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Key Highlights from Input and Event 

 112 People in Attendance with an estimated 14 Small Group Teams of 4-5 people provided Feedback on the
concepts presented. Some attendees left without participating in the small group sessions or left without handing
in their forms. This is an estimate based on the input collected at the end of the evening.

 Event was held at the historic Flying W Ranch

 14 Small Group Teams of 4-5 people Provided Feedback on the concepts presented.

 A presentation was given about the overall effort, feedback to date, and what the next steps for completing the
project were.

Alternative I and II Concepts Summary 

A series of questions were asked on a small group response form. The summary of each question and responses given is 
below. We asked the participants to rank on a scale from 1 to 10, with 1 being the least and 10 being the most, what their 
level of support is for each concept presented. We also asked that they give reasons for why they liked the concept or what 
concerned them about the concept.  

Alternative Concept I 

 The average level of support for this alternative concept is 6.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for why this option was liked were: 

 Habitat Preservation & Wildlife
 Trail Features
 Reduction in Conflict & Density
 Trail Design and Positioning
 Quality & Infrastructure

The data reflects a deep concern and appreciation for balancing habitat preservation and recreational use among 
respondents. It is evident that the consistent emphasis on safeguarding wildlife and natural habitats is highly valued, 
underscoring the importance of coexistence between humans and nature. Additionally, the quality, variety, and strategic 
positioning of the trails, especially features like the Chamberlain Trail, have garnered positive feedback. Notable is the 
commendation for efforts to alleviate conflicts, particularly between bikers and homeowners, and for initiatives that keep 
trails distant from residential areas. This is coupled with an appreciation for the overall trail design, the prioritization of 
quality over quantity, and the incorporation of essential infrastructure such as effective signage. Furthermore, insights into 
trail difficulty, minimized environmental impact, and the desire for a connected trail system highlight a holistic approach to 
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trail development. In essence, the respondents' positive reception largely stems from the harmonious blend of habitat 
conservation, top-tier trail design, and conflict mitigation. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for what concerns were stated about this concept: 

 Trail Design and Functionality
 Access and Connectivity
 Safety and User Conflict
 Trail Volume and Density

The feedback demonstrates a clear inclination toward refining the trail system's design and functionality. Respondents 
expressed apprehensions about the modifications, closures, or introductions of specific trail components like switchbacks. 
Furthermore, the issue of access and connectivity surfaces prominently, indicating a desire for more direct routes and 
convenient entry points to various trail sections. Another salient theme revolves around safety, especially when it comes to 
potential conflicts arising from mixed-use trails that accommodate both hikers and bikers. The potential for clashes 
between users moving uphill and downhill on the same trail underscores the importance of clear trail designations. 
Moreover, there's an emerging concern that limiting the number of trails or designating them for specific uses could lead to 
overcrowding, resulting in accelerated wear and potential conflicts. In summary, while the trail system's features are 
acknowledged, the prevailing sentiment calls for a more nuanced approach to trail design, access, and safety. This 
necessitates reevaluating certain design choices, improving signage, and rethinking access strategies to foster an inclusive 
and safe environment for all users. 

Alternative Concept II 

 The average level of support for this alternative concept is 7.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for why this option was liked were: 

 Trail Design and Functionality
 Safety and User Conflict Reduction
 Access and Connectivity
 Diversity and Volume
 Natural and Technical Features

Alternative Concept II has garnered notable appreciation from respondents, primarily in its trail design and functionality. 
The introduction of one-way trails, dedicated use trails, and straightforward routings, especially evident in areas such as 
Orchard Valley, has been lauded. Safety has surfaced as a paramount theme, with respondents commending the clear 
demarcation between hiking and MTB areas, positioning them as robust measures to reduce user conflicts. The emphasis 
on connectivity, particularly concerning neighborhoods and specific trail junctions, underscores the importance placed on 
local accessibility. Diverse trail offerings cater to a range of users, and the breadth of the trail network is perceived as 
beneficial for evenly distributing users. A particular commendation is for trails that strike a harmonious balance between 
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natural aesthetics and technical challenges, appeasing both leisurely and seasoned users. Furthermore, the call for 
transparent and discernible signage denotes a universal desire for straightforward navigation. In essence, the feedback 
radiates a positive reception towards the intricacies of trail design in Alternative Concept II, stressing the value of safety 
measures, accessibility, and the provision of a balanced trail experience. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for what concerns were stated about this concept: 
 Trail Design and Placement
 Safety and User Conflict
 Access, Traffic, and Parking
 Environmental and Wildlife Concerns
 Not Enough Signage and Information
 Maintenance and Sustainability

Trailhead Options Summary 

A series of questions were asked on a small group response form. The summary of each question and responses given is 
below. We asked the participants to rank on a scale from 1 to 10, with 1 being the least and 10 being the most, what their 
level of support is for each trail option presented. We also asked that they give reasons for what they perceived as the 
advantages and disadvantages of each. 

Expanded North Trailhead A Option 
 The average level of support for this option is 6.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Advantages were: 

 Safety and Security
 Cost and Feasibility
 Amenities and Accessibility
 Preservation and Environmental Concerns
 Capacity and Crowds

The predominant themes around the advantages of the "Expanded North Trailhead A" option emphasize security, cost-
efficiency, habitat preservation, and crowd management. Respondents seem to favor modest expansions that prioritize 
safety, accessibility, and minimize the environmental footprint. The importance of amenities, particularly bathrooms or 
porta-potties, was also highlighted. One ambiguous feedback about noise might require further clarification. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Disadvantages were: 

 Parking Capacity
 Location Concerns
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The primary disadvantage voiced by respondents revolves around the parking capacity of "Expanded North Trailhead A." 
Many feel the option does not provide enough parking, potentially leading to overflow issues on nearby roads. Proximity to 
roads and neighborhoods raises concerns about safety and unwanted street parking. The suggestion to maybe connect to 
A&B indicates that some respondents might be interested in a hybrid or integrated design approach that combines the 
advantages of multiple alternatives. 

Expanded North Trailhead B Option 
 The average level of support for this option is 4.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Advantages were: 

 Parking and Traffic Management
 Safety
 Infrastructure and Amenities
 Land Use and Environmental Impact
 Preference for Southern Park Use

Overall, the primary advantages of the Expanded North Trailhead B Option, as perceived by respondents, revolve around 
better parking management, increased safety measures, and the inclusion of essential amenities. The emphasis on these 
aspects suggests that visitors prioritize a safe, convenient, and well-facilitated park experience. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Disadvantages were: 

 Safety and Security Concerns
 Environmental and Aesthetic Concerns
 Proximity to Residential Area
 Size and Crowd Management:
 Cost and Infrastructure

Overall, the primary disadvantages perceived by respondents for the Expanded North Trailhead B Option revolve around 
security, environmental impact, and potential congestion. The safety concerns, in particular, seem to be paramount, 
suggesting that while visitors want expanded facilities, they don't want these at the expense of personal security and 
environmental integrity. 

Orchard Valley Trailhead Option 
 The average level of support for this option is 8.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Advantages were: 

 Safety and Visibility
 Parking and Access
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 Amenities and Infrastructure
 Security and Crime Deterrence

The feedback reflects that many respondents find the Orchard Valley Trailhead Option to offer better safety, accessibility, 
and visibility compared to other options. The presence of amenities, especially bathrooms, is also appreciated, as is the 
potential for improved security and reduced criminal activity. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Disadvantages were: 

 Security Concerns
 Traffic and Accessibility
 Impact on Local Residents
 Economic and Infrastructure Concerns
 Suggested Modifications

From this feedback, it seems there are concerns mainly revolving around security, the impact on local residents, and 
potential changes in traffic patterns. There is also a suggestion to keep the location as it is, potentially to minimize some of 
the other mentioned disadvantages. 

New Quarry Trailhead Option 
 The average level of support for this option is 9.

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Advantages were: 

 Parking Benefits
 Safety and Emergency Access
 Amenities
 Respectful of Neighborhood

Most respondents perceive the New Quarry Trailhead Option to be advantageous due to its ample parking, amenities, and 
consideration for bikers. Its positioning, which appears to minimize disruption to neighborhoods, is also a favorable point. 

Key Themes Identified in the freeform responses for the Disadvantages were: 

 Traffic and Access Concerns
 Capacity Concerns
 Aesthetics and Neighborhood Disruption
 Specific Facility Concerns
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While the New Quarry Trailhead Option is largely seen as beneficial, there are reservations about its impact on traffic, its 
capacity, and specific facilities like the dog run. Some respondents also expressed the need to ensure the aesthetics and 
night lighting are in harmony with the surrounding neighborhoods. 

USFS Preferences Summary 

A series of questions were asked on a small group response form. The summary of each question and most common trends 
in responses are given below.  

Would your group support the concept of two sustainable system trails (one multiuse and one hiking only?) 

 User Segmentation: A significant number of respondents appreciated the idea of having separate spaces for
different activities, indicating this would reduce conflict and improve the user experience. Terms like "options for
all", "keeps traffic evenly spaced", "everyone needs something separate", and "prevents encounter with MTBs" were
used.

 Safety and Conflict Reduction: Several respondents felt that having separate paths would lead to safety
improvements and fewer conflicts. There were mentions of "fewer ranger calls", "mitigates user conflict", and "safer 
access".

 Enhanced Experience: Some participants liked the idea due to the enhanced and diverse experiences it would offer,
with terms like "unique experience", "chance to get solitude", and "people love the challenge and the views".

 Concerns: While most answers were affirmative, a few respondents had reservations about the impact and
potential dangers of combining certain trail users.

Summary: 
The concept of having two separate sustainable system trails, one for multiuse and one strictly for hiking, is largely 
supported by the respondents. The primary reasons are the potential to reduce user conflicts, enhance safety, and provide 
diverse experiences for trail users. However, there are concerns about the environmental impact and potential dangers 
associated with combining certain trail activities. 

Would your group support stabilizing the current direct route in the drainage just south of Blodgett Peak? 

 Stone Stairs Preference: Many respondents support the idea of stabilizing the route using stone stairs to ensure the
route remains steep and direct. Phrases like "stone stairs", "remains steep and direct", and "well maintained" were
recurrently mentioned.

 Rerouting for Less Steepness: A notable portion of participants also showed support for rerouting in order to
minimize the steepness of the trail. Terms like "reroutes to minimize the steepness" and "switchbacks" highlight this
preference.



PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY FROM COMMUNITY WORK 
SESSION ON 8.22.23

Blodgett Open Space Master and Management Plan • Prepared by Chickenango Marketing Solutions, Inc. 

8 

 Combination of Approaches: Some respondents indicated a combination of both approaches—using stone stairs
and some reroutes. This signifies an openness to multiple solutions that aim to preserve the trail's challenge while
making it more accessible.

 Environmental and Habitat Concerns: There was a singular response expressing a concern about the potential
impact on the big horn sheep habitat, indicating an environmental consideration in trail adjustments.

 Signage: There was a mention of enhancing the route with clear "signage", suggesting that some respondents
believe that in addition to physical trail modifications, clear marking is essential for better navigation and user
experience.

Summary: 
Most of the respondents are in favor of stabilizing the current direct route near Blodgett Peak. The primary method of 
stabilization preferred is the implementation of stone stairs to maintain the trail's direct and steep nature. Another popular 
solution is rerouting parts of the trail to reduce its steepness, with a few respondents suggesting a combination of both 
approaches. There is also an emphasis on the importance of clear signage for the route, and a consideration for 
environmental impact was raised in relation to the habitat of big horn sheep. 

If only one sustainable system is possible to the top of Blodgett peak, our group wants it to be (choose one: Hiking Only or 
Multiuse)? 

 Preference for Hiking Only: The majority of respondents expressed a preference for a "Hiking Only" system. Phrases
like "Hiking Only", "steep", and "with possibility of equestrian access" suggest that many respondents value a
dedicated hiking experience, potentially to maintain the trail's natural feel or to avoid potential conflicts with faster-
moving users.

 Openness to Multiuse: A significant number of participants also showed support for a "Multiuse" system, including a
respondent who emphatically indicated "100%" for this choice. This highlights a subset of the group that values
inclusivity and diverse access to the trail.

 Consideration for Specific User Groups: One respondent mentioned the possibility of equestrian access, suggesting
that there might be an interest in allowing specific user groups, such as horseback riders, on the trail.

Summary: 
While there's a clear preference among respondents for a "Hiking Only" system for the sustainable trail leading to the top of 
Blodgett Peak, there's also notable support for a "Multiuse" option. Some participants appear open to the idea of integrating 
other trail activities, but there's a consensus around preserving the trail's integrity, with some respondents emphasizing 
that the hiking trail should be steep. Specific needs or preferences, such as equestrian access, were also brought up, 
indicating a diverse range of desired uses for the trail among the group. 
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Does your group support limiting system routes accessing Blodgett Peak and the ridgeline to consolidate wildlife habitat to 
reduce impact on these and all species? 

 Support for Limiting System Routes for Wildlife Conservation: The majority of respondents expressed support for
limiting system routes to consolidate wildlife habitat. The common reasons given include:

o General support for wildlife conservation, with phrases like "it's the right thing to do", "value the USFS
considerations", and "wildlife needs a buffer".

o A belief in creating balance between human and wildlife needs.
o Reducing the creation of unofficial "social" trails by having designated paths.
o Simplifying trail systems with phrases like "only need one route".

 Concerns about Limitations: A few respondents expressed disagreement with limiting system routes. The concerns
include:

o Existing critical habitats and misunderstanding or confusion about the meaning of "limiting system routes".
o Desire for multiple routes to Blodgett Peak.
o A belief that trail impact might be less significant than other types of development.
o Emphasis on balancing wildlife habitat protection with recreational use.

 Ambiguity and Need for Clarification: At least one group's response was unclear, with selections for both "yes" and
"no" without a clear reason provided. Additionally, there was a comment indicating confusion over what "limiting
system routes" means, suggesting a need for clearer communication or definitions.

Summary: 
A significant majority of the respondents support the idea of limiting system routes to preserve and consolidate wildlife 
habitats near Blodgett Peak and its ridgeline. Many believe in striking a balance between human recreational needs and 
wildlife habitat conservation. However, a few respondents have reservations about this approach, primarily focused on 
ensuring recreational access and addressing existing habitat considerations. There's also an indication that some 
participants might require clearer definitions or explanations about the proposal's specifics. 

Given your knowledge of the Bighorn Sheep habitat, does your group support limiting access (number of people or seasonal 
closures) accessing Blodgett Peak and the ridgeline? 

 Support for Seasonal Closures: A significant number of respondents support limiting access during the lambing
season, which typically occurs from mid-April to mid-June. This is indicative of a respect for the species'
reproductive period and an understanding of the importance of reduced human interference during this time.

 Support for Full Access: Several respondents expressed that they do not support any limitations. Reasons include:
o The belief that the bighorn sheep habitat is already sustained or preserved.
o Desire for recreational access, including viewing the sheep.
o Skepticism about the presence of bighorn sheep, with phrases like "never seen them up there".
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o A call for more evidence-based decision-making with a mention of the need for studies to determine the
actual impacts.

o Concerns about enforceability.

 Support for Total Limitation: Some respondents believe in restricting access at all times, not just seasonally. There's
also mention of enforcement, suggesting a belief in strict adherence and potential punitive measures if rules aren't
followed.

 Ambiguity and Need for More Information: One group expressed both support for seasonal closures and opposition
due to a lack of information about the southern corner of the lambing area. This highlights the desire for more
informed decision-making and perhaps a greater need for public education on the subject.

Summary: 
The majority of respondents are in favor of seasonal closures during the lambing season to protect the bighorn sheep 
habitat. However, there's a notable proportion of respondents who believe that there should either be full access without 
limitations or that any restrictions should be based on comprehensive studies. There's also a clear emphasis on ensuring 
that any imposed restrictions are enforceable. Some participants express the need for more information before making a 
decision, indicating an avenue for further public education or communication. 

Are there any other thoughts you would like to share? 

 Infrastructure & Amenities: A few respondents mentioned the addition of specific amenities, such as:

o A landing area for paraglider pilots.
o A dog run at the quarry parking area.
o Stone stairs and reroutes

 Concerns about Wildlife and Habitat: There's a call to protect the bighorn sheep from potential hazards, like
excluding goats from the area. There's curiosity about other wildlife in the area, with questions about bears, the
extent of undesignated trails, the deer population, and the balance between wild trails and maintained ones.

 Appreciation and Communication: Several respondents expressed their gratitude for the efforts being made and for
effective community engagement. One respondent specifically mentioned finding out about the initiative through
social media and appreciated the outreach.

 Concerns about Timing and Approval Process: There's an emphasis on moving quickly, with sentiments like "Move
faster USFS! We want more trails!". Another respondent expressed hope that the open space plan isn't contingent or
mutually exclusive with USFS approval, indicating a desire for autonomy and streamlined decision-making.

 General Desire for More Access: A call to maintain existing access points and add more in the USFS space reflects a
general desire for increased recreational opportunities.
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Summary: 
Feedback on the open-ended question demonstrates a community that's passionate about their recreational spaces, 
concerned for the welfare of local wildlife, and eager to see progress. While there's a clear desire for enhanced amenities 
and features, there's also a push for maintaining natural aspects and ensuring that any developments are done with care 
and professionalism. Effective community engagement and timely action appear to be key elements for success in this 
context. 
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3. HOMEWORK for you!  Once the input from the AUG 22 Community Work
Session is posted, You have the following assignment to complete within the
following week.   

Read thru all the input - it is always informative - the public is very smart. 
Select three to five of the most compelling comments/insights for you.
Copy those into an email and send it to me.  

4. Given the above homework, we will no longer meet on Sept 19th.  Please
remove this date from your calendars. 

5. I will see you next on Oct 10th 1:30-3:30 (note the longer time by 30
minutes) at the fire station.  Building on the great conversation during our last
meeting, City staff will be joining in this meeting/discussion.  

I look forward to collating your "most compelling comments" homework.  Many
thanks for your commitment to Blodgett Open Spaces' future.  Priscilla

Priscilla J Marbaker, PLA, LEED-AP
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AGENDA
Welcome and Introductions �����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������5:30

Agenda Review and Work Session Goals ������������������������������������������������������������������������������5:35

Presentation

• Site Assessment Review ��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� 5:40

• Public Engagement Summary – to date �������������������������������������������������������������������������� 5:50

• Two Alternative Concepts ����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� 6:00

Small Group Work 

• Overview ������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� 6:20

• Rolling up your sleeves and digging in ����������������������������������������������������������������������������� 6:25

• Report Out  �������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� 7:15

Next Steps �����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������7:55

Blodgett Open Space Master and Management Plan
parks ∙ recreation ∙ cultural services

SPRINGS
COLORADO

This Evening
• Alternative Approaches�
• Trailhead Options�
• Community Preferences for USFS access� 

OCT 19
• Recommended Master Plan�
• 2-mile radius Neighborhood and Regional Connections�
• Accessible Trail routes - OPDMD�
• Adaptive Management Themes�
• Route options to Blodgett Peak in the USFS Core Area� 

coloradosprings�gov/BlodgettMasterPlan

719-799-6662 BlodgettMasterPlan@gmail�com



GIVENS

Blodgett Open Space Master and Management Plan
parks ∙ recreation ∙ cultural services

SPRINGS
COLORADO

The givens identify those elements of the Master and Management Plans that are not negotiable.  
They represent the responsibilities of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Department 
and provide the parameters for the decisions that will be made through the Blodgett Open Space 
master planning process.

• The properties will be collectively named and managed as Blodgett Open Space�  The South 
Blodgett Acquisition, Pikeview Frontage, and westernmost segment of the Peregrine Open 
Space properties are collectively within the Blodgett Open Space� The other uniquely acquired 
properties will remain named and signed Peregrine Open Space, Oak Valley Open Space, and 
Woodmen Valley Open Space for the purposes of this master plan�

• The City’s Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Department is legally responsible for design, 
maintenance, operations, and management of all resources for Blodgett Open Space�

• The Master and Management Plan must conform to provisions in the Trails, Open Space and 
Parks Regulations Ordinances�

• The Plan must honor conservation easements and utility easements currently in place� 

• The City Parks Department’s stewardship and recreation decisions will be based on collected 
data, changing conditions, and industry best management practices� 

• All decisions regarding USFS lands are under the jurisdiction of the U�S� Forest Service�  The USFS 
lands - interlocking property boundary and parts of their property including Blodgett Peak – will 
be considered during this planning process�  

• Decisions regarding sensitive and federally protected wildlife management, habitat and 
protection will be made with guidance from Colorado Parks and Wildlife (CPW)� 

• Many groups and individuals are interested in and encouraged to help develop the best possible 
Master and Management Plans; all voices will be equal in the decision-making process�

• Implementation of the Blodgett Open Space Master and Management Plan will occur  
as funding allows�

• The recommended Master and Management Plan will be submitted to the TOPS Working 
Committee for recommendation and to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board for approval�

coloradosprings�gov/BlodgettMasterPlan

719-799-6662 BlodgettMasterPlan@gmail�com





BLODGETT MASTER 
AND MANAGEMENT 
PLAN

Public Engagement 
Summary to Date

parks ∙ recreation ∙ cultural services

SPRINGS
COLORADO

parks ∙ recreation ∙ cultural services

SPRINGS
COLORADO

Questions? 
Visit the project 
website or contact 
the Project Team.

719-799-6662 

BlodgettMasterPlan@gmail.com

coloradosprings.gov/BlodgettMasterPlan



State of the Outdoors 
(Industry Event)

Onsite Community  
Activity #1 at  

Blodgett Open Space 
South Trailhead 

(Public Pop-Up Event)

Get Outdoors Event  
(Public Pop-Up Event)

Ute Valley Park and 
North Blodgett 

Trailhead  
(Public Pop-Up Event)

May  
15th 

May  
20th 

June 
3rd 

June  
9th & 10th 

About the Engagement to Date Key Engagement  
Highlights  

Visual Preference Engagement to Date by the Numbers 

General Survey 
Demographics 

To date, the team has participated in five events; visit the website for upcoming  
engagement opportunities. 

* In-person counts are based on the number of total  
dots on the board divided by the number of votes each 
person got (three yesses and two noes for a total of five 
votes per person).

*Participants (407) were in favor of all other images.

• Respondents’ visits range from daily 
to never with most visited twice a 
week to 3 times per month.

• More than ½ of the respondent’s 
hike to top of Blodgett Peak. 
Accents range from 2/week to  
3-8 /year.

• Respondent age evenly spread 19-65 
years with 10% over 66 or under 18.

• Respondents predominately live in 
80919 with representation from all 
regional zip codes.

Directly Engaged 
Citizens. The total number 
of community members 
reached included 150 people 
in-person and 611 individual 
responses from the online 
input opportunities.*

Visual Preferences and In Person 
Input. More people were for the updates 
and features shown in the photos than they 
were against them.

Project Surveys. 
(General, Visual 
Preferences, Geo-based)

In-Person  
Public Events. 

• Views 

• Trail Variety/  
Challenging Terrain

• Peaceful/Less Crowded

• Proximity to Home

• Access to USFS

• Wildlife Encounters

• Undeveloped/ Natural 
Landscape

• Hiking/Biking/Trail 
Running

• Preserving Natural Character 
and Pine Forest

• Protect Existing Drainages, 
Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat

• Paragliding Launch and 
Landing Sites

• Additional Trails with Varied 
Challenge Levels

• Additional Trailhead  
and Parking

• Sustainable Trail to Blodgett 
Peak, its Ridgeline, Ormes 
Peak and Surrounding 
Neighborhoods

• User Conflict/ 
Overcrowding

• Trail and General 
Maintenance

• Loss of Challenging 
Trails

• Erosion

• Lack of Parking

• Lack of Enforcement

• Dogs (off leash, waste, 
conflict of off leash with 
bikes)

• Uncertainty about Plan 
recommendations

Advanced Single-Use  
Mountain Biking Trails

Multiuse Trails 

Advanced Single-Use  
Hiking Trails

Paragliding Launch and  
Landing Sites

Habitat Protection

Accessible Trails for Other  
Power-Driven Mobility Devices 

• Chairlift Access to Upper  
Elevations

• Off leash Dog Area

• Visitor/Regional Trailhead/
Interpretative Center

Preferred  
Experiences

Anticipated  
Opportunities

Respondents’  
Concerns

Top five features the 
community would LIKE  
to see in the plan

Top feature the  
community would NOT  
like to see in the plan

Features with  
no clear preference  
(equal yesses and noes)



TRAILHEAD OPTIONS

Blodgett Open Space Master and Management Plan
parks ∙ recreation ∙ cultural services

SPRINGS
COLORADO

coloradosprings.gov/BlodgettMasterPlan

719-799-6662 BlodgettMasterPlan@gmail.com

Expanded North Trailhead - a

1. Expanded Trailhead with parking – up to 31 spaces  
(20 new and 11 existing).

2. Mitigates and would not eliminate need for parking 
on W Woodmen Road. 

3. Adds paving and traffic on current disturbed  
open land.

4. Nighttime gate at W Woodmen when BOS is closed 
5. Trailhead remains close to some neighbors and easy 

parking on W Woodmen. 

Relocated North Trailhead - b

1. Relocated Trailhead with parking – up to 60 spaces.
2. Mitigates and could eliminate need for parking  

on W Woodmen Road. 
3. Restores existing parking area (11 spaces). 
4. Adds paving and traffic on current disturbed  

open land.
5. Nighttime gate at W Woodmen when BOS is closed.
6. Distance from W Woodman may discourage 

nighttime nefarious activities.
7. Trailhead is removed from neighborhoods.
8. Additional trail system connections needed.

Orchard Valley Trailhead

1. Expanded Trailhead with parking – up to 60 spaces.
2. Removes derelict barn structures.
3. Future controlled intersection at W Woodmen/

Orchard Valley Road to enhance public safety 
(pedestrian and vehicular). 

4. Location provides better surveillance from  
the public street.

5. Public surveillance mitigates nighttime  
nefarious activities.

6. Trailhead is closer to some neighbors and  
Centennial Blvd.

7. Opportunity to restore current parking area  
(13 spaces) and create an interpretive area. 

New Quarry Trailhead

1. New Trailhead with parking – up to 250 spaces
2. Location accesses new southern areas of BOS and 

possible future bike park. 
3. Possible “pre-leash walk” dog run area. 
4. Nighttime gate at Allegheny when BOS is closed. 
5. Distance from Allegheny Drive may discourage 

nighttime nefarious activities.
6. Trailhead is removed from neighborhoods.
7. Possible use of existing building for regional 

trailhead/interpretive center or parks maintenance 
use or future bike park support.

8. Trail system connections needed. 

TRAILHEAD AMENITIES

TRAILHEAD  
AMENITIES

CONTROLLED 
INTERSECTION

PAVED DRIVE

PARKING

PARKING

PARKING

PARKING

TRAILHEAD  
AMENITIES

INTERPRETIVE  

OR RESTORATION

AREA

PAVED DRIVE

TRAILHEAD  
AMENITIES

RESTORATION
AREA

RESTORATION
AREA




