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I found the proposed signage mislesding snd not fortheeming about what
nappened at Rocky Flats,

rgage in grammatical gymnastica to avold

camponents of which are what was buill at
e short clear sentences instead of trying
ause upor clouse, perhaps it can sound

For sxample you repeatedly
saying "nuclesr weapons, L
Rocky Flats. 1f you just w
to please everyone by heapi
lesa like evasive bursaucratese.

50 fail to mention the 19689 envipormestel raid by the FBT and EPR
and clean uwg of the old nuc
Lo & wildlifte

You al
which directly to today':z conversicn
WEARITE 8 + Without it, tk leanup ard converslon
refuge would never have happened.

You should not be hiding these facta. Simply tmll the plain truth.
Specific suggestions:

} *ouffer zone of the old Bocky Flats Elant”

—— should be "the former Rocky Flet Nuclesr Wespons Elant

- naming the former facility truthfully should make it clear what
happened here, ard why there was = need for a "buffer zone."

2] 'For nearly four decades thousends of women and men worked here,
uzlding nuclear ponents for the United States” deterrent weapons
that held the former Soviet Union =t bay.™

— Wouldn't it be simpler To just say: "For nearly IZour decades,
thousands of women and men worked here bullding components of noclesar
waspeng. These weapons fcrmed one cornsretone of the 0 5. palicy of
daterrence toward the former Soviet Union during the Cold Waz.*™

-k2 1t now reads, this santence is grammatically awkward. overpurdened
with three comma clavees plus & relatiwe clause, and should be reworded

25 twe saparate sentences z== I have done above.
[3) "Beginning in 1885, .., conducted an wnormouszly oomplex claamep .. "
=1 is simply not true. Cleanup was only undertaken after the

problems with radicactive and chemical contamination of the environment
and workplase ab Rosky Flats Buelear Weapons Flant.

--1 would suggeat: "Rfter the 1989 raid by the FBI and EI'R exposed
5 o environmental ntamination issuee, many of the same Cold War
ns conducted an unj nted and encrmously complex cleanug

e 1 understand your er

t to mentisn that some cf the same "cold
re" who built the weares 1

war foelmaued ap bhe mess, we alrsady

know what they built at the

11w
lant by this poant in the
should omat 1t "building dsterrent wea:
woulc al thizs 3entence as it stands is also too comma-
and clause-ladan as well.

==1%t 1s also crucial to explain that they chly began Lo clean up the

Response to Colorado Advanced Re-
search Institute Letter # 1

1-1. Thank you for your comments.

1-2. The Service acknowledges that all as-
pects of the history of Rocky Flats are not
addressed in the language for this sign. One
of the Service goals stated in the Comprehen-
sive Conservation Plan (CCP) is to provide
information on refuge wildlife, habitat, safety,
cultural resources, and an accurate history of
the site. This will be accomplished with a
variety of methods including interpretative
sighage, displays, printed materials, outreach,
and the Refuge website.

1-3. See response to comment 1-2.

1-4. The Department of Energy (DOE) and
most other official references utilize the name
Rocky Flats Plant for the site instead of
Rocky Flats Nuclear Weapons Plant.

1-5. Thank you for your comments.

1-6. See response to comment 1-2.
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site AFTER the 159 raad, There was an EXTERNEL impetus thzt caused the
plant to shut dowr and be cleained up. Thet impetus came Ifrom ths FBI
and EFR, a5 well] s from the local communily. We locals knew what was
happeting because it was our nilk that wad being condemned =znd a:e.l_aad..
cur grocndwster wells tThat were peing contaminated, our chlldren that
were at risk during the plutonium-laden tares an the I0s. The Fel and
EFA finally came in berause of our concerns and t© rcbect us. My
revislons above at least acknowledge The raid, you might want to
alsy scknowledge the local copmunity. Again, ltiple sentences
rather then multiple clauses 5 you do 50,

Thank you,

pr. Tim Rohrer, Ph.D,
Colorado Advanced Research lnstitute

Response to Colorado Advanced Re-
search Institute Letter # 1
(continued)

1-7. See response to comment 1-2.



Comment #

2-2

ah/16SZABE 16449 AT PEILAT BAIQCH

WAL YOFGOLDEN NET

@ City of 10751 Lo 3 e
r Golden E a0 oo
May 16, 2006

Mr. Dean Rundle

Refuge Manuger

US Departiment of [aterior

Rocky Mountain Arsenal National Wildlife Refuge
Commerce City, TO 80022

Dear Mr. Rundle:

I heve reviewed the “Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refuge Step-Down Plen for Site
History/Sefety Bigns™ document dated Moy 2006, For the most part, the document is
very good My only concern is that very few people know what plutonium is and what
haeards might be seociawd with the low level contamination on the site. Wouwd it be
poasiblc to state that plutonium is a radieactive metal and for the most part is cssentially
hermiess unless ingested? Ome shouldn't be concened about the low [evel contamination
on the site, ;

Sincerely,

C placed
Charles ], Baroch
Mayer

Response to City of Golden Letter # 2

2-1. Thank you for your comments and
participation.

2-2. The Service relies on the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA), Colorado
Department of Public Health and the Envi-
ronment(CDPHE) to define what hazards
are associated with low level residual con-
tamination, and what is acceptable risk on
the site. The Service supports the conclu-
sion reached by the EPA and CDPHE after
extensive evaluation that refuge land will be
safe for all the proposed Refuge manage-
ment activities.
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08 Camyon Hiwd Telephone: (A} d44-698 ] ! '
Boulder, 0 HIEWIZ Fan i 430037 4446523 Bousder OO0 80300

Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center

22 June 2006

7S Fish and Wildlife Service

Refuge Manaper

Bldg. 111 — RMA

7200 Quebec Street,

Commerce City, CO 80022,

Re: Public comment on the Step-Down Plan

Dear Mr. Rundle,

The Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center is a membership supported not-for-profic
organization that has followed the activities at the Rocky Flats nuclear weapons facility
for aver twenty years. We represent a large number of people living in the Front Range
of Colorado. On behalf of the RMFPJC and our membership, | submit the following
comments and suggestions to the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for
consideration with regards to its proposed “Step-Down Plan.”

The Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center believes that the suggested language for
the trail head signs is inadequate and inappropriate at times. The USFWS states that the
“sole purpose of this plan is to specify language. . 1o inform visitors about the site history
and safety considerations.” We do not believe that the USFWS has met this purpose,

“1.1 Refuge Overview™

In this section the US FWS states, “[(he Service finalized the CCP, following an
extensive public process in April, 2005 The RMPIC feels that it important to note for
the public record that the public process mentioned ahove for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Cotmprehensive Conscrvation Plan {DEIS/CCP) of 2005 did not result
in the USFWS making decisions based on the preferences of the community. h

In fact, when analyzing the comments made by members of the public, if one eliminates
duplications and meludes only thoge whe wrote formal comments or made oral comments
al the public hearings, 65% of the public favored no public access 1o the RFNWR. If one
includes the petitions and form letters signed and submitled as comment, $8% of the
commenting public faveored no access. The USFWS has decided 1o open the site for
recreation, despile overwhelming opposition from the commenting public. Atached o
these comments is the analysis of public comments on the Draft Environmental lmpact
Statement’'CCP that shows that the overwhelming majority of those who commented
woere against the idea of recreation at the RFNWER.

“1.2 Purpose and Need for this Plan®

A, The USFWS admits that, “many members of the public expressed concern regarding
the cleanup of the site and the safety of future visitors.” Yet nowhere in the proposed
signs’ language does the USFW mention this or reference the well documented

W I R
A meaibe pship- supporred aeganisation Member of Comariniry Shares

Warking for revvielens sovial chonge sitee T933

Posa (hfice Box 1156

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace
and Justice Center Letter # 3

3-1. Thank you for your comments.

3-2. The Service acknowledges that all of
the site history and safety concerns cannot
be addressed on one sign. See response
to comment 1-2.

3-3. The Service received over 5,000 com-
ments on the Draft CCP/Environmental
Impact Statement from the four public com-
ment hearings that were held, as well as
letters, email, and petitions on wide variety
of views on number of issues and con-
cerns. The purpose of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act process is to solicit
public input and participation in the deci-
sion making process, but it is not a voting
system. Of those who indicated a specific
preference for a management alternative,
63% supported the Service’s proposed
alternative. This alternative emphasizes
wildlife and habitat conservation and a
moderate amount of wildlife dependent
use. The National Wildlife Refuge System
Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C.
668DD-668EE). Defines the mission and
six priority public uses for wildlife refuges.
These are; hunting, fishing, wildlife obser-
vation, photography, environmental educa-
tion and interpretation.
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opposition to the positions of the USEPA or CDPHE with reference to the cleanup efforts
conducted at Rocky Flats. This opposition is important with respect to possible health
risks (addressed below) as well as with respect to the democratic process and the desires
of aflected local people,

The communities surrounding Rocky Flats overwhelmingly rejected the Rocky Flats
Cleanup Agreement (RFCA) that was adopted in 2003 because they felt it was
nsufficient and that a better and more protective cleanup could be accomplished. 1 have
attached for the public record an analysis of the public comments made on the Revised
RFCA of 2003. It shows thal more than 86% of those who commented on the RFCA
Tejected it as in sufficient.

B. The USFWS also states, “[blased on the best available scientific data and unequivocal
determinations by the EPA and Colorade Department of Public Health and Environment
{CDPHE) that the extensive cleanup program resulted in a landscape that is safc for
refuge workers and visitors, the CCP provides for future public use of the site for a
variety of compatible wildlife-dependent recreational activities™ The RMPIC rejects this
statement as inaccurate. The best available data suggests that because there is associated
danger and risk due to exposure to long-lived radionuclides, even in very small amounts,
responsible parties should take a precavtionary approach to all activities at sites like
Rocky Flats. A precautignary approach would not have included access to the RFNWR

by the public.

The most recent information from the official report by the National Research Council's
Commitiee 1o Assess Health Risks from Exposure o Low Levels of lonizing Radiation:
Biological Effects of Ionizing Radiation (BEIR VII) asserts in the strongest possible
terms that any exposure to ionizing radiation is potentially harmful. In addition, the
British Committec Examining Radiation Risk of Internal Emitters in 2004 concluded that
clements like plutonium may be 10 times more harmful than previously realized, This
information was available to the USFWS before they made a final decision on access at
RFNWR.

1.3.2 Goals The USFWS states that the goal for public use is, “[t]o provide an
understanding and appreciation of fish and wildlife ecology and man’s role in his
environment....” The signs proposed in this plan do not seem sufficient to satisfy this
goal. We suggest more detailed interpretive signs that could betwer address “man’s role in
his environment.” Additional signs could discuss human responsibility to as well as
effects on the environment.

“4.0 Interpretive Signs™

A. The RMPIC objects to the use of the word “deterrent”™ and phrases like “cold war
veterans” and “held the Soviet Union at bay.™ This language choice is inflammatory and
inappropriate, Instcad of using “deterrent weapons™ and “deterrent arsenal,” the USFWS
inappropriately implies that the weapons were benign. 11 is far more accurate and
approprate to simply describe what these weapons were: nuclear weapons. It is not the
responsibility of the USFWS to editorialize when it comes to the history of the site. Itis

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center Letter # 3
(continued)

3-4. The Service does not have regulatory
authority over cleanup actions on the Flats.
The EPA and CDPHE have the lead regula-
tory authority on cleanup efforts at Rocky
Flats, and have determined the project is
compliant with regulations found in Compre-
hensive Environmental Response, Compen-
sation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
(Superfund Act), Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), and the Colorado
Hazardous Waste Act (CHWA). The Service
supports the conclusion reached by the EPA
and CDPHE after extensive evaluation that
refuge land will be safe for all the proposed
Refuge management activities.

3-5. See response to comment 3-4.

3-6. The service agrees that additional inter-
pretative information on ecology and the
environment will be important. See re-
sponse to comment 1-2..

3-7. Thank you for your comments. The
Service revised the sign wording to clarify
the text of the information.
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3-10

3-11

3-12

3-13

the responsibility USFWS 1o describe with aceuracy and straight-forward lanpuage the
history and the potential risks to visitors of the lands which they will manage.

B. The RMPJC objects to using the word “safe.” This is inaccurate (for reasons stated
above), and all visitors have a right to know that there exists & nsk o their health,
regandless of the size of that nsk. Troe informed consent is the only acceptable way o
allow for public access.

C. The RMPIC objects to the omission of the presence of residual conmtamination from
the list of potential hazards at RFNWER. Not only is this omission tanamount to hiding
the truth, it almost mocks the concern that so many community members share, The
“potenual for wips, slips, and falls™ is incomparable (o the longevity and potential for
harm that exises due to the remaining contaminants at RFNWER and the adjacent DOE
retained lamds.

D. The USFWS makes no reference to the fact that contaminated land at the center of the
wildlife refuge is off limits to refuge visitors and will be managed by the Department of
Energy. Itis very important for potential vigitors to know why an arca is closad to the
public. 1t should be noted that surface and subsurface contamination by radionuclides
and other hazardous material still cxists in sipnificant guanrtities in the DOE retained
lands. At the very least, the public should be wold thar the off-limits areas are still
considered Superfund lands.

E. Below is a suggestion for how the signs” language might be improved to address
some of the concerns of the EMPIC and its members. Words and phrases within
parcntheses should be cmitted, and words and phrases in all CAPS and underlined should
be added.

“What Happened Here?

The land you are about 1o enter, Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refoge, is an historic
Cold War site. Refuge lands are part of the buffer zone of the {old) FORMER Rocky
Flats NUCLEAR WEAPONS Flani that operated from 1951 until 1989, For nearly four
decades, thousands of women and men worked here, building nuclear components for the
United States' (deterreni) NUCLEAR. weapons ARSENAL (that held the former Soviet
LUnion &t bay).

Weapons production at the plant mvolved plutenium and other radioactive and hazardous
rna.u:rialb The work was dangerous and secrel. Owver the course of decades, there were
ha.nd]mg pracnce.s ices of the Eﬂ;ty_deca.dm resulied in releases of plutonium and other
contaminams TO THE EXTERNAL ENVIROMMENT.

Beginning in 1995, THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY TINDERTOOK (many of the
same Cold War velerans who had built Amenica’s deterrent arsenal, conducted an
unprecedentied and) AN encrmously complex cleanup project to remove THE MOST
contaminated buildings and soil from the landscape. They accomplished that difficult job
in 2005, leaving A PORTION OF THE 1 ANDS TO BE MANAGED for future

generations of Americans AS A WILDLIFE REFLUIGE.

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center Letter # 3
(continued)

3-8. The Service revised the sign wording
to include information on the risk level cal-
culated by EPA.

3-9 See response to comment 3-8.

3-10. The Service revised the sign wording
to reflect that the Department of Energy
(DOE) retained area is off limits to the pub-
lic. In addition, DOE has included the Ser-
vice's recommendation for the construction
of a barbed wire fence and signage around
the DOE retained lands in their Corrective
Action Decision/ Record of Decision (CAD/
ROD) for remedy.

3-11. The DOE and most other official ref-
erences utilize the name Rocky Flats Plant
for the site instead of Rocky Flats Nuclear
Weapons Plant.

3-12. The Service revised the sign wording
to clarify the context of the information.

3-13. The Service feels that it is important
to mention the enormous effort by the many
former plant workers who were an integral
part of the cleanup effort.
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3-14

3-15

(Is the Refuge Safe?) WHAT 1S THE RISK TC A REFUGE VISITOR

(Yes. An ¢} Extensive evaluation of contamination at Rocky Flats was conducted by the
U. 5. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Colorado Department of Public
Health and Environment (CDPHE). The levels of contamination on refuge land were low
and met conservative siale and lederal cleanup standards. Both EPA and CDPHE have
determined that the (land is safe) LOW LEVEL OF RISK IS ACCEPTABLE for public
recreation and refuge workers. There are hazards involved in any form of wildland
recreation. Hazards at Rocky Flats include inclement or extreme weather conditions, the
potential for trips, slips and falls; poisonous snakes; and unressonable or illegal acts by
other persons.

The refuge is open daily during daylight hours. Unless otherwise posted, stay on trails.
Please observe “Area Closed™ and other regulatory signs. Pets are not allowed on the

Srill have qumit'r:rn-s'?

For mere information aboul the history, contamination, cleanup, or site safety issues at
Rocky Flats, please call EPA at (XXX) XXX-X3X XX or CDPHE at (300{) XX
HOK" For information about the refuge contact {3300 300K-X0300

(Mote: Appropriate phone numbers will be determined when signs are fabricated.)

Thank you for the oppormunity to comment on this important issue.

ocky Flats/ Disarmament Action Collective
ountain Peace and Justice Center

www. RMPIC. org
303 444 6981 x|

303.444 6523 (1)
PO Box 1156
Boulder, CO 80306

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center Letter # 3
(continued)

3-14. See response to comment 3-8.

3-15. Thank you for your comments.
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4-3

Ta: Dican Rundle
Manager, Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refuge
From: LeRoy Moore, Fhu
Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center
EE: Comments on propesed interpretive signs for the RENWE
Date: May 20, 2006

Thank you fof the opportanity to comment on the Step-Down Plan for signs for the Rocky Flats
Mational Wildlife Refuge. These comments, offered on behall of the Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center, will be supplementsd by additions| somments from the onganizstion.

Below is & copy of the text from the Draft Step-Doewn PJaal 5 5

presemvied in the form of edits to the text, with inters 1

4,0, with sug d changes

.3 Ls.

4.0 INTERFRETTVE SIGNSE aBOUT SITE HISTORY, CLEANUF and ACCESS

RESTRICTIONS

Signs with the following langesge will be erected at sl trailheads and ather public access points

({3

RF NWR prior o the opening of those acoess points 1o visitorns:

*HWhar Happened Here?

T lemed o ave abour o emter. Rocky Flaes National Wildlife Refuge. is an histaric Cold War
rite, Rofuge fands are pare of the buyffer zone of the old Rocky Flars Nuclew: Weopony Plond that
aperated from 1957 upsd 989, For nearly four decodes, thoasonds of womer and men worked!
heve, building  the fzsiomabie core [Or gvery, muclear weapon inthe Uniied States  arsenal,
thromghour the periad of the Cold War _(merpbe add, between the (08, and the former Sovier

»

(Cmimeni. This weg i needs it iplin ¢ leariy s this wey o

slear omek factor' arg, o

gpaee ailpws, to say cleary thel this i where fhe plaoriudb B nr'ﬁk.f:mlgamm
e wers micle Regaveding the phease obend beolding the Sowjer Uhnion “ar bev ™ the realite i

Lhgrd he pelfey of Muma! Assured Desruction (AT, ax i was often referred to o Dotk ides

sleferred botk uperpmayery, o, in poure lorneege, bela both Vor by " cheonghoa the period of

the Cold Ward |

Weapans production af the plant imvelved pliioninm and nther radicactive and hazardous

rralerials, The work war danperous gad gecrer. Over the course of decades moio aocidenes

piies | some  wazte handling proctices o well g rosiine pperations,

Pladorinm amwd oiher CoRiarikanis.

reulied in releases .-ﬁf

(L ommpnt: i ix evisfeading nof fo erepiicon Hhal widaior gocide sty ooctirred @f the site or well ar (o

T T

{ Dalotma:

- | Deleted: smarmeu

| Dot sy s i

| DletEd: e e Sarar e

[Dotetad: o

[n-um" o=y

o | et e ey
Tousie:

ek T

D | Debeted
_'[Dnlnmt -'n-a-m--u

oot thar the onle probilemant wasie hanclieg practices ocowrred o the coriy decdded

[Rockwcll pleg

widry yo Megad woste fondling pracices right i o the tinte prodietton Baited i

FORDF A cergginiy rourine operanioes thar resulied' in corvibont redeares of conigminani fo
.

air, seil, ang water

chrowghout the pears af f)ﬂ'ﬂlr.‘ﬂ.’m shoudd mor he ionong

{ Breliba s o v i sk e

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace
and Justice Center Letter # 4

4-1. Thank you for your comments. See
response to comments 3-2 through 3-12
that address the same remarks in the
Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Cen-
ter letter dated 6/22/06.

4-2. See response to comment 3-11. The
Service revised the sign wording to clarify
the context of the information.

4-3. See response to comment 3-11. The
Service revised the sign wording to clarify
the context of the information.

4-4. The Service acknowledges that all of
the site history and safety concerns can-
not be addressed on one sign. See re-
sponse to comment 1-2. The Service re-
vised the sign wording to clarify the con-
text of the information.
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adiecine “gecepied " in refirence fo waste hongling procices 18 mishe o, Q0 ond i
pn,sdg;unw agencies offen looked tfe other wen, in affect condoning Mm&_gﬂﬁz
condraclots, Seerecy allmeed shix jo happer. B evermually Sl envipnmenial e bogon to
e apypiied jor wasn thai contmined aow-rodisdctfae prcelericels, o which podnr e pol waste-
hewetling avtivities @i dhe plant were provecuted, mosi nopbly in the final decage o produciion,
FHE y dmafi mescds fo be riovriien i reflect this realin )

Beginning i 1995, many of the same Cold War veterans who had built America s deferrens
arsenal. condicted an unprecedenied and enormously complex cleanup prafect 10 remei of Iy
do¥ ORI
comtnminared bulldings and soil from the landseape. They sccomplished that gyfficult job in

| 2005, leaving the land ax_open goace for future generations of Americmms.

| s the Refuge,ish free?

Ermvironment (COPHE) The levels qfamk‘muafrwa er rifuge fong were fow and mei

ﬁmbﬂrt.ifgq_l_tmlg and fegeral clammp standards. The Refuae duxelf smvrounds o mony bighly Dmiatad: courraie 1
wens of ahont [ 200 aorey foie correct monbeed thal s ned part of the Refuge eod

——— nlrrdu!r the contral pf the 148, Deparmecst of Energy, Soth EFA and COPHE have
aletermined that
the land _prects sheir standonds fur weeeptable rivk | for public recreation andrr_,rl-gr workers, - | Deieted: boangic 3
(Comepnr: The FRS draft snispses the word Yeafe ™ No one kames the megning of “safe © The
BEIR VT fBinlogical Effects of fonizing Rodiwotion latidy _recenthe complgted by thy Hmmvm.l‘
Aca_;{;‘{r_; of Spignces oseris in the sirongesi pocrible termi Shae any dose of ionizing rediaian i
" herramfud Tf thuy i3 mgcenrane o say gl o sie cmrmnmdm_jp_rﬂr_w
i lides ke plirtceiam is " pafe ! FWE needs 1o speak apeniy end honestle about the vk
wijch acermding o present yndermiondings (F admiredty sl h; G el now :g,gg:m Fﬁeﬂa&g

e P mmmﬂu of the Nﬂpa!EJ Conptedl an Radiafion E,:mﬂgg vl MU ey jN{"RP{

arpeum'rg,Lmamﬂx Earpeamurﬁaﬂc expasire Al one a.f'.N{"RP b rer.'wf.r ﬂﬂ-\ﬂ[}}ﬂj_mmv[ﬁg
ennument scigntists in this bodv sited repeatedly that in gl scussing rociaiion ik wih the public
fivey would never pse the ferm "o " To do s, they said, woubd viglate siientific megrity and
el pive cradihiling [} is mugh beger, the) said, fo emphosize uecerioinry and cisk, Heving
Been presant for iy discucrion, | conitrue (o be gewezed and aeanily shocked ar the willingness
& that dmu’ seinh Rocky Flatc rea K_#LMM

: irres,
irnchiviahialy @ﬂqm@ s casprie o creaibility wigh the affected publiic. )

| There are hazards invalved in any form of wildland recreation. Hazards af Rocky Hlais_m
agidifioer b0 ricks sxvoeloted with residnal conlomdaion, includs
inclement or exireme weather condifions, the potential for irips, slips and fallz; poironms
srnakes,; and wreasonable or diega! acts by other persons.

The rv)‘rugg ix apen dauly dering daplight howrs, Unlese otherwise posied, siay on trails, Pleore
phserve “Areg Closed™ and other regulatory sipgns. Pets are nor atlowed on the refuge.

Response to Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center Letter # 4
(continued)

4-5. The refuge lands will not be managed as
open space, but rather for the conservation of
fish, wildlife, and native plant communities
and compatible wildlife- dependent public
use.

4-6. Itis not possible to eliminate all of the
risks in any form of outdoor recreation. The
Service supports the conclusion reached by
the EPA and CDPHE after extensive evalua-
tion that refuge land will be safe for all the
proposed Refuge management activities.

The Service revised the sign wording to clar-
ify the information on risk levels.



