
Calero County Park Trails Master Plan          Attachment 2 

2013 Refined Preferred Alternative Comments 

 Public Comments  
April-
May 
2013 

Responses to Web posting of Refined Preferred Alternative 
 

 1.  Like it! 
2. I love the new trail plan and how I will be able to link Santa Teresa to Calero to Canada de Oro and Quicksilver. I Like to 

do long rides on my Mt. Bike and this will open up a lot to me. Is there a proposed date that bikes will be allowed on trails 
at Calero? 

3. Comments on plan:  as docent for Santa Clara County Open Space Authority and hike leader for Sierra Club my priority is 
connecting parks for hikes 14-20 miles.  I have been leading docent-led hikes from Blair Ranch, which is only open for 
these hikes, over to Calero.  I average 16-20 hikers on each hike – hikes are 11 to 15 miles.  I eagerly await the new trail 
from Calero to San Vicente (looks like trail #5) and connecting to Almaden Quicksilver.  Opening up San Vicente from 
Calero over to AQ would be my first priority.  Also, allowing bikes to travel from OSA to Calero Entrance would be an easy 
fix – if allowed on one of the roads.  I have never been a fan of bikes, horses, and hikers sharing single-track trails.   As a 
solo hiker it makes the experience on multi-use trails one of constantly being on the alert for racing bikes.  A trail around 
Calero Reservoir is third priority.  Great seeing this moving ahead.  I have been waiting a long time! 

4. I just got through posting the link at MTBR dot com 
5. As an avid user of Calero County Park for the past 30 years, I have been following this plan development closely and 

provided a lot of feedback early on in the process.  It is great to see this come together and I like the latest draft. The one 
thing that still baffles me is the restriction of dogs on the back side bordering the OSA land at Rancho Canada.  As a 
volunteer for OSA, I understand their position on dogs on trails and I can only assume that the reason for the restriction 
in that area is because of OSA and concerns that people may take dogs on the OSA trails?  Plus the fact that the parking 
lot (and access to Calero from there) is on OSA land?  If that is the case, I would still lobby for allowing dogs in the parking 
area and the Calero trails.  It seems like a fair trade for allowing bikes in the future on the connector from the parking lot 
to the back of the valley, which has been a big pain point for OSA ever since they opened Rancho. 

6. Awesome…. Looks great… Will check it out more closely and see ya soon… good meeting at Casa Grande too with the 
other (equestrian) riders…   

7. Very exciting! 
8. Thanks for sending the links.  I looked thru them quickly and think you probably have nailed down all the details.  You will 

get pushback, but in the main it seems you have covered all the bases.  I particularly like the reference to favoring 

 



narrower trails - I feel pretty strongly that we should be making trails narrower wherever we can.  Keeping the 
backcountry camps on your plate is really good too.  Have you set a priority for the order in which new trails get 
developed and new uses allowed?  That will be an important step.  There are several facets to consider, eg opening as 
much as possible as soon as possible, completing at least one MU loop before opening, accommodating all proposed 
additional users with at least one access into the park up front...Do you envision any additional general park 
improvements that you feel need to be accomplished before opening to additional uses?  Or do you think the restrooms, 
water sources and parking are adequate for now?  

9.  My husband brought up your email independently yesterday and we discussed the plan (he is a conservation biologist 
and so sees Master Plans for all kinds of natural spaces).  We both commented that we really liked the plan. I believe that 
his words were something to the effect that it was” a clearly well thought out plan that took into account the different 
user requests”  (yes he talks to me that way… it is the scientist coming out). We are especially thrilled with the creation of 
the loop from Rancho Canada del Oro. So you can head into the weekend knowing that this family of hikers, mountain 
bikers and horseback rider are thrilled and my only question is how long  until we can ride there! This is a  time when 
your constituency can happily say “Yup that is our tax dollars at work”.     

10.   Thanks. Good to see progress being made!   
11. I think this highlights the area of consistency and seamless park/trail experience that were raised in the April  meeting 

with you. 
12. Thanks for following up on this.  I’ll be happy to share it with the group. 
13. Thank you so very much for your work on this, and for everyone's receptiveness to comments from the bicycle 

community.  I am very happy with the refined preferred alternative plan.  I am hopeful that this will be approved as 
recommended.  Please include my message as a letter of support at future decision-making hearings. Thanks!   5-11. 

14. Thanks for the extra-effort to reach out.  Planning to attend Wed’s meeting and sure hope you successfully move forward 
on to and through the PRC. 5-20 

15.   We appreciate working with you during the last year on the revised plan.   A couple comments: 
• The most recent proposal is a compromise from the first proposal, but preferable to the Spring 2012 

version.  We'd love to include bike-specific mileage (skills area, etc.) but this version is workable.  By attending 
the Wednesday meeting we hope to support this version vs. any changes back toward the Spring 2012 
version.   

 
• From an implementation standpoint we have a request for clarification.  We would like to have full loop access 

as soon as bikes are allowed in the park; otherwise there's a concern that we might end up with the limited 
access we faced last spring.  I'm not sure how SCCP would want to address this concern - apologies if I missed 
something in the plan documents - but it would be great if new multi-use trail (9) on the map could be available 
from day one.  A partial solution could be to allow bikes on the outer section of Figueroa Road until the new 



multi-use trail supports the full loop; it looks like that would require partial completion of trail (9) from 
Figueroa to the Bald Peaks/Serpentine Loop junction. 5-20 

 
16. From what I see now, the proposed new multiuse trail #9 that provides bikers to complete the loop without using 

Figueroa Trail is in the “first phase”. Unfortunately, this first phase is most of the time, with the remainder being ongoing 
improvements. So it’s not clear when this trail will actually be built.  

 
I again emphasize I feel it’s important for mountain bikers to have an ability to complete the loop by access to Figueroa or 
other means until this loop is constructed, rather than just a proposed line on a map. I’d also like to see a more clear time 
frame on this happening. This was by far the biggest issue at the meeting last Spring, and I don’t see a clear solution yet, 
which should include time line.  
 
 On the positive side, it seems you’ve worked hard to reach appropriate compromises and solutions that all can accept. 
But please note that the biking community is accepting compromises.  The equestrians still retain some exclusive access 
in a domain they feel entitled by history. And although equestrians get trails that exclude bikes, the bikers don’t get trails 
that exclude horses. Still, the bikers I talk with can accept this plan for the sake of progress. Now, the biggest issue is how 
soon this can happen. The good sign is that this means there’s general acceptance of your plan in the biking community, 
and we only want it to happen on a reasonable time frame, which is a step forward.  
 
BTW, a minor issue you may want to address at the meeting is why the 1.2 mile, western edge of the serpentine loop trial 
(actually a dirt road) is not open to bikes or equestrians in your plan. This road is currently open to horses. Furthermore 
parallel Catamount trail (or road) in RCdO is extremely steep and a walk up for most bikers. A switch back trail in that 
area would be nice in the long range plan, but I see nothing. You mentioned something in our earlier meeting on this, but 
we can’t remember your thinking on this matter.     I hope to see you at the meeting tomorrow.5-21 

17.  I also wanted to say I appreciate your tremendous effort on working the plan and outreach to all parties. It’s surely not 
easy getting the right compromise between the opposing groups with strong interest.  
The biking community is accepting compromise on assumption you’ve also got the equestrians’ agreement to this plan. 
Even the strongest opposition within the biking community can accept your new plan (begrudgingly) on the assumption 
we can go forward now. 
Hopefully, things should go smooth at the meeting. We now just want to make sure your proposed solution on the biking 
loop issue, the new #9 trail, will be built expeditiously, as needed for it to actually be a practical solution. 

 
18. I read the Draft, Wow! Very excited! I could not find anything to debate or argue. 

 



19. Trails being proposed for the Open Space Authority’s new park on Palm Avenue will have shared trails. Why not here? 
 

20. Speaking for myself, the plan you proposed at that meeting is a more reasonable compromise than that presented last 
May.  Furthermore, so far I ‘m not hearing any strong opposition to your plan from the MTB community, after presenting 
an outline of your proposal. 

 
In terms of objection, I’ve only heard one concern from other bikers, on the plan priority and schedule.  This relates to 
what I mentioned at our small meeting in November, but want to reiterate. It is important that the proposed new 
multiuse trail to allow bikers to complete the loop be a priority on the schedule, with a well defined and near term 
completion date, not just a line on a paper to appease that segment of the public. 
 
If it will take some time to build the new MUT to allow bikes to complete the loop, then the Figueroa or another 
equivalent trail should be made multiuse until the proposed new single track trail is completed. This temporary multiuse 
designation is only fair to allow bikers to complete the loop until the park completes this task on their own defined time 
table, and an added incentive for all parties to make sure that critical part of the plan is enacted quickly. Anything less will 
appear to be yet another deception rather than agreement, and likely to cause issues IMO.  
 
Also, the existing trails/roads that will be made multiuse according to your plan should be done so immediately upon plan 
acceptance, as it should simply require adjustment of signs.  
 
Again, in sum, the relative priority and schedule for implementation of any plan will be critical to acceptance in the MTB 
community. Please try to address this in your proposal when it is released. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



May 
2013 May 22, 2013 Community Meeting #4 Written comments  

 1. Trail to radio tower or near it is a prime destination in Rancho San Vicente.  Make sure that it stays as an open trail and 
not just as a service road. 

2. Preferred Plan is well thought out response to utilize the expansion of Calero. At the 5/22 meeting, staff were well 
informed, courteous, and thoughtful in response to questions from the public.  They deserve accolades for their 
professional knowledge and ability to think on their feet and provide positive support for differing opinions. 

3. I am interested in selling property that borders Calero/Rancho San Vicente. Please contact. 
4. No more safe places to ride horses – makes me sad. 
5. Thanks for your work – not easy finding a middle ground amid confrontation from all directions.  We appreciate the 

current Alternative – ROMP 
6. Great Work!  It’s been interesting watching the process unfold and I think the SCC Parks staff hand handled the 

community input really well. Calero is going to be a great park for everyone.  I’ve been waiting for this for 40 years. Thank 
you for all your hard work. 

7. At Quicksilver, where cyclists are supposed to yield to equestrians, a biker came down Mine Hill at extreme speed around 
curves and never even looked up or slowed down as he slid out of control into my horse.  The horse nearly went off the 
cliff with me on her.  She has never been the same since, even after years of training to over the damage done.  Calero is 
the only place where we can safely ride.  I know that there are many more bikers than equestrians but your plan breaks 
my heart.  If we cannot have Calero for equestrian, can we make parts of Quicksilver and other parks have safe 
designated parts for horses? 

8. Will there be more rangers patrolling thru out the park?  Will tickets be issued for breaking the rules? Is Blair Ranch going 
to become part of OSA? 

9. We equestrians are at a complete disadvantage – when there is a conflict will be the ones hurt – just read the stories on 
the internet that involve horse/bike encounters. This is the last park we have to ride in without having to encounter 
mountain bikes.  Can we please keep this park the way it is?  The mountain bikers have the majority of the trails in 
California parks – we are being removed slowly but surely. OR, please do the “alternate days” arrangement – mountain 
bikes on even days, horses on odd days.  Please keep us separate to keep all of us safe.  With increased number of users, 
there will be a serious accident.   

10. Reconsider allowing a test equestrian group and cyclists and hikers with leased dogs to try out areas prior to finalization 
of multi-use trails. 

11. Multi-use can and does work.  There should be no backsliding from the current plan with regard to having even fewer 
multi-use trails than currently proposed.  Consider making the Serpentine Loop trail parallel to catamount open to multi-
use.  It is a fire road.  Accelerate loop options (connections parallel to Casa Loma in order to create the first multi-use 
connector back to OSA.  Though a compromise, I  am ok with the current plan. Would like opportunities to swim in 

 



Calero.   
12. Please do not close down the link between Serpentine and Bald Peaks to horses.  If is one of our best training trails for 

conditioning the horses to work hills.  Three of the six riders on the US Equestrian team at the World Championships in 
England last year used that trail for preparing their horses for the 100 miles horse ride.  I appreciate all the work you 
done on this plan I am looking forward to the new trails and staging areas. 

13. Great presentation.  I support the decision to get connection to Rancho Canada del Oro OSA lands loop opened ASAP in 
the initial phase of development. 

14. Just a note to thank you and your staff for doing such a fine job at the Calero planning meeting last night.   The 
information was well presented and useful.  I also appreciated the grace and wisdom you used in handling the sometimes 
tense questions/comments session.    Looking forward to helping build the new trails soon! 

 May 22, 2013 Community Meeting #4 Verbal Comments   

 1.  Concern that Calero only remaining park for equestrians and now only 7.5 miles of equestrian trails remain. Why can’t 
equestrians have trails that are safe for their use? 

2. At prior time, Department recommended that all trails be multi-use since not many accidents reported but equestrians 
and hikers want some trails without bikes for peace of mind and ability to enjoy without needed to always be on alert 

3. When bikes come, equestrians leave.  Accidents and conflicts do occur.  Have occurred to speaker but were not reported. 
Having bikes on the trails totally changes the experience for the horse and rider – introduces an element of fear 

4. Do both users groups use exterior/edge of park for multi-use trail?  How long before Rancho San Vicente will be opened 
5. As an equestrian who has ridden Calero for over 30 years, there are some areas of existing trails that will not be safe if 

new uses allowed.  For the trails that you are proposing as multi-use, it was suggested that groups of both bikers and 
equestrians “proof” the routes and designs before they are opened to the general public. 

6. Residents in the area want to be in the parks and on the trails.  This is their right as it is public property.  Everyone has the 
right to access the property and the parks should be open to as many people as possible.  But the safety element cannot 
be overstated.  Horses are skittish creatures, especially with bicycles.  Accidents will occur and people will be badly 
injured.  One fatal injury will turn this whole discussion around 

7. We are going from almost 20 miles of trails for equestrians down to 7.5 miles.  That to me is reduced miles.  You may 
have nice words about multi-use trails but losing miles of horse trails in the only park that is safe to ride is not a good 
idea.  No other parks for horses to ride safely.  We want a park just for us.  We want Calero to remain the way it is. 

8. Concern about converting fire roads into trails. Many times they do not make good trails 
9. This new plan will bring lots more users to Calero.  Right now, as a hiker, I see very few people in the park.  But by 

allowing new uses and new trails, there will be mobs of people.  How will you control? 
10. Trail #6 will not make a good connection.  It will be too steep. 
11. Concern about the fact that cattle grazing takes place on RSV and understand that it will be expanded to other areas of 

the park.  I have seen what cattle do to the park and they destroy trails.  They also can be a hazard on the trails. 

 



12. How are trail names chosen for new trails? In what phase will the new entrance to Rancho San Vicente at Fortini be built? 
Will any existing trail trails to be abandoned be gone? 

13. When will you start building Multi-use trails? When will you make multi-use connections to OSA? 
14. Do you allow night time bicycling in Calero?  Can we do this now? 
15. Speed limits are not posted or are posted just at entrances.  Rules need to be posted, signs need to be consistent, and 

rangers need to enforce them.   
16. Orienteering groups like to use Calero.  We have learned a lot about how to interact with horses and how to reduce 

behavior that startles them.  Other groups can learn these skills as well.  Thank you to Parks Department to allow 
orienteering in County Parks. 

17. I have seen a great deal of improvement over the years in trail manners and courtesy to horse riders from bikers.  Most 
are more aware.  I am an endurance rider and ride in many different parks.  I see bicyclists slowing down or stopping 
more often. 

18. I am a member of the Bay Area Ridge Trail South County Committee. It is a advisory committee made up of all types of 
trail users.  And we met last night to review the Refined Preferred Alternative and unanimously endorsed the Plan. 

19. Equestrians have access to many more miles of trails in County Parks than bicyclists and yet they don’t ask that 
equestrians be excluded from trails bikers like to ride. 

20. Most Bikers don’t care that they force equestrians out of the parks and leave them no place to go. 
21. What changes are happening in Canada del Oro?  How much parking is allowed there and will more be added? 
22. Can you swim in Calero?  Can kayakers go up to the shore and can you launch from the trail? 
23. How can we suggest trail names? 

 


