
day trips for rich, white, and retired people was never the purpose of the National Park System.

Legality. Further to the point above, you've failed to respond in the legally required time to a Freedom of
Information Act Request. This request, made over six months ago, asked for any and all written or digital
communication on whether EO 12898 applies to Timed Entry. Specifically, you have apparently
concluded that you required no explicit legal advice on whether you could exclude your pilots from the
NEPA process because EO 12898 did not apply. You've said you're in compliance with all your processes
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and procedures. You have not provided any evidence that a qualified legal mind, fully aware of NPS
obligations under NEPA and EO 12898, has signed off on your actions. Also, you have repeatedly failed
to respond to questions about whether four consecutive 'Pilots' of a Timed Entry system violate the
'segmentation' language in NEPA. That language prevents NPS from making actions or policy that might
be prejudicial to a later action, subject to the full requirements of NEPA.

Transparency. Not once have you held a public meeting on Timed Entry. Not once have you made any of
your CE's on Timed Entry open for public comment. Only after repeated requests, and many months, have
you provided the documentation you used to arrive at your CE decisions for each 'pilot.' But it gets worse.
You have the public about eight days between the publication of the EA and the date of the only on-the-
record meeting in which they could ask questions. You've refused to meet with the public, in public and
on the record, with respect to the necessity of reservations and Timed Entry. Your Open House forums and
your virtual engagements with various civic organizations have insulated you from an honest, thorough,
and detailed discussion of your policies. In other words, you've avoided meeting and engaging with the
public in any meaningful way. You've given short notice and then dumped a massive document on people,
asking for substantive comment. Clearly you don't want informed feedback and you feel consent isn't
required. But most of all, the process for making such an important long-term decision has been decidedly
non-transparent and more obviously non-democratic. You should be embarrassed.

Competency. The Fast Pass Lane appears to have been deliberately incompatible with Annual Pass and
Golden Eagle Passes in 2020. The only question is whether this was a deliberate strategy to reduce public
access to RMNP for people who had already paid for it, or whether it was just plain old incompetence and
mismanagement. The renovation of the Fall River Entrance left the second busiest entrance to RMNP
down to one lane for an entire summer. Again, it's hard to say whether this was a deliberate attempt to
reduce visitation by making it more inconvenient for people to use the entrance, or whether it was also
just plain poor management. The introduction of the cash-less entrance system was announced less than
30 days before it went into effect. There was no prior consultation or communication. You still haven't
been able to answer why using the traffic data gathered from your road network is a more accurate basis
for 'no show' data on reservations than the actual 'no show' rate, as measured by reservations sold vs.
reservations used. Given all this (and more), why should a reasonable person expect you have the
resources, expertise, or competency to use 'adaptive management techniques' to make up reservation
requirements on the fly? Whether it's being under-resourced, feeling under siege, or simply overreaching
in the name of conservation, you've mis-managed every major project of the last three years. And NOW
you want vastly expanded authority to monitor resource conditions to achieve a visitor experience in line
with your 'desired conditions.' It would be crazy—and an operational disaster—to give you this authority
now, given your recent track record.

Capacity. There are serious concerns about how NPS would define visitor capacity in any and all of the
alternatives presented. While some of the 'indicators' and 'thresholds' defined in the EA and its appendices
are simple numbers (parking spots), the majority are poorly defined, subjective, and thus susceptible to
abuse (arbitrarily restricting public access to public lands all the time, for any reason). For example, who
determines what an acceptable 'encounter rate' on a trail is? And who determines what the appropriate
'people per viewshed' is for a given destination? What specifically determines when there's been an
'ecological disturbance in a congregation area?' You've deliberately left these terms vague and subjective
so you can define them in any way you wish once the EA is approved. This makes it almost impossible
for the public to understand how, when, or why an area of the Park may be closed or require restrictions.
We could take you at your word that you would use this discretionary judgment judiciously. But given
your management track record under the last Superintendent, that would be unwise. Further, we have no

265



reason to believe you wouldn't exercise this authority—without any accountability—in a manner that
minimizes public visitation in the name of preservation. You've gone too far in your fear of the public and
your fear mongering about the impacts of public use of public lands. Under the EA, we have no idea on
what basis visitor capacity might actually be determined, except that it's going to be up to someone we
don't know and based on their interpretation of purposely opaque and bureaucratic terminology.

Accuracy. NPS, and specifically Public Affairs officer Kyle Patterson, has repeatedly and knowingly
distributed outdated visitation data in its public communications about timed entry and long-term visitor
use. It continues to repeat that Park visitation increased by 44% between 2012 and 2019 (four years ago
now). It has failed to show that over ten years, the rate of growth is closer to 30% and that on current
trends, visitation in RMNP is at its lowest levels since 2015.

Honesty. The issue of accuracy inevitably touches on the issue of honesty. Has the NPS presented
visitation and other data in a deceptive and misleading way, with the intention of creating a false and
urgent sense of crisis? And has that been done because the small group of decision makers within RMNP
have decided amongst themselves that it should be done. Conservation and preservation are just one part
of your dual mandate. Visitation is the other. You have vastly exceeded your mandate—and done it in a
non-transparent, non-democratic, and perhaps non-legal way—because you have decided people weren't
having the type of experience in the Park you think they should have. Why don't you just be direct and
honest and say that you think we should enjoy the Park in the way you want us to and quit pretending all
these other strategies and alternatives are a scientific assessment of what is required to achieve 'desired
conditions?"

Have you forgotten what the mission and purpose of the National Parks are? Why have you chosen to
treat the public so poorly and unequally? Why are the rights of current generations to enjoy the Park
'unimpaired' by your complex, convoluted, unfair, unnecessary, and undemocratic reservation scheme less
important than the rights of future generations?

We all love the Park and what to preserve and protect its natural wonders. We also want to enjoy them.
Without having to pay more. And without having to book a ticket in advance, only to be advised someone
in the back office decided that that spot was closed today.

You've put so much time and effort into justifying what is essentially a personal or subjective opinion
about how Americans should enjoy their Parks. You didn't provide a reasonable time for thoughtful people
(who are inclined to be supportive and sympathetic) to assess what you've proposed...and all that it may
mean to future generations of Americans. Those Americans will wonder why the rest of us stood by and
did nothing while you ran roughshod over the public and tried to permanently make our beloved public
lands less accessible, more expensive, and more elitist—all grotesque perversions of the original purpose
of our Parks.

Stop what you're doing and call the whole thing off. At the very least, commit to publishing, in a timely
manner, all the formal feedback you get to the EA so the public can read and assess it on its own. That is
the bare minimum you should before moving to make these unneeded changes permanent.
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Correspondence ID: 2699
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:
I found the environmental analysis clear and informative. It addressed many of the issues I have been
concerned about and others I was unaware of.

Perhaps it would be helpful for a a link to e given to media that would take consumers to an outline
version of the material presented with the option a ore detailed version if desired. Although I found the
information valuable it did require a time commitment that many folks will not want or be able to make.
The information could be presented in a less pleonasm form. Every detail presented is not essential for a
full understanding of alternatives.

Comments:

I grew up in Estes Park and then moved to Denver metro area to work. My husband and I enjoyed many
spontaneous trips to RMNP through the years, but in the years 2016-2019 the experience had become so
stressful we found ourselves not going. As previous noted, it is a small minority of people who who
tramp on tundra, walk off trails, park wherever they choose, dump trash in and around toilets, fight in
parking lots, speed on the roads so children and seniors can not safely pass, feed wildlife, insist on
bringing their dogs on trails and tundras and carving into the aspen trees, but with the overall increase in
numbers visitors to the park, the actions of that small minority of visitors, became anything but
inconsequential. The visible damage occurring in those years and the amount of time RMNP staff had to
use attending to and remedying the result of these actions was outrageous, and unfair to the staff who did
not sign on to verbally abused and act as law enforcement. Yes, I truly miss the opportunity for
spontaneity, but I am willing to give that up to experience a semblance of respect for both the
environment of RMNP and the RMNP staff that are its caretakers.

Our entire family of 73 members offers our gratitude for the courage of the RMNP staff to take a stand
during a difficult transition and continually working to improve the visitor experience.

Correspondence ID: 2700
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:
The explanation was good, but very long. It read a bit like a legal document.

I think you could put together a chart form of the pro and con information with a link for further info and
distribute it via media and local chamber.

Comments:

My wife and I have been visiting the park with our kids since the 1980s. We hope to move to Estes some
day. Our trip in 2017 was very bad. The grand kids could not talk to the rangers, like our kids did when
they were small, because they were so busy breaking up fights and directing traffic. The kids could not
even cross the street to an overlook without being afraid they were going to get run over. The people were
different to. Parking anywhere and walking all over the tundra with their dogs. The carving on the trees
and trash in the outhouses. We did not go back the next year. When we returned in 2019 for a reunion in
Estes we were shocked how much worse it had got. So many cars and people walking where ever they
wanted. Every trail had another trail, or even multiple trails, along side it and the trail that went off in the
forest were all over the place. We did not enjoy ourselves and our family decided to take a break. This
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year we returned. It was frustrating to have to plan ahead, but we did. Glad we did. RMNP is not the
place it used to be , never will be with everyone visiting and all the remote workers and such, but it was
better than we feared it would be. We give a lot of credit to the rangers having to listen to the people
complain about having to get a ticket can't be fun. We appreciate being able to park and cross the roads
safely. We hiked and passed only 50 people or so and most were not in mobs like before. They also
seemed to be people that were their to enjoy the experience of being in the magnificent beauty of the park.
It seems like if people have to reserve a ticket they want to be there and not just trample through and hang
out. There were still dogs on the trails, which has got to stop. There is no reason people should be able to
lie about their dogs with no proof. We had some on our trial barking at hikers and pooping.

Our experience this year was much more relaxing and memorable. Best of all we left the park feeling like
by using the reservation system we were part of the solution to assuring that beautiful place will be there
for generations to come.

Correspondence ID: 2701
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:
INFORMATION APPEARS ACCURATE, AND PERSUASIVE.

SIMPLER VERSION COULD BE ON PUT ON RESERVATION SITE WITH ADDITIONAL DATA
AVAILABLE ON REQUEST

Comments:

I APPRECIATE THE EXTENDED DATE TO COMMENT. I PREFERRED BEING ABLE TO JUST
SHOW UP AT THE PARK WHEN I VISIT.THIS YEAR WHEN I WAS THEIR WITH FAMILY I DID
NOTICE OUR VISIT WAS BETTER THAN IN 2018. WE LINGERED AND WATCHED WILDLIFE
WITHOUT HAVING TO SCRAMBLE FOR PARKING AND CHOKING ON THE FUMES OF ALL
THE CARS IN LINE. OUR HIKES WERE BETTER ALTHOUGH NOT AS GOOD AS 10 YEARS
AGO. TOO MUCH WALKING OFF TRAILS ON THE TUNDRA, AROUND THE LAKES AND
RIVERS. I APPRECIATE YOU TRYING TO FIX THAT. I THINK MORE SIGNAGE IS NEEDED
EVERYWHERE. THERE SHOULD BE POSTERS ON BACK OF BUS SEATS OUTLINING BEST
PRACTICES KIDS WILL READ THEM AND THEN ASK PARENTS AND GRAND PARENTS
ABOUT THEM. IT COULD GET RIDERS TALKING ABOUT IT. MORE SIGNS IN OUTHOUSES
AND AT TRAILHEADS. THE MORE PEOPLE THAT ARE EDUCATED AND HAVE SIGNS TO
SUPPORT THEM THE MORE PRESSURE CAN BE ASSERTED ON THOSE STRAYING FROM
THE EXPECTED NORMS.

ALSO, THE PEOPLE DRIVING THE BUS AND HOSTING AT BUS PICK UPS SHOULD NOT BE
SAYING ANYTHING ABOUT HOE THE PARK WAS SO MUCH BETTER BEFORE THE
RESERVATION SYSTEM. WE HAD A WOMAN AT THE BEAR LAKE PICK UP TELL WAITING
PASSENGERS THAT SHE HAD BEEN ACCOSTED 3 TIME BY ANGRY VISITORS BECAUSE OF
THE REQUIRED RESERVATIONS AND THAT IT NEVER HAPPENED BEFORE THERE WAS
RESERVATIONS REQUIRED. SHE WENT ON TO TELL THE WAITING PASSENGERS THAT SHE
AND HER FRIENDS THAT LIVE IN ESTES DON'T LIKE THE SYSTEM AT ALL AND SINCE
THEY LIVE THERE THEY SHOULD BE BALE TO COME WHENEVER THEY WANT. ONE OF
OUR BUS DRIVERS ALSO COMMENTED THAT THE PARKING WAS NEVER THIS BAD
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BEFORE RESERVATIONS. WHEN THE PARK IS TRYING TO GT PEOPLE TO HAVE AN OPEN
MIND VOLUNTEERS SHOULD NOT BE TALKING LIKE THAT.

LOOKING FORWARD TO OUR TRIP THIS SUMMER.

Correspondence ID: 2702
Date Received: 12/18/2023

Topic Question 1:

Based on the provided data, option B is the most appropriate to address the problems facing RMNP.
Explaining the analysis is not as important as the alternatives to the average park visitor. The story
history part was also a bit much. A shortened version could be posted on rec.gov reservation site since
those are the people who are already planning on visiting.

Comments:

It is an undeniable fact that the NPS has to do something to combat the crowds. I went to RMNP as a kid
almost every when in Estes to meet with our family. It was a great time and I have fond memories. I took
my partner in 2018 and was sorely disappointed. The traffic congestion and disrespectful people had a
serious negative impact on our trip. We hiked Flattop and I could not believe how many trails off the
main trail had been made going off into the forest. That really bothered us as did the initials in the aspen
trees, the running all over the tundra and the car jockeying for position on the road and parking spaces.
The people feeding the chipmunks and marmots at Lake of glass was unbelievable. Education has to be
more forceful and post it everywhere.

We went back to RMNP and Estes in 2022. We got a reservation the day before, which was pretty easy.

It was a much more pleasant experience and I appreciated the staff at the entrance gates keeping
everything moving along. We encountered fewer people on the tundra and trails. The toilets were cleaner
and I was even able to discuss a trail and why there were dogs allowed on the trails with a Ranger. All
and all a good experience, which is why I would pick option B. It seems like the closest to what they are
doing right now.

Correspondence ID: 2703
Date Received: 11/14/2023

This is a response on the timed entry permanent plan for RMNP.
Why am I sending this snail mail?
It has to do with my reason to not move forward with Timed Entry.

I went on line to leave a comment against timed entry and your web site is down this morning so I must
be forced to send snail mail.

As most things National Park related, the logistics, the infrastructure, call it what you want cannot handle
this task successfully. RMNP and other parks have proven over the last couple years that their staff, on
line systems, and technical expertise can't handle a successful bit to handle on line timed entry.
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As we are seeing across the country now that international borders are opening the pressure on our parks
is decreasing. Just ride out the wave and left volume self-correct. Don't you try to do it as you will screw
it up.

Thanks

Citizen and Park User

Correspondence ID: 2704
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Superintendent
Rocky Mountain National Park 1000 US Highway 36
Estes Park, CO 80517

Re: Restrictions to Entry of Park

The restriction of the entry to Rocky Mountain National Park have been such that it basically prevents
people wanting to use the park from actually doing so. A return to Alternative A is the only thing that
makes sense. First come first serve. If there's too much traffic on a day you can always restrict that after
you reach a certain number of cars entering but having this timed entry and reservation system is such an
intolerable inconvenience and restriction on people wanting to use the park that it is basically a denial of
our rights to enjoy public property.

I used to go up to the Park hike, climb and basically enjoy the scenery. Now you're forced to plan every
second of your day trying to get at a certain time at a certain place. It's aggravating. I have not been to the
Park in over three years because of these inane rules. It's enough to make you want to see the Park Service
disbanded.

The reservation for camping is also a farce throughout the entire Park system. You go to campgrounds
where there's these reservations and no one shows up. People make multiple reservations and then just
bail.

Everything should be first come first serve. I also thought the comment procedures were disingenuous.
Trying to find where you would submit it by email was time-consuming so I'm happy to send this to you
by mail. It just tells me once more that the Park Service is not fulfilling its mission and is on its own
agenda.

Sincerely,
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Correspondence ID: 2705
Date Received: 11/13/2023

Category: Accessibility

(This message is for Gary Ingram, Superintendent, RMNP) Hello Mr Ingram, You and I had a brief
conversation at the recent Rocky Mountain Conservancy Holiday Party at the Fall River Visitor Center. |
had mentioned my concern of the timed-entry system that did not allow a family to make a next day
reservation at the same time they were reserving a spot for the first day of a visit. Instead they have to
have online access at Spm on Day 1 to secure entry for Day 2 of a two day visit to the Park. This seems to
be an unnecessary and burdensome rule - particularly during the peak summer and early fall season when
so many folks will be in majestic and remote areas of the park with no computer access. In order to get
into recreation.gov they would have to end that day's outing by mid-afternoon and rush back to
"civilization" by Spm to get a reservation for the next day. This requirement seems to fly in the face of the
Park's pledge to create "a high-quality visitor experience." Thanks for considering this, Gary, and best of
luck in your new job! ...

Correspondence ID: 2706
Date Received: 11/07/2023

RMNP,

With all due respect, after reading the Sky Hi news article, I see no nexus between timed entries and
degradation of the Park.

I believe timed entries have encouraged higher use of the park due to fear of missing out (FOMO) granted
there will always be peak times where there will be more people, but it would happen naturally and not as
a result of unhealthy competition.

Since the implementation of timed entries, I have witnessed more road rage as visitors feel impatient due
to feeling entitled as a result of timed entries. More time + energy spent on managing trail heads &
wildlife viewers would be helpful!

I would suggest shifting the focus away from timed entries and on to specific things that degrade the
National Park we all love.

Warm regards,

Correspondence ID: 2707
Date Received: 11/18/2023

The rangers remained courteous & polite even with long lines of visitors waiting to enter.

The timed entry system has worked very well for us.
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Correspondence ID: 2708
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Dear Folks at Rocky Mountain National Park,

I am writing to give my opinion and to advocate for the many people who feel as I do about the
reservation system.

First, you should know that I am a 39-year resident of Colorado, and a huge environmentalist. I have been
writing ecology tips for church bulletins for 25 years, a tip each week to help preserve our earth. I live
simply, conserve energy and water, and have taught students about ecology for over 40 years.

When I am in the Park, if I see someone walking across the tundra when they could be on the trail, I
cringe and then try to gently educate them. I always go early in the morning on hikes, to enjoy nature in
silence, so I understand the diminished experience people may have if they go later in the day. However,
people should have those choices.

However, the mission of the National Parks has always been to preserve the natural resources for the
enjoyment of the people. Our public lands are meant to be accessible to all people.

For 35+ years, | visited RMNP (and the Indican Peaks Wilderness) at least 20 times a year. With the
"Covid" restrictions in place, I have been essentially banned from Bear Lake road, and have not been able
to hike those trails for the past 4 summers.

For people without computers, who are unfamiliar with technology, who live in poverty, and those who
wish to spontaneously go explore nature, these restrictions have brought much sorrow, due to us having to
give up our beloved lands. We "put up with it" for a year or two, even though during Covid, being
outdoors was the safest place. We trusted that roads would open once the pandemic subsided.

However, now there is a proposal to make these restrictions permanent, much to our dismay. Some of us
have schedules that prevent us from going online at a prescribed time a month or more ahead of some day
we might be able to visit the park.

I do understand the concept of not wanting people to "love the park to death". But if people are not able to
get to know our public lands, they will be much less likely to care about preserving our environment and
curbing climate change.

I plead with you to open the Park once again to the public, all people. Having taught Latino students, I
have advocated for them to explore nature. But with the high fees and need for planning way ahead, there
are too many barriers. I ache for those also, who come all the way from Ohio or somewhere to see their
N.P., & then they get turned away.

A compromise could be to expand the hours that Bear Lake Road is open to anyone, much like has been
done for the rest of the Park. Let people who enter by 6:30 (or even 7:00) a.m. be free to hike in Glacier
Gorge, up Flattop Mtn., etc.

To be at the entrance before 5 a.m., someone from Boulder needs to leave home by 3:45, and then for
much of the year, we'd have to wait until the sun comes up, sometimes hours later.

I look forward to hearing of the Park lifting restrictions!

sincercly. [ N EEEEENE
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Correspondence ID: 2709
Date Received: 11/15/2023

Dear Superintendent Ingram,

We were surprised to see the recent announcement of the Time-Entry Permit system pilot for 2024. We
support the goal of the program for spreading the visitation in Rocky Mountain National Park.

We have hiked in Rocky for over 52 years from when we were able to reach most peaks in the Park. Now
in our 70's and in our retirement, we avoid weekends and plan our hikes in Rocky to enable us to acquire
Timed Entry permits on the first day available. As we live in Fort Collins, we primarily use the 8 am to 10
am window for our hikes in the Bear Lake Corridor. We always us the shuttle service as it allows us to
select loop hikes that we are not able to do during the non-shuttle season.

However, we have three concerns with the recently announced 2024 pilot:

* When we acquire an 8-10 Bear Lake permit, it appears we are being penalized. The extended lines by
those attempting to access the park before 9 am, causes a lengthy delay of up to 30 minutes even though
we have a permit. It seems it would be appropriate to allow non-permit holders to enter before 8§ am so
that those with 8-10 Bear Lake permits do not have to wait in extended lines.

» We had the privilege to spend a week in a cabin in Estes Park from October 22 through 28 this year.
From our experience the week after 2023's Timed Entry Program system ended, it seems that shortening
the permit system for non-Bear Lake and ending the Bear Lake system on October 20 may be premature.
When leaving Bear lake from a terrific hike on October 27, we encountered a line of cars attempting to
enter Bear Lake that almost reached the Glacier Gorge Junction trailhead. We understand that late October
weather may not permit the use of the shuttle, but we feel strongly that the ending date should not be as
early as October 15 (non-Bear Lake) and October 20.

* Lastly, as we can secure reservations on the first day of each month for the succeeding month,
occasionally our plans must be changed. We have tried to give up our permit by cancelling the permit but
have found recreation.gov does not allow cancellations. We do not expect to receive a refund, but would
like knowing that someone can use the time we originally obtained.

We wish you all the best in your new role as Rocky Mountain National Park's Superintendent. Please let
us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
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Correspondence ID: 2710
Date Received: 11/14/2023

November 14, 2023
Superintendent

Rocky Mountain National Park
1000 US Highway 36

Estes Park, CO 80517

Dear Supt. Ingram:

I would like to suggest a change to the timed entry system for ROMO. As it stands now, you could have a
permit for entry to the Moraine Park/Bear Lake area but if you leave, you are not allowed to be readmitted
until after 2 pm. This actually increases numbers of people in this corridor because it makes them not
want to leave for other areas of the Park. For example, if have a S5am - 7 am permit and I am
photographing elk in Moraine Park and the action slows, I might want to head over to Horseshoe Park or
Beaver Meadows to see what is happening there. Right now I can't do that because of being denied
readmission.

Thank you for your consideration of this suggestion

Sincerely,

Correspondence ID: 2711
Date Received: 12/12/2023

Superintendent
Rocky Mountain National Park 1000 US Highway 36
Estes Park, Colorado 80517

Dear Superintendent:

This is a letter expressing my concerns about the timed-entry program. Briefly, here are some important
issues to consider:

1.Is there even a problem or is this a solution in search of a problem. First, the biggest "crowding"
problem is the long line to get in. This could easily be fixed by having more Rangers at the gates or
installing a few automatic gates like on the expressway. Once people get in the Park, there is not really an
overcrowding problem, except for parking. OK. Well, if people cannot find parking that is fine. They can
still drive around and enjoy the beauty of the park. (Or, God forbid, we could add more parking?)
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2. I have heard the horror stories of trash, human waste, etc. on the trails. These are greatly exaggerated. 1
go into the Park all the time and these problems are largely non-existent.

3. Limiting the number of people allowed in the Park has no impact on the number of people actually on
the trails, because those numbers are already limited by the limited parking. So, all it does is limits the
number of people driving into the Park, which has no impact on the trails.

I own lodging in Estes Park. I try my best to send emails and texts to my guests before they arrive to let
them know about this situation. But, most of them do not book reservations over a month in advance! And
so, they are naturally flabbergasted when they find out that they were supposed to book a timed entry pass
a month before they plan on taking a simple hike in a national park. I really think the solution we are
creating is not addressing the perceived problem, and the truth is that we could just get people into the
Park quicker by better addressing the backlog at the entrance. Once they are in the Park if they cannot
find parking, so be it. They at least can enjoy a drive through the Park.

Thank you,

Correspondence ID: 2712
Date Received: 11/28/2023

I've been coming to Rocky since the mid '60s when my family would vacation near Estes. Since timed
entry began the traffic + crowds seem to be back to the levels of the mid '60s. In other words I'm all for it!

Correspondence ID: 2713
Date Received: 11/20/2023

Our Timed Entry Program is working beautifully!! It is easy, efficient, and reliable. Once inside, even the
Bear Lake Corridor, the traffic and visitors are at a very manageable and enjoyable #. The volume is
similar to the 1970's experience! Please continue with this very smart approach!! All employees and
volunteers are "off the charts" wonderful!!

Correspondence ID: 2714
Date Received: 11/27/2023

Question 1:

Zone 2 - is not practical for Bear to Emerald Lk Haiyaha corridor - should be Zone 1 & be adequality
monitored as such.

Question 2:

Modify Alternative C: timed entry as is for Bear Lk Corridor daily reservation for rest of park [except
timed-entry 10a-2).
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Correspondence ID: 2715
Date Received: 11/14/2023

Question 1:

I prefer Plan B - It has worked well. One suggestion: I am a full time resident of Granby CO and enter at
the Grand Lake Entrance - with a two hour window to enter Bear Lake it is difficult sometimes to make
that window. Any delays either personal (2 y-old granddaughter) or things like traffic make hitting a 12-2
window hard. It creates stress - little time to enjoy the park as you travel Trail Ridge Rd. And visitors on
the Estes side have the advantage of not being in the time crunch. If we could enter the GL side say an
hour before like 11:00 for a Bear Lake 12-2 pass that would make things much easier. Under the current
rules any delay puts you in a fearful situation worrying you will miss your window.
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