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Colorado RRAC: Attachment B 


US Forest Service - Region 2 


BLM - Colorado 


Recreation Fee Proposals 


Summary of Public Involvement 
 


Date: November 5, 2008 


Unit:  DOI-BLM-GJFO 


Proposal:  New Fee __X__    Fee Change____ 


 


Summary of Fee Proposals:  


Site/Service Current Price Proposed Price 


North Fruita Desert Campground $0 $10 


 
Public Participation (List of Potential) Activities:  


Public Participation Tasks Date(s) 


Posted notice at NFDC inviting comments on fee 


proposal. 


  


April 28, 2008 – Present  


Posted notice at GJFO inviting comments on fee 


proposal. 


 


April 28, 2008 – Present 


Published press releases announcing fee proposal 


in the Grand Junction Sentinel.   


  


April 28, 2008  


Article published in the explaining benefits of 


fee revenues. 


No 


Internal memo sent out to GJFO employees 


announcing proposed fee changes.   


Announcement at Field Office meeting, 


January, 2008 


Posted information on fee proposal on GJFO web 


site. 


Yes. Press release with fee proposal 


can be requested thru GJFO web page. 


Posted Federal Register notice of proposed new 


fees (if appropriate) as per REA, Sec. 4 (b).   


 


Pending 


Letter sent to residents near the (Fee Area) 


announcing proposed new fee. 


N/A 


Briefed local Congressional Staff on fee 


proposal.   


 Yes, though date(s) unknown 


Briefed local County commissioners on fee 


proposal.   


County briefed June 2008 with 


resolution attached 


Personal contacts were made with interested 


individuals about the fee proposal. 


No 


E-mails were sent to individuals and organizations 


about the fee proposal. 


No 
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Public Participation Results (include # of responses/category):   


Method of Communication Summary of  Comments- as of (Date) 


Posted On-site Notices – 


(Location) 


06/06/2008 “You people don’t have a clue what’s really going 


on.  Charge people here and there for Park passes – we’re sick 


of it.  America is for the people and by the people.  We need 


something that’s free.  Quit stabbing everyone in the back.  


We have: 


 Rises in gas prices 


 Rises in homeowner’s taxes 


 Licenses fees 


 Gas and electric prices rising 


 Were going “broke” you 8-baslls! 


Stop this insanity NOW!  We need to have some things for us 


for free. Quit being greedy.  One of these days soon the 


Rothschild’s who own our money system in London, England will 


crash our economy.  I hear it’s soon.  Before 2010….” 


Press Releases & News 


Story of User Benefits 


05/11/2008 “To all the people who use BLM land and camping 


areas:  It costs money for upkeep and picking up trash that 


other people leave,  If you don’t like the cost of a campsite, I 


suggest you should not use it,  You pay money to stay in a 


motel; you pay money to go to a movie.  If you don’t want to 


pay for use of our BLM resources, then don’t use them.”   


BLM Web Site Posting 
N/A 


Federal Register Notice 
N/A 


Letters to Neighbors 
N/A 


Congressional Staff 


Briefing 


N/A 


County Commissioners 


Briefing 


Attached 


General Customer 


Contact Feedback 


N/A  


E-mail Responses 


05/22/2008  “Please do not raise or establish fees at BLM 


campgrounds. There ought to be some basic things we can do 


without paying fees, there are so many expenses already.  


Maintenance can be accomplished by volunteers rather than 


campground hosts who take up a valuable site and by 


volunteers and community service workers from the court 


system.” 


 


05/02/2008  “I am in support of a camping fee on BLM lands, 


including 18 Road.” 
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05/02/2008  “Fee access is a poor idea. No wonder every kid 


in America is sitting on their ass playing video games, quit 


nickel and diming us to death.  With all these gas and oil leases 


plus cattle leases on our land do you not make any money from 


being a landlord full time?  I vote a strong no against this idea.  


I can’t believe you are even asking.  Our public lands are being 


destroyed from gas rigs, trucks, new roads, dust, etc.  What 


does all that lease money go towards????” 
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WESTERN SLOPE NO-FEE COALITION 

P.O. Box 135, Durango, CO 81302 


970/259-4616 
www.WesternSlopeNoFee.org 


April 14, 2009 


To: The Colorado Recreation Resource Advisory Committee 
Re: Comments on the BLM North Fruita Desert Campground Proposal 


Please include these comments in the public record for your April 21, 2009 meeting. 


The North Fruita Desert campground has sufficient amenities to meet the requirements 
for an Expanded Amenity fee. In general the WSNFC does not oppose charging 
Expanded Amenity fees where those requirements are met. 


WSNFC member Dave Scherer made a site visit to this campground in early April 2009 
and spoke to several of the visitors camped there at the time. His informal survey showed 
mixed opinions about a fee, with those who did not oppose one suggesting that the 
operating costs are probably not being met with appropriated funding. However, a review 
of the Non-Fee RevenuelExpenditure Worksheet submitted with this proposal shows that 
not to be the case. 


Dave also found that even among those who did not oppose a fee, they almost all thought 
that $10 was too high. This is a primitive campground, and the users are not asking for 
that to change. If a fee were to be imposed, $5 would be more readily accepted than the 
current proposal of $10. 


A review of the proposal documents also raised the following questions, which I hope the 
RecRAC will get answered before approving the plan. 


1. 	 In 2008 BLM operated the campground on a $21,000 appropriation (with a little 
change left over), and they project that to go to $22,000 in 2009 and $23,000 in 
2010. (See Non-Fee Revenue/Expenditure Worksheet) So it appears that they can 
continue to operate the campground at the current level of services for the 
foreseeable future on appropriated funding alone, and users seem to be satisfied 
with that level. Why is a fee considered necessary? 


2. 	 There was $210,000 in appropriated funding spent for capital improvements in 
2006-7, and there is no current deferred maintenance need. But the Fee 
Revenue/Expenditure Worksheet shows $2,800 per year in Deferred Maintenance 
expenditure, in the categories of Personnel and Vehicles. Deferred Maintenance 
normally applies to constructed facilities, not people or vehicles. It is also usually 
a one-time need, not an annual one. What does this $2,800 expenditure represent? 
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WESTERN SLOPE NO-FEE COALITION 


Also, why is toilet pumping shown as an annual maintenance expense only on the 
Fee Revenue worksheet? Don't the toilets get pumped now using the current 
appropriated funding? 


3. 	 BLM is projecting a one-time "flexible fund" allotment of$30,000 in 2009, which 
will be used to establish a host site. What will this host site include, considering 
that there is no drinking water or electrical service available on site? And won't it 
be difficult to recruit volunteer hosts unless hook-up services can be provided? 
This has proved to be the case in other places. 


4. 	 Has BLM considered asking the Plateau Mountain Bike Trail Association to help 
organize a volunteer host presence during busy periods, as an alternative to trying 
to find hosts willing to stay all season under primitive conditions? 


5. 	 No trash service is provided, and none is proposed. Both the Mesa County and 
Colorado Plateau Mountain Bike Trail Association letters of support cite trash 
service is one of the reasons for that support. Do they still support the proposal if 
no trash service is in place? 


6. 	 I can find no record in the Mesa County BOCC minutes from Mayor June 2008 
of the briefings with BLM staff that the proposal says were done regarding both 
the North Fruita and Mud Springs campgrounds. When and where was that done? 


7. 	 The Fruita City Council passed their resolution of support (which is identical to 
the one passed by the Colorado Northwest RAC) for both BLM proposals on June 
3,2008. The minutes of that meeting show that the resolution was on the Consent 
Agenda. The minutes say: "Mr. Robert Jones asked for clarification on item I 
regarding the Campgrounds. City Manager Clint Kinney stated that the Bureau of 
Land ManageTflent is askingfor an increase of$5 in overnight campingfees to 
aid in the upkeep ofthe Campgrounds." The councilors were not told that in the 
case ofNorth Fruita, this is a new fee, nor that it is $10, not $5. The resolution 
states that the North Fruita campground costs about $21,000 per year to manage, 
but does not say that that expense has been adequately covered by appropriated 
funding in the past and is projected to continue to be covered at least through 
2010. The Fruita City Council resolution appears to have been based on 
incomplete, inaccurate, and/or misleading information given to them by their City 
Manager and/or BLM. 


8. 	 Currently, BLM allows dispersed camping inside the campground during high-use 
periods like the Fat Tire FestivaL Since nobody is paying, there's no reason for 
those whose campsites lack a picnic table or a fire ring to complain. But when 
there is a fee, BLM will either have to discontinue the dispersed camping (where 
will they go?) or deal with complaints that some people are getting more for their 
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camping fee than others. Have they considered how they will handle that 
situation? 


9. 	 Has BLM considered how they will handle the campers who are displaced from 
the North Fruita campground because they are unable/unwilling to pay the fee? 
Will free undeveloped camping be available to them in an appropriate location, or 
will this inevitable displacement result in resource damage, sanitation problems, 
and increased enforcement needs? 


10. Since costs are currently being adequately covered by appropriations, and are 
projected to continue to be covered through 2010, why not install a deposit tube 
for voluntary donations and ask the users to contribute? This would bring in 
supplemental revenue without the controversy of imposing a new fee, and would 
allow time for the new administration in Washington to review and revise the 
policy of Full Cost Recovery that was implemented under the previous 
administration. 


Thank you, 
Kitty Benzar 
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