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SUMMARY of RESPONSES from COMMUNITY 
WORKSHOP #2 – 17 April 2019 
 

25 April 2019  waldocanyonplanning.com 

 

 
The summary of the Re-Imagine Waldo Canyon Community Workshop held on 17 April 2019 includes this 

document, and the 17 scanned group response forms and 11 maps.  These documents, along with 
the informational presentation from that evening are posted on the project website.  

 

WHO ATTENDED 

Of the estimated 140 attendees, 124 individuals signed in.  Nearly all those that signed in provided zip 

codes.  The zip code distribution of attendees follows.  

 

 
 

 

WHAT YOU SAID  

After the informational presentation, participants worked in small groups and at the conclusion of the 

work, reported their group’s findings to all attendees. In the small groups they discussed three concept 

maps.  The summary of all the seventeen small groups responses follows.   
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HOW WELL EACH CONCEPT REFLECTS COMMUNITY INPUT THUS FAR 

Groups were asked to rate each concept based on how the group felt it reflects what was said in the 

online surveys and the first Community Workshop.  The average ratings and standard deviation for each 

concept are shown in the following table.   

Concept Average Standard Deviation* 

Concept A 3.7  2.7 
Concept B 6.1  2.3 
Concept C 6.0  3.1 

 

Group Response Forms  
In creating this summarizing document, we attempted to remain true to perceived intent of the 

respondents and to represent their input fairly. Wording has been changed to clarify and incorporate 

the contextual information and the varied tone and styles of different groups. Readers are encouraged 

to look closely at the original documents—the scans of Group Response Forms and the Maps submitted 

by most groups—to gain a detailed understanding of each group’s intents and purposes. The most 

commonly-addressed inputs are presented near the top of each category, and the least-commonly 

raised inputs near the end of the categories. 

 

Concept A 

What our group likes best about Concept A is: 

Most like original Waldo. Keeps old Waldo loop. Same trails we know.  

Retains conservation of area—less impact. 

Could be implemented most quickly.  

It is the start to the larger system that the public wants. Easy implementation. Might be an appropriate 

first phase. 

Challenging hike. Wilderness experience. Solitude.  

Great views of cliffs and Williams Canyon. 

Does not violate private property. No access from Cascade. 

 

  

The 17 Verbatim 

Group Response 

Forms and 11 

annotated maps from 

the participating 

small groups are 

posted separately on 

the project website. 

* The standard deviation indicates that Concept B had the most scores 

closest to the average, and that most groups felt that it modestly reflected 

previous input. Concept C had the widest standard deviation, indicating 

that it received more scores that were farther from the average score—

people felt passionately that it did or did not reflect the previous input well. 
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The one thing we would change about Concept A is: 

Add trails. Restricted trail choices. Not enough trails. Too easy and short for some of the more avid 

hikers. Minimal opportunities to disperse use. Want better connectivity. Add loop trail option. Trail 

system is too small for population. Misses opportunities. Out-and-back trail configuration may increase 

congestion and conflict. 

Want more trailheads. Long access to trailheads on Rampart Range Road. Lots of driving to trailhead—

much longer than before the fire. Too remote. Add a trailhead that is easier to drive to and accessible 

via paved road. More trailheads with large parking lots. 

Many groups expressed concerns about the difficulty of trail topography.  Trail layout requires uses to 

negotiate significant elevation changes. Demands of elevation changes will limit users and prevents 

some users from enjoying the area. Return to trailhead is uphill.  

Add Manitou access. Add in the loop from the lower Williams Canyon. 

Desire equestrian access. 

In addition to those presented, our group recommends these 

administration considerations as part of Concept A: 

Improve and maintain Rampart Range Road. Increased traffic on Rampart Range Road. Consider paving 

Rampart Range Road. Concerns about increased foot traffic on Rampart Range Road. 

Configure gates on Rampart Range Road and in Garden of the Gods for adequate nighttime and winter 

access. 

Desire access from US 24; eliminate neighborhood trails. 

Need clear and visible signage include trail difficulty ratings. Don’t overdo signage. Include signage for 

area history. Label trail difficulty like ski areas do. 

Desire equestrian access. Reconsider or revisit boundaries of core areas or 30 year old ruling. 

Consider impacts to bighorn sheep. 

Concerns about parking capacity. 
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What our group likes best about Concept B is: 

Expanded hiking experience versus Concept A. More loops. Some shorter and easier loops and 

opportunities for varied experiences. Increased accessibility and trail length. Increased mileage. Loops 

with reduced elevation changes. Disperses use. Keeps original Waldo Loop.   

Like specific trail concepts. Named trails include: new loop off west trailhead, trail north of Rampart 

Range Road. High Access trail from Rampart Range Road to Waldo. 

Balance between recreation and conservation. Conservation of resources.  

More Trailheads. Black Canyon Trailhead. Adds trailhead that is not on Rampart Range Road. Trailhead is 

easier to drive to. More trailheads to disperse use. Easier access to trailheads. Better trailhead access. 

Getting to trailheads is okay. 

Equestrian access to some trails. More inclusive, especially with equestrian access. 

Like the idea of reclaiming, restoring and repurposing the Black Canyon Quarry.  

Might be more achievable. Expandable. Consider addition trails from Concept C. 

 

The one thing we would change about Concept B is: 

Trailheads and trails shown on private property. Keep system on National Forest property. Eliminate 

neighborhood trails. 

Add trails. Specific trails requested: 

Manitou Springs access via Black Canyon Quarry and Manitou Open Space parcels.  

Add the northernmost trail from Concept C especially in light of potential equestrian use. Add trails to 

the north. 

Add dedicated downhill bike trail. 

Add access to Queens Canyon. 

Add uses such as equestrian and motorized. Include motorcycles on singletrack along Rampart Range 

Road. 

Add trailheads. Include a trailhead that is not on Rampart Range Road. Add a Cascade trailhead. Desire 

access from US 24 with expanded parking capacity. 

Desire Williams Canyon Access. 

Connectivity to other areas and the wider trail system. 

Not much gain from Quarry trailhead—still have to hike 1 mile to join any point.  
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In addition to those presented, our group recommends these 

administration considerations as part of Concept B: 

Consider increased traffic on Rampart Range Road and Garden of the Gods Park. 

Configure gates on Rampart Range Road and in Garden of the Gods for adequate winter and nighttime 

access. 

Desire equestrian access. Reconsider or revisit boundaries of core areas or 30-year-old ruling. 

Consider traffic impacts to Cascade.  

Consider impact to Cascade fire and search and rescue districts. 

Consider traffic access and congestion (emergency evacuation) conflicts with Black Canyon Quarry 

Trailhead. The Black Canyon Quarry Road is privately owned, how will you secure access? 

Spread out the trailheads. 

Need clear and visible signage include trail difficulty ratings. Don’t overdo signage. Include signage for 

area history. Signage for lost trail users. 

Trailhead parking capacity. Accommodations for horse and motorcycle trailer parking. 

Consider impacts to bighorn sheep. 

 

What our group likes best about Concept C is: 

Diversity of trails, loop distances and challenge. Number and length of trails. Loops with options for 

varied elevation changes. Manitou access on high ridge trail. Dedicated downhill mountain bike trail. 

Multi-use trails. Biking options. Expanded trails in Queens Canyon. 

Contains a high number of trailheads. Black Canyon Trailhead with the opportunity it offers to connect 

through Manitou open space. 

Distributes the crowds over more distance.  

Equestrian access to some trails.  

Access from Cascade. 
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The one thing we would change about Concept C is: 

Don’t want the trails and trailheads on private land. Trails on private land. Do not want Cascade to be a 

trailhead. Pyramid Mountain Road is private, lacks parking, would create safety and traffic issues. 

Too extensive—too heavy on recreation. Over the top. Too much. Too easy to get lost. Too ambitious. 

More than the public asked for. Too many trails. 

Does not include the original Waldo loop. Add the old Waldo loop. 

Don’t need more trailheads, but need better, more accessible locations for trailheads. Too many 

trailheads on Rampart Range Road. Too many trailheads and access points to manage the area well. Less 

trailheads on Rampart Range Road. 

Desire equestrian access. Designated horse trailer parking. 

Desire access from US 24, with expanded parking capacity. 

Access from Manitou via Williams Canyon 

Add Motorized and equestrian trails north of Rampart Range Road. 

Connect to Ute Pass Trail. 

On the suspension bridge concept: No suspension bridge. Some love for the bridge. (Bridge is) too 

precarious. 

In addition to those presented, our group recommends these 

administration considerations as part of Concept C: 

Consider Impacts to Cascade traffic. The intersection at Chipeta Park Road and US 24 already needs re-

design and cannot handle additional traffic. 

Consider impacts to Cascade Fire Department from traffic, injuries, search and rescue. The Cascade 

Volunteer Fire Department has limited resources.  

Configure gates on Rampart Range Road and in Garden of the Gods for adequate winter and nighttime 

access. Road closure during winter impacts trailhead accessibility. 

Improve and maintain Rampart Range Road. 

Ensure adequate parking capacity and facilities at the Black Canyon Trailhead. 

Consider phasing the buildout over time to permit analysis of impacts to the area and its neighbors. 

Consider paid parking. 

Need clear and visible signage include trail difficulty ratings. Don’t overdo signage. Include signage for 

area history.  

Consider designated camping areas and legal hike-in camping to discourage rogue camping. 

Consider impacts to bighorn sheep. 


