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PUBLIC COMMENT 
Fort Custer RA – Phase 2 – Long-Range Action Goals Plan 

 
 

On Monday, June 21, 2010, the DNRE – Recreation Division held a “Public Input 
Open House” to review the proposed long-range action goals for the park, and 
gather public input and comment regarding those recommended actions. 
 
The meeting was well attended, with approximately seventy (70) participants.   
 
The following recorded comments are from the open house, e-mails, and phone: 
 

Open House  
(four stations + comment box) 

 
(1)  General Action Goals and Cultural Landscape Zone: 
 

• Fifteen mile loop for dog sled. 
• Horseman campground asap. More riders would come from Indiana & be 

able to ride. They would also bring more money to Michigan. 
• Agree with separate trails for mountain bike and equestrian trails. Similar 

to separate trails/campgrounds at Ionia SP and Yankee Springs SP. 
• Considerations: safety, sustainability of trails. 
• Give hikers a separate trail so as not to be surprised by fast moving 

bikers. 
• Would be nice to have a horseman’s campground. Separation of trails 

50/50. 
• Separation for safety of people. For less than ½ of 1% user group-lots of 

money. 
• Put bike trails on flat areas for family use. It’s called the yellow loop. 
• Promote education of native plants. Maybe set up small prairie example 
• Provide a study to measure number of users by usage type on trails. 
• Fix road. 
• Separation of trail – completely agree. Decisions need to be made by all 

user groups to come up with a plan. All users stand to loose out. Much 
better to work together and all come out ahead. There are hundreds of 
users out there, many more miles of trail can & should be made. 

 
 
(2)  Primitive, Ecologically Sensitive, and Scenic Zones: 
 

• Consider putting interpretive “spur” trails into some of these wetlands. 
Foot traffic primarily but consider a multi-use ??? ??? trail where possible. 
Make it an educational experience. Learn about the riparian zones. 

• Consider channels around Beaver Lake to control the amount of water. 



• Please note that Fort Custer horse friends now have approval to replace 
the bridge on the yellow trail on a volunteer basis. The steel I-beams are 
already laying in wait i.e. near location. 

• State of Michigan parks if well managed (and fairly) the people of 
Michigan will have many years to enjoy peacefully their lands. 

 
(3)  Backcountry and Natural Resource Recreation Zones: 
 

• Consider a hike in only rustic campground into 1 or 2 at these back 
country zones. Give people the opportunity to experience back packing. 

• Need horse campground-brings out of state money–encourages family 
values-appreciation of nature. 

• Definitely! Split biker & equestrian trails on a 50/50 basis. 
• Stewardship prairie restoration-this needs to be minimal, people do not 

want to ride, hike or horseback under the blazing sun & heat. Needs to 
keep with the forest feel, much better experience & a lot less expense to 
the park at state level. 

• Stewardship-clean up all existing trash and tree tops cut for prairie 
restoration. Any clearing of land should “leave no trace.” 

• Trash includes old discarded toilets, sinks and other park infrastructure 
that has been discarded by dumping in the woods. 

• No motorized use. 
• A segment of the North Country Trail passes through recreation area land 

north of M-96 between Fort Custer Drive eastward into National Cemetery 
land. By our (NCT) agreement with National Cemetery officials, in order to 
gain this access, trail or National Cemetery land must remain foot travel 
only. Violations will jeopardize access for any users. 

• Split trails based upon usage in terms of numbers of users. Measure traffic 
over 1-2 month period. 

• Why waste money on stewardship that most users do not agree with. Why 
mess with Mother Nature to further someone’s political agenda? 

• Fix road please-new pavement! 
• Limit winter motorized travel to one park location so that trails remain 

snow covered and viable for hiking/snowshoeing/sleds. 
 
(4)  Developed Recreation and Visitor Services Zones: 
 

• Please consider at least a 24-site equestrian campground. 
• Consider a citizen financial review of park expenses. 
• Please consider picket poles and hitching posts.  
• Please consider equestrian use of modern campground. 
• Event campground or equestrian-must consider the feasibility & cost for 

these and decide if it is, in fact, some thing that is cost effective compared 
to the actual use of it. And if created, a user fee should be part of having it. 

• User groups need to be self-funded. 
• Please consider equestrian camp for a fee would bring in a lot of extra 

money. 



• Picket post for horses 
• Within a 50 mile radius of Fort Custer there are 14 bike parks and only 4 

horseback riding parks. 
• How many more cyclists are there than horsemen? 

put the bikers on the flat & horse on hills and wooded 
• 14 bike parks/4 horseback parks=# of mtn bikers/# of equestrians? 
• Maintain integrity of trails built by specific user groups (i.e. MMBA) for use 

by that user group by restricting specific user groups, especially 
equestrians and allowing user groups (i.e. hikers) that have minimal 
impact upon the sustainability/destruction of the trail. 

• We all have the potential to work together. 
• Plenty of space for development of specific user group trails (i.e. 

snowmobiles, bikes, horses). 
• Fix the road! 
• Please consider a separate loop designated (in winter months) for cross 

country skiing only. Snowmobile use on a ski trail destroys it or cross 
country skiers by damaging the ski track and throwing sand on the track 
that damages our skis. Please designate separate loops for the 
snowmobilers. 

• How will the R2R law be applied to this trail separation? 
• What is wrong with leaving things as they are? We have only had 2 

problems with bikers in 3 years. This tells me there are no real problems. 
• If snowmobilers are in the park, keep them to outside edge of park. Keep 

inside for cross country ski & hiking. (safety issue) 
• Why don’t the equestrians ride Kellogg Forest or the Chef Center? We 

don’t need an equestrian campground-utilize Ionia or Yankee Springs. 
• Not enough miles. Bikers there too. 

 
(5)  Comment Cards from Open House 
 

• Publicize more widely how and when decisions regarding execution of 
these plans get made for Fort Custer specifically. The public appreciates 
and deserves to be involved in the development of the public land they 
love to enjoy. 

• The idea of splitting up the horse & bike trails is a good one. That is as 
long as the trails are divided equally. And neither group gets shoved into a 
bad area. I believe the horse trails have been at Fort Custer quite a bit 
longer than the bikers. And there is a lot of misinformation being put out to 
the public. 

• Be nice to see each group treated equally. 
• Thank you. Very well thought out plan. 
• Understand there are horse people and bike people avoiding this area due 

to conflicts. Aggression has no place on public lands. 
• Separate bike & horse trails. Have horse trail around the perimeter of the 

park & have the bike trails in the middle of the park. 
• Separate trail head for horses. More trails w/campground to attract more 

out of the area horse people and to attract out of state money. 



• Is it true the mountain bikers have purchased parts of Ft. Custer? If this is 
state land, how can this be? 

• Separate the bikers & horses by time of day or even certain days. Bikers & 
other days horses on the trail. # 1 concern is continued use of park by & 
for mountain biking, kayaks, hiking. I grew up on Fort Custer & now raising 
my own family. I am part of MMBA but do not want to lose use of the trail 
because of arguments. We stayed on Fort Custer Drive because of the 
park. We have put many hours into the maintenance and cleaning of the 
park. Look for a day when all users accept the responsibility and 
appreciate the park. 

• Horse people spend more money also live on large pieces of property and 
pay taxes. 

• Separate trails similar to Yankee Springs is fine. The wider trails are what I 
use now. Horsemen’s campground to spend overnight in would be nice 
too. Keep the tree and shade coverage as much as possible though. I 
have not had any problems sharing the trail with the bikes and am willing 
to continue to do that if that is the only way to have use of the trails but it 
appears the bikers do not like sharing trails with horses so I support 
separating the trails. 

• As a horse user, I would love separate trails. The area west of the 
campground along the river would be wonderful. 

• Mountain and horse interactions are best avoided. I think that separate 
trails for these 2 groups of users are absolutely necessary for everyone’s 
safety and enjoyment. As a biker, I am committed to help maintain the 
trails and would gladly help the equestrians create a horse trail system. 

• Have no problem splitting the trails up but only if they are split fairly, same 
amount of miles of trails, same amount of challenging terrain – horses can 
climb hills also and go thru water. Also same amount of woods not all 
open flat fields for the horses. If this can be done fairly then there should 
be no problems. 

• In favor of keeping the equestrian and MTB trails separate. A clear east-
west dividing line seems to make the most sense. From an equestrian 
standpoint having access to the river area would be great. The “blue” trail 
would possibly be nice. I understand the MTBR’s built red and blue trails 
so they should keep those but let us build our own by the river. 

• Came to Fort Custer when your trails first opened to horses and there 
were no bike in those days. I would like to see the trails separated for 
safety issues. As the horse people helped establish and maintain the trail 
and even division should take place to be fair. 

• As a mountain biker I would like to see a separation of the bike and horse 
trails also. However, with the horse campground in Ionia and Yankee 
Springs-why is another needed? Keep in mind ??? built the trails and 
maintain them. Why not open up the river  ??? ?? horses? Also the 
grasslands make no sense, it is hot & dry and no one wants to ride there. 

• Yes, separate trails. Split park east/west. Equestrians can build their own 
trails on the east side. Everyone takes responsibility for creating and 
maintaining their own trails. Prairie restoration-no. This is a recreation 



park. Not a land preserve. No one will want to use a trail in the hot sun. 
you will force more trails into the wooded areas, reducing the “natural feel” 
we all love. Hike in campsite along river would be great. Just a half dozen 
spots and a pit toilet and well. 

• Why are there no trees in the grassland area that is trying to be restored? 
It doesn’t look true and no one wants to be baked in the sun. This seems 
far fetched. Why not give the horse riders the trail along the river? The 
bikers don’t use it and it will be quite scenic for them. The horse folks want 
a campground but Yankee Springs and Ionia are under utilized. Why 
would this be any different? I just do not want to loose any of the mountain 
bike trails that we have worked so hard to create. We are victims of our 
own success. I have been going to Custer riding since 1991. 

• The horse people need a campground that bring ponies and horses to 
camp overnight. The horse trails were laid out by United Mich. Horseman 
many years ago. I rode them with Harriet Haguer. Varied terrain is the 
best for trail riding-so I hope they can keep the woods and hills for horses. 
I work on Yankee Springs trails which are 25 miles from where I live and 
work well to trail without bikes. The horses could have trails all around the 
perimeter of the park-give the bikers the center to make their moguls, etc. 

• Appeared to be great focus on the concerns of mountain trail bikers at the 
stations I visited with little opportunity for input from other casual 
recreationists on the area. As a regular user of the Fort as a hiker 
throughout the year and as a fisher and hunter in the appropriate seasons, 
I have some concern regarding the possible monopolization of a tax-
supported public recreation area for an unending series of mountain trail 
biking competitions to the detriment of general recreationists. I 
acknowledge that this group plays a significant role in maintaining “their” 
trails but must note that I and other hikers N.C.T. that passes across the 
recreation area, in the wake of storms and high wind events. As a resident 
of Battle Creek the area offers an opportunity to enjoy nature at its finest. 
From woodcock display flights in early spring, and wood duck, mallard, 
Canada goose, trumpeter swan and wild turkey broods later in the season, 
the Fort offers unexcelled “birding.” And the recent addition of an Osprey 
sighting provides the latest addition to the viewing. Further, I suspect a 
substantial percentage of the total annual vehicular traffic on the area is 
comprised of elderly couples slowly driving along paved roads “counting 
deer.” As a recreationist who has pulled up his share of invasive species 
and built dozens of wood duck boxes over more than a third of a century 
(think park managers from Leroy Bross, Bill Kosmider to Tony 
Trojanowski) seen lakes created and enlarged and watched the 
restoration of oak openings from mature black locust stands, I hope the 
projected plans for the future of the area include room for “my kind.” 

 
 
 
 
 
 



E-Mail Comments 
(Source removed) 

 
 

• I am a disabled rider. I cannot ride a bike and the only way I can enjoy the 
trails is on horseback. If the Mountain Bikers are a problem I am all for 
separating the trails. If this is done, we should have separate trails of our 
own. I know that, being in a trail riding group, we have work bee's and 
create and maintain our own trails with DNRE approval. This has worked 
for us since the early 80's and has continued to work since. 

 
• I have been involved with the mountain bike/equestrian conflict from day 

one.  You see I ride regularly at Pontiac Lake Recreation Area.  In fact I 
became aware of the problems at Ft. Custer and Melva Parker, President 
of the Fort Custer Horse Friends back in the late 1990's.  The history is 
well known to all of us and I assume all of you.  At that time mountain 
bikers began to come into the parks and ride the horse trails.  The 
historical horse trails had been in existence usually from the 1970's.  
Equestrians rode them on a regular basis.  They worked to maintain the 
trails by removing fallen trees and fixing stream crossings, etc.  The 
mountain bikers told park management that these trails were abandoned 
because they were not trimmed for hikers or bikers.  Equestrians really 
only care about head clearance and trees blocking trails, not low stuff 
around their horses' legs.  The result was that the horse shoe markers that 
the DNR had installed on these trails disappeared and bikers began to tell 
equestrians that they were riding on bike trails. Back then the bikers 
wanted all the trails.  Not very fair was it?  They were successful in Holly 
Recreation Area in getting horses kicked off their historical trails in late 
1999. 

 
 If I remember we all wanted separate trails, but back then the state's 
 policy was basically multi-use trails, as land is limited.  Mel Parker fought 
 hard back then to keep the historical equestrian trails and have the bikers 
 construct their own trails.  The manager at Fort Custer insisted that all 
 trails would be multi-use which the Michigan Horse Council and the 
 Michigan Mountain Bike Association agreed: that yes, all trails should be 
 multi-use.  So the Ft. Custer equestrians accepted this and set about 
 signing their trails to ride toward the bikes so the horses would not be 
 freaked out by bikes coming up behind them.  I have ridden with Mel at 
 Fort Custer on several occasions and also attended their special use 
 camping event each September.  I have found the bikers there to be 
 accepting of the horses and pleasant and polite when we pass each other.  
 I know the equestrians make an effort to stay off the trails on their race 
 days.  I personally do not believe that races should be held on our public 
 property. I hope the DNR gets a really good fee, because in my research 
 for Pontiac Lake, Tailwind Enterprises has grossed as much as $80,000 
 on one race.  
 



 I assume that the DNR is aware that the Southwestern Michigan Mountain 
 Biking Association has made new trails with no authorization and 
 management when notified did nothing.  I guess it's ok for some people to 
 disobey the rules.  In my research back in the late 1990's there were many 
 more parks that allow mountain biking than allow horse back riding.  No 
 new parks have added horse back riding and Holly Rec was taken away 
 and before that Bald Mountain.  Highland Trail Riders at Highland Rec 
 have asked again and again to reopen an old equestrian trail, but all that 
 has happened in the last 15 years is to take away a trail that was an 
 equestrian trail. 
 
 Separate trails would always be desirable; however, to limit the horses to 
 one small part of the park is unacceptable.  Mountain bikers tend to be 
 males between the ages of 20-40 with lots of energy and money to make 
 improvements.  That is wonderful, especially for the DNR, but that does 
 not mean you should discriminate against equestrians who are primarily 
 female and quite a bit older.  I am now 70 years old and feel sad that I still 
 have to battle for my right to enjoy my sport.  Horse back riding is one 
 sport that three generations can enjoy together, unlike the more physically 
 challenging mountain biking.  Even in the now defunct Southeast Michigan 
 Trails plan from 1999, statistics showed that equestrians had lost over 500 
 miles of trails since 1980, I believe.  To my knowledge, no new equestrian 
 trails have been added to any state parks or recreation areas in the last 20 
 years, we have only lost trails. 
 
 If in fact the trails are to be separated at Fort Custer, then a parallel trail 
 system needs to be constructed that will give equestrians access to the 
 entire park with the same number of miles of trails.  Please give them a 
 campground and separate trail head.  It's a beautiful park and many of us 
 would come and camp there.  We don't even mind sharing with the bikes, 
 so the reported conflicts must be primarily on the part of bikers.  As to who 
 damages trails most, I suggest you go and do some research at Pontiac 
 Lake.  Walk the horse trails and then the bike trails.  Our horse trails have 
 almost recovered from the damage done by the bikes.  Take your 
 cameras and take some pictures. 
 
 Please don't discriminate against older females, who can still enjoy riding 
 several hours and enjoying our beautiful state. 
 

• Mel, will you please print a copy of this for the meeting tonight?   
 
Good Morning Ron and Paul,  
 
When we met on several occasions last year (once for my Oakland Press 
article with the Friends of Highland Recreation Area -- a group which I was 
instrumental in starting several years ago), you both said that I could 
contact you at any time if I had a concern.  Well, I have a definite concern 
and am truly hoping you can help to resolve it.   



 
I have just heard about the meeting Monday evening regarding 
equestrians at Fort Custer Recreation Area and I am unable to attend.  
But, I would like my opinion to be read aloud if possible....   
 
I understand that horses may be removed from the historic horse trails.  If 
true, this would be mighty sad.  The equestrians have been extremely 
gracious in sharing the historic horse trails with the mountain bikers.  Now, 
I am concerned that unjustified accusations and pressure from the 
Southwest Michigan Mountain Bike Association could result in the removal 
of horses and trail riders from the trails.   
 
Unfortunately, I don't think these strong, healthy (and often aggressive) 
young (primarily) males realize how discriminatory their actions are.  
Shouldn't we be working together to protect the interests of all users?   
 
Would you please remind the mountain bikers that trail riding is primarily a 
female driven sport -- from young girls age 5 to women age 85?  Trail 
riders are pretty passive, ride more slowly (than bikers) and enjoy the 
natural environment.  Many of our trail riders are handicapped, elderly, 
have developmental or physical disabilities or have special medical needs 
including heart or circulator conditions. Riding stimulates the brain and 
nervous system, provides muscle toning, balance and strength and has 
long been proven to be therapeutic.  Riding a horse provides for many of 
us the freedom that a wheelchair cannot.   
 
A personal friend of mine, Julia Fox, suffers from peripheral neuropathy 
and her walking is limited.  But, the four good feet of her horse provides 
Julia with mobility -- and the ability to get good exercise, breath fresh air 
and to enjoy our state parks.  Riding has "leveled the playing field" for 
Julia and allows her to enjoy our outdoors as much as someone hunting, 
fishing, hiking or biking.     
 
I'm sure you already know the statistics -- Michigan's horse industry 
pumps 8 Billion dollars into our economy 
(www.HorsesCountInMichigan.com) .  There are 155,000 horses in 
Michigan and about 80,000 use our trails.  The MDNRE generally leans 
towards supporting hunting and mountain biking -- young, strong male 
driven sports.  I sincerely hope that you agree that the time has come for 
the MDNRE to show that it does not discriminate against the minority -- 
equestrians, women, children and those with physical or mental 
disabilities.   
 
For the SWMMBA president to misrepresent the standing of the 
equestrians is troublesome and refutable.  I know several members of the 
Fort Custer Horse Friends Association personally and they are a 
generous, good natured bunch who volunteer at the park and work hard to 
maintain the trails.  At this time, I am not familiar with any biking 



association assisting the equestrian work bees for trail maintenance, but I 
do know that contrary to what has been stated, equestrians have assisted 
the SWMMBA.  While I agree that new trails may be necessary, I believe, 
with the increased use of bikes on trails could cause a dangerous situation 
as their heads are down and they move at a very fast pace -- and have 
recorded accidents almost monthly.  Therefore, if new trails are as justified 
as the bikers express, then perhaps it is the responsibility of the mountain 
biking association to develop their own new and exclusive trail system.  
They certainly tout the manpower to do so.  Makes sense, doesn't it?   
 
The demanding and demeaning attitude of the mountain bikers is 
worrisome.  Bullying equestrians is not the answer.  Being respectful of 
ALL other users, and particularly those with special needs, is the solution.  
I assure you that until new bike trails can be built, equestrians would be 
more than kind in continuing to share the historic horse trails.   
 
Is there anything that I can do to help create a bridge of understanding?  
Should we be considering the creation of an inclusive "Friends" group at 
Fort Custer?  Your attention to this matter is greatly appreciated.  I look 
forward to hearing from you soon.  Please call me at any time.   
 
Respectfully, 
 
Sharon Greene 
Member of Friends of Highland Recreation and the Highland Equestrian 
Conservancy 

 
 

Phone Comments 
(Source removed) 

 
• (6/17/2010) call from an elderly (70’s) trail user who walks the Fort Custer 

RA trails with his wife.  Stated that he has not had any problems with 
horses, but has with bikes (hit several times). 
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PUBLIC COMMENT

Fort Custer RA – Phase 2 – Long-Range Action Goals Plan


On Monday, June 21, 2010, the DNRE – Recreation Division held a “Public Input Open House” to review the proposed long-range action goals for the park, and gather public input and comment regarding those recommended actions.


The meeting was well attended, with approximately seventy (70) participants.  


The following recorded comments are from the open house, e-mails, and phone:


Open House 

(four stations + comment box)

(1)  General Action Goals and Cultural Landscape Zone:


· Fifteen mile loop for dog sled.

· Horseman campground asap. More riders would come from Indiana & be able to ride. They would also bring more money to Michigan.


· Agree with separate trails for mountain bike and equestrian trails. Similar to separate trails/campgrounds at Ionia SP and Yankee Springs SP.

· Considerations: safety, sustainability of trails.

· Give hikers a separate trail so as not to be surprised by fast moving bikers.


· Would be nice to have a horseman’s campground. Separation of trails 50/50.


· Separation for safety of people. For less than ½ of 1% user group-lots of money.


· Put bike trails on flat areas for family use. It’s called the yellow loop.


· Promote education of native plants. Maybe set up small prairie example


· Provide a study to measure number of users by usage type on trails.


· Fix road.


· Separation of trail – completely agree. Decisions need to be made by all user groups to come up with a plan. All users stand to loose out. Much better to work together and all come out ahead. There are hundreds of users out there, many more miles of trail can & should be made.

(2)  Primitive, Ecologically Sensitive, and Scenic Zones:


· Consider putting interpretive “spur” trails into some of these wetlands. Foot traffic primarily but consider a multi-use ??? ??? trail where possible. Make it an educational experience. Learn about the riparian zones.


· Consider channels around Beaver Lake to control the amount of water.


· Please note that Fort Custer horse friends now have approval to replace the bridge on the yellow trail on a volunteer basis. The steel I-beams are already laying in wait i.e. near location.


· State of Michigan parks if well managed (and fairly) the people of Michigan will have many years to enjoy peacefully their lands.


(3)  Backcountry and Natural Resource Recreation Zones:

· Consider a hike in only rustic campground into 1 or 2 at these back country zones. Give people the opportunity to experience back packing.

· Need horse campground-brings out of state money–encourages family values-appreciation of nature.

· Definitely! Split biker & equestrian trails on a 50/50 basis.

· Stewardship prairie restoration-this needs to be minimal, people do not want to ride, hike or horseback under the blazing sun & heat. Needs to keep with the forest feel, much better experience & a lot less expense to the park at state level.

· Stewardship-clean up all existing trash and tree tops cut for prairie restoration. Any clearing of land should “leave no trace.”

· Trash includes old discarded toilets, sinks and other park infrastructure that has been discarded by dumping in the woods.

· No motorized use.

· A segment of the North Country Trail passes through recreation area land north of M-96 between Fort Custer Drive eastward into National Cemetery land. By our (NCT) agreement with National Cemetery officials, in order to gain this access, trail or National Cemetery land must remain foot travel only. Violations will jeopardize access for any users.

· Split trails based upon usage in terms of numbers of users. Measure traffic over 1-2 month period.

· Why waste money on stewardship that most users do not agree with. Why mess with Mother Nature to further someone’s political agenda?

· Fix road please-new pavement!

· Limit winter motorized travel to one park location so that trails remain snow covered and viable for hiking/snowshoeing/sleds.

(4)  Developed Recreation and Visitor Services Zones:


· Please consider at least a 24-site equestrian campground.

· Consider a citizen financial review of park expenses.

· Please consider picket poles and hitching posts. 

· Please consider equestrian use of modern campground.


· Event campground or equestrian-must consider the feasibility & cost for these and decide if it is, in fact, some thing that is cost effective compared to the actual use of it. And if created, a user fee should be part of having it.


· User groups need to be self-funded.


· Please consider equestrian camp for a fee would bring in a lot of extra money.


· Picket post for horses


· Within a 50 mile radius of Fort Custer there are 14 bike parks and only 4 horseback riding parks.


· How many more cyclists are there than horsemen?
put the bikers on the flat & horse on hills and wooded


· 14 bike parks/4 horseback parks=# of mtn bikers/# of equestrians?


· Maintain integrity of trails built by specific user groups (i.e. MMBA) for use by that user group by restricting specific user groups, especially equestrians and allowing user groups (i.e. hikers) that have minimal impact upon the sustainability/destruction of the trail.


· We all have the potential to work together.


· Plenty of space for development of specific user group trails (i.e. snowmobiles, bikes, horses).

· Fix the road!


· Please consider a separate loop designated (in winter months) for cross country skiing only. Snowmobile use on a ski trail destroys it or cross country skiers by damaging the ski track and throwing sand on the track that damages our skis. Please designate separate loops for the snowmobilers.


· How will the R2R law be applied to this trail separation?


· What is wrong with leaving things as they are? We have only had 2 problems with bikers in 3 years. This tells me there are no real problems.


· If snowmobilers are in the park, keep them to outside edge of park. Keep inside for cross country ski & hiking. (safety issue)


· Why don’t the equestrians ride Kellogg Forest or the Chef Center? We don’t need an equestrian campground-utilize Ionia or Yankee Springs.


· Not enough miles. Bikers there too.


(5)  Comment Cards from Open House


· Publicize more widely how and when decisions regarding execution of these plans get made for Fort Custer specifically. The public appreciates and deserves to be involved in the development of the public land they love to enjoy.

· The idea of splitting up the horse & bike trails is a good one. That is as long as the trails are divided equally. And neither group gets shoved into a bad area. I believe the horse trails have been at Fort Custer quite a bit longer than the bikers. And there is a lot of misinformation being put out to the public.

· Be nice to see each group treated equally.

· Thank you. Very well thought out plan.


· Understand there are horse people and bike people avoiding this area due to conflicts. Aggression has no place on public lands.


· Separate bike & horse trails. Have horse trail around the perimeter of the park & have the bike trails in the middle of the park.


· Separate trail head for horses. More trails w/campground to attract more out of the area horse people and to attract out of state money.

· Is it true the mountain bikers have purchased parts of Ft. Custer? If this is state land, how can this be?


· Separate the bikers & horses by time of day or even certain days. Bikers & other days horses on the trail. # 1 concern is continued use of park by & for mountain biking, kayaks, hiking. I grew up on Fort Custer & now raising my own family. I am part of MMBA but do not want to lose use of the trail because of arguments. We stayed on Fort Custer Drive because of the park. We have put many hours into the maintenance and cleaning of the park. Look for a day when all users accept the responsibility and appreciate the park.


· Horse people spend more money also live on large pieces of property and pay taxes.


· Separate trails similar to Yankee Springs is fine. The wider trails are what I use now. Horsemen’s campground to spend overnight in would be nice too. Keep the tree and shade coverage as much as possible though. I have not had any problems sharing the trail with the bikes and am willing to continue to do that if that is the only way to have use of the trails but it appears the bikers do not like sharing trails with horses so I support separating the trails.

· As a horse user, I would love separate trails. The area west of the campground along the river would be wonderful.

· Mountain and horse interactions are best avoided. I think that separate trails for these 2 groups of users are absolutely necessary for everyone’s safety and enjoyment. As a biker, I am committed to help maintain the trails and would gladly help the equestrians create a horse trail system.


· Have no problem splitting the trails up but only if they are split fairly, same amount of miles of trails, same amount of challenging terrain – horses can climb hills also and go thru water. Also same amount of woods not all open flat fields for the horses. If this can be done fairly then there should be no problems.


· In favor of keeping the equestrian and MTB trails separate. A clear east-west dividing line seems to make the most sense. From an equestrian standpoint having access to the river area would be great. The “blue” trail would possibly be nice. I understand the MTBR’s built red and blue trails so they should keep those but let us build our own by the river.

· Came to Fort Custer when your trails first opened to horses and there were no bike in those days. I would like to see the trails separated for safety issues. As the horse people helped establish and maintain the trail and even division should take place to be fair.

· As a mountain biker I would like to see a separation of the bike and horse trails also. However, with the horse campground in Ionia and Yankee Springs-why is another needed? Keep in mind ??? built the trails and maintain them. Why not open up the river  ??? ?? horses? Also the grasslands make no sense, it is hot & dry and no one wants to ride there.


· Yes, separate trails. Split park east/west. Equestrians can build their own trails on the east side. Everyone takes responsibility for creating and maintaining their own trails. Prairie restoration-no. This is a recreation park. Not a land preserve. No one will want to use a trail in the hot sun. you will force more trails into the wooded areas, reducing the “natural feel” we all love. Hike in campsite along river would be great. Just a half dozen spots and a pit toilet and well.


· Why are there no trees in the grassland area that is trying to be restored? It doesn’t look true and no one wants to be baked in the sun. This seems far fetched. Why not give the horse riders the trail along the river? The bikers don’t use it and it will be quite scenic for them. The horse folks want a campground but Yankee Springs and Ionia are under utilized. Why would this be any different? I just do not want to loose any of the mountain bike trails that we have worked so hard to create. We are victims of our own success. I have been going to Custer riding since 1991.


· The horse people need a campground that bring ponies and horses to camp overnight. The horse trails were laid out by United Mich. Horseman many years ago. I rode them with Harriet Haguer. Varied terrain is the best for trail riding-so I hope they can keep the woods and hills for horses. I work on Yankee Springs trails which are 25 miles from where I live and work well to trail without bikes. The horses could have trails all around the perimeter of the park-give the bikers the center to make their moguls, etc.


· Appeared to be great focus on the concerns of mountain trail bikers at the stations I visited with little opportunity for input from other casual recreationists on the area. As a regular user of the Fort as a hiker throughout the year and as a fisher and hunter in the appropriate seasons, I have some concern regarding the possible monopolization of a tax-supported public recreation area for an unending series of mountain trail biking competitions to the detriment of general recreationists. I acknowledge that this group plays a significant role in maintaining “their” trails but must note that I and other hikers N.C.T. that passes across the recreation area, in the wake of storms and high wind events. As a resident of Battle Creek the area offers an opportunity to enjoy nature at its finest. From woodcock display flights in early spring, and wood duck, mallard, Canada goose, trumpeter swan and wild turkey broods later in the season, the Fort offers unexcelled “birding.” And the recent addition of an Osprey sighting provides the latest addition to the viewing. Further, I suspect a substantial percentage of the total annual vehicular traffic on the area is comprised of elderly couples slowly driving along paved roads “counting deer.” As a recreationist who has pulled up his share of invasive species and built dozens of wood duck boxes over more than a third of a century (think park managers from Leroy Bross, Bill Kosmider to Tony Trojanowski) seen lakes created and enlarged and watched the restoration of oak openings from mature black locust stands, I hope the projected plans for the future of the area include room for “my kind.”

E-Mail Comments

(Source removed)

· I am a disabled rider. I cannot ride a bike and the only way I can enjoy the trails is on horseback. If the Mountain Bikers are a problem I am all for separating the trails. If this is done, we should have separate trails of our own. I know that, being in a trail riding group, we have work bee's and create and maintain our own trails with DNRE approval. This has worked for us since the early 80's and has continued to work since.


· I have been involved with the mountain bike/equestrian conflict from day one.  You see I ride regularly at Pontiac Lake Recreation Area.  In fact I became aware of the problems at Ft. Custer and Melva Parker, President of the Fort Custer Horse Friends back in the late 1990's.  The history is well known to all of us and I assume all of you.  At that time mountain bikers began to come into the parks and ride the horse trails.  The historical horse trails had been in existence usually from the 1970's.  Equestrians rode them on a regular basis.  They worked to maintain the trails by removing fallen trees and fixing stream crossings, etc.  The mountain bikers told park management that these trails were abandoned because they were not trimmed for hikers or bikers.  Equestrians really only care about head clearance and trees blocking trails, not low stuff around their horses' legs.  The result was that the horse shoe markers that the DNR had installed on these trails disappeared and bikers began to tell equestrians that they were riding on bike trails. Back then the bikers wanted all the trails.  Not very fair was it?  They were successful in Holly Recreation Area in getting horses kicked off their historical trails in late 1999.



If I remember we all wanted separate trails, but back then the state's 
policy was basically multi‑use trails, as land is limited.  Mel Parker fought 
hard back then to keep the historical equestrian trails and have the bikers 
construct their own trails.  The manager at Fort Custer insisted that all 
trails would be multi‑use which the Michigan Horse Council and the 
Michigan Mountain Bike Association agreed: that yes, all trails should be 
multi‑use.  So the Ft. Custer equestrians accepted this and set about 
signing their trails to ride toward the bikes so the horses would not be 
freaked out by bikes coming up behind them.  I have ridden with Mel at 
Fort Custer on several occasions and also attended their special use 
camping event each September.  I have found the bikers there to be 
accepting of the horses and pleasant and polite when we pass each other.  
I know the equestrians make an effort to stay off the trails on their race 
days.  I personally do not believe that races should be held on our public 
property. I hope the DNR gets a really good fee, because in my research 
for Pontiac Lake, Tailwind Enterprises has grossed as much as $80,000 
on one race. 


I assume that the DNR is aware that the Southwestern Michigan Mountain



Biking Association has made new trails with no authorization and 
management when notified did nothing.  I guess it's ok for some people to 
disobey the rules.  In my research back in the late 1990's there were many 
more parks that allow mountain biking than allow horse back riding.  No 
new parks have added horse back riding and Holly Rec was taken away 
and before that Bald Mountain.  Highland Trail Riders at Highland Rec 
have asked again and again to reopen an old equestrian trail, but all that 
has happened in the last 15 years is to take away a trail that was an 
equestrian trail.



Separate trails would always be desirable; however, to limit the horses to



one small part of the park is unacceptable.  Mountain bikers tend to be 
males between the ages of 20‑40 with lots of energy and money to make



improvements.  That is wonderful, especially for the DNR, but that does 
not mean you should discriminate against equestrians who are primarily 
female and quite a bit older.  I am now 70 years old and feel sad that I still 
have to battle for my right to enjoy my sport.  Horse back riding is one 
sport that three generations can enjoy together, unlike the more physically



challenging mountain biking.  Even in the now defunct Southeast Michigan



Trails plan from 1999, statistics showed that equestrians had lost over 500



miles of trails since 1980, I believe.  To my knowledge, no new equestrian



trails have been added to any state parks or recreation areas in the last 20



years, we have only lost trails.



If in fact the trails are to be separated at Fort Custer, then a parallel trail 
system needs to be constructed that will give equestrians access to the 
entire park with the same number of miles of trails.  Please give them a 
campground and separate trail head.  It's a beautiful park and many of us 
would come and camp there.  We don't even mind sharing with the bikes, 
so the reported conflicts must be primarily on the part of bikers.  As to who



damages trails most, I suggest you go and do some research at Pontiac 
Lake.  Walk the horse trails and then the bike trails.  Our horse trails have



almost recovered from the damage done by the bikes.  Take your 
cameras and take some pictures.



Please don't discriminate against older females, who can still enjoy riding 
several hours and enjoying our beautiful state.

· Mel, will you please print a copy of this for the meeting tonight?  


Good Morning Ron and Paul, 


When we met on several occasions last year (once for my Oakland Press article with the Friends of Highland Recreation Area ‑‑ a group which I was instrumental in starting several years ago), you both said that I could contact you at any time if I had a concern.  Well, I have a definite concern and am truly hoping you can help to resolve it.  


I have just heard about the meeting Monday evening regarding equestrians at Fort Custer Recreation Area and I am unable to attend.  But, I would like my opinion to be read aloud if possible....  


I understand that horses may be removed from the historic horse trails.  If true, this would be mighty sad.  The equestrians have been extremely gracious in sharing the historic horse trails with the mountain bikers.  Now, I am concerned that unjustified accusations and pressure from the Southwest Michigan Mountain Bike Association could result in the removal of horses and trail riders from the trails.  


Unfortunately, I don't think these strong, healthy (and often aggressive) young (primarily) males realize how discriminatory their actions are.  Shouldn't we be working together to protect the interests of all users?  


Would you please remind the mountain bikers that trail riding is primarily a female driven sport ‑‑ from young girls age 5 to women age 85?  Trail riders are pretty passive, ride more slowly (than bikers) and enjoy the natural environment.  Many of our trail riders are handicapped, elderly, have developmental or physical disabilities or have special medical needs including heart or circulator conditions. Riding stimulates the brain and nervous system, provides muscle toning, balance and strength and has long been proven to be therapeutic.  Riding a horse provides for many of us the freedom that a wheelchair cannot.  


A personal friend of mine, Julia Fox, suffers from peripheral neuropathy and her walking is limited.  But, the four good feet of her horse provides Julia with mobility ‑‑ and the ability to get good exercise, breath fresh air and to enjoy our state parks.  Riding has "leveled the playing field" for Julia and allows her to enjoy our outdoors as much as someone hunting, fishing, hiking or biking.    


I'm sure you already know the statistics ‑‑ Michigan's horse industry pumps 8 Billion dollars into our economy (www.HorsesCountInMichigan.com) .  There are 155,000 horses in Michigan and about 80,000 use our trails.  The MDNRE generally leans towards supporting hunting and mountain biking ‑‑ young, strong male driven sports.  I sincerely hope that you agree that the time has come for the MDNRE to show that it does not discriminate against the minority ‑‑ equestrians, women, children and those with physical or mental disabilities.  


For the SWMMBA president to misrepresent the standing of the equestrians is troublesome and refutable.  I know several members of the Fort Custer Horse Friends Association personally and they are a generous, good natured bunch who volunteer at the park and work hard to maintain the trails.  At this time, I am not familiar with any biking association assisting the equestrian work bees for trail maintenance, but I do know that contrary to what has been stated, equestrians have assisted the SWMMBA.  While I agree that new trails may be necessary, I believe, with the increased use of bikes on trails could cause a dangerous situation as their heads are down and they move at a very fast pace ‑‑ and have recorded accidents almost monthly.  Therefore, if new trails are as justified as the bikers express, then perhaps it is the responsibility of the mountain biking association to develop their own new and exclusive trail system.  They certainly tout the manpower to do so.  Makes sense, doesn't it?  


The demanding and demeaning attitude of the mountain bikers is worrisome.  Bullying equestrians is not the answer.  Being respectful of ALL other users, and particularly those with special needs, is the solution.  I assure you that until new bike trails can be built, equestrians would be more than kind in continuing to share the historic horse trails.  


Is there anything that I can do to help create a bridge of understanding?  Should we be considering the creation of an inclusive "Friends" group at Fort Custer?  Your attention to this matter is greatly appreciated.  I look forward to hearing from you soon.  Please call me at any time.  


Respectfully,


Sharon Greene


Member of Friends of Highland Recreation and the Highland Equestrian Conservancy


Phone Comments

(Source removed)

· (6/17/2010) call from an elderly (70’s) trail user who walks the Fort Custer RA trails with his wife.  Stated that he has not had any problems with horses, but has with bikes (hit several times).

