Enchanted Rock State Natural Area
Rock Climbing Management Plan

1 Purpose

Enchanted Rock State Natural Area (ERSNA or “Enchanted Rock”) provides an ideal setting for
rock climbing that is rare in Texas. Technical rock climbing is and has historically been very
popular at Enchanted Rock both before and after it became a State Natural Area. A considerable
number of people visit Enchanted Rock every year to participate in rock climbing and climbing-
related activities. This popularity coupled with the actual and potential impact of these activities
on natural and cultural resources and on other Enchanted Rock user groups requires proactive
management. The purpose of this plan is to provide a sustainable platform for the management of
rock climbing activities at Enchanted Rock.

2 Goal and Objectives

The primary goal of this plan is to document applicable policies, procedures and guidelines that
have historically been applied to managing climbing activities at ERSNA and to create a framework
that allows equitable and sustainable use of the resource. Within this overall goal, the following
objectives are addressed:

¢ Mitigate the impact of rock climbing on natural, cultural/historic resources and traditional
resource base outdoor recreationalist, and minimize user and resource conflicts,
¢ Enable rock climbers to enjoy the freedom of the sport,
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¢ Maintain a positive experience for rock climbers and non-climbers alike in relation to
climbing activities, and

¢ Build partnerships with climbers, climbing groups and commercial organizations in the
management of climbing activities and facilities.

The development of this climbing management plan, its subsequent implementation, and future
revisions are intended to provide a forum for public involvement, participation and collaboration.
TPWD considers the long-term partnership with rock climbers and other interested parties to be a
crucial component of an effective climbing management plan.

3 Authority for Resource and Recreation Management

The authority presiding over all activities and usage policies, guidelines and procedures at ERSNA
at the Natural Area is the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (the “Department”).

4 Description of Climbing Activity

The numerous granite formations of Enchanted Rock are in many ways ideal for rock climbing.
The surface texture of the pink granite of Enchanted Rock and nearby formations is coarse-grained
and extremely rough, with sharp edges and crystals being commonplace. In addition to many
climbable cracks and other features, the rough texture creates interesting climbing challenges on
many of the steep slabs and faces.
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There are many cracks that enable climbers
to ascend and to place removable “clean”
climbing anchors for protection.  Such
protection is very strong when placed
properly and typically doesn’t cause rock
damage, and is preferred by many climbers.
Placing climbing protection is a specialized
skill requiring considerable practice, and
because of the limited height of the
formations, placements must be frequent

especially at the beginning of a climb to mitigate the
risk of injury in case of a fall. Although pitons have
occasionally been used at Enchanted Rock in the past,
their use is outmoded due to the availability of
improved clean climbing protection, and because the
damage that piton placement and removal inherently
cause to the rock is a violation of Natural Area rules.

On the steep slabs and faces, the absence of cracks and other features means that expansion bolts
are often the only viable option for climbing protection. Climbers have traditionally minimized the
number of bolts placed for a variety of reasons. Given that installed bolts are left in place, there is
no ongoing rock damage due to their use after installation, and an installed bolt is typically much
easier for climbers to use safely than a clean climbing anchor.

4.1 History

The history of technical climbing at Enchanted Rock began in the 1930s, and presumably
scrambling and other activities involving ascent of the rock date back much further. In the early
days of technical climbing, most of the moderate cracks and easy faces at Enchanted Rock were
climbed. Over the years leading up to the early 1970’s, Enchanted Rock became known as a good
place for climbing, mostly among climbers living in Texas where other opportunities to climb were
very limited. During this period Enchanted Rock was privately owned, and was accessible for
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climbing due to its operation as a private fee-based campground and park. Very little improvement
was done to the area for camping or other purposes prior to it being purchased by the Department
with the help of The Nature Conservancy and becoming a State Natural Area in 1978.

4.2 Early Development

One of the first technical ascents at Enchanted Rock occurred near the rock climbing route “Dome
Driver.” The ascent of this route, dating back to the early 1960’s, employed the first known
expansion bolts placed to connect the low angle slab below the overlap with “Beer Can Alley”
above. The wide ascending diagonal crack system known as Beer Can Alley received its name
from the numerous aluminum cans that became lodged when discarded from above. Five
rudimentary bolt placements were used for direct aid through the steeper section of rock above the
overlap that allowed climbers to safely reach the crack of Beer Can Alley, thus connecting these
features. This original aid line was ultimately reconfigured as Dome Driver with fewer bolts.

In the late 1960’s climbers began to transition from more primitive aid climbing to a “new” clean
climbing ethic being developed and honed in the Yosemite Valley. Around 1968, the longer low-
angle slab route “Harder Than It Looks” was climbed free (i.e. using the anchors only as a safety
backup, not as an aid to climbing) with the addition of two expansion bolts. Over the years prior
to the early 1970s, Enchanted Rock gradually became better known as a good place to go climbing,
mostly among climbers living in Texas where other opportunities to climb were very limited.
During this period Enchanted Rock was privately owned, and was accessible for climbing due to
its operation as a private fee-based camp ground and park, owned by Ruth and Charles Moss. Very
little development was done to improve the area for camping or other purposes prior to being
purchased by TPWD in 1978.

4.3 The Climbing Boom

In the early 1970s, there was considerable growth in interest among climbers, and new and more
difficult climbs were developed at Enchanted Rock including the steeper and more technical bolted
face climbs. These climbs typically employed a ground-up approach using “clean climbing” ethics
developed by Yosemite Valley pioneers. The most notable of these climbs is “Ripple,” which was
first climbed around 1975 and is still one of the park’s most popular routes.

Throughout the 1970s and into the 1980s, bolting was treated by most climbers as a last resort, to
be used only when other means of protection were not available. Many climbers during this period
had grown up in the sport through a school of clean climbing, which taught that bolts were to be
avoided if possible. Bolts were placed on climbs starting from the ground up, at spots where it was
possible for the lead climber to stand and hammer with a hand-held drill, which could take up to an
hour or more over multiple sessions to place one bolt. The early climbing bolts were almost
exclusively the 4 diameter split rivet compression type, from 1” to 1 %" long, with specially-
made climbing hangers attached. During this time of clean climbing evolution, aid climbing
became increasingly more technical and less utilitarian. The ascent of “French Route” in 1976
utilized innovative new piton technology known as the Realized Ultimate Reality Piton (or RURP)
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to climb a thin seam below the overlap. This route has since been bolted into a classic climbing
lead.

Increasingly difficult first ascents were completed in the late 1970s, including landmarks such as
“Orange Peel,” “Fear of Flying” and the classic bolted face climb “Stranger Than Friction” in 1978.
This period saw a surge in the popularity of climbing and correspondingly increased popularity of
Enchanted Rock as a place to climb and to explore new climbing possibilities. This trend continued
throughout the 1980s, with many bold new climbs at higher levels of technical difficulty being
completed by a growing and ever more dedicated community of climbers. During this time most
of the recognized climbable lines on back side of the = = S
main Enchanted Rock dome were bolted and climbed,
as were other difficult faces in other areas of the park.
The publication of the original climbing guidebook to
the area titled Stranger Than Friction in 1984 spurred
increased development as climbers became aware of
new climbing lines and expanding possibilities.

4.4 Evolution of Sport Climbing

During the mid to late 1980s, a shift began to take place
T

within the central Texas climbing community
toward climbing steeper routes using increasing
numbers of pre-placed bolts. The trend began in
Europe, where bolt placement on rappel rather
than on lead had become popular, partly because
more climbs there were being done on limestone
and other more fragile rock that was not well
suited for placing clean protection.

As this trend gathered momentum in the US, its
impact was felt at Enchanted Rock when new
routes were placed using top-down, rappel
bolting methods where other traditional means
did not suffice. This included shorter and very
steep face routes with minimal holds like
“Barracuda,” which remains one of the most difficult climbs at ERSNA. The climbing popularity
of the park likely peaked, resulting in the development of high number of bolted face climbs, the
establishment of professional guiding services as concessions, and publication of more detailed
guidebooks informing climbers of the new standards being set.

At the same time, the trend toward rappel bolting of steeper climbs began to cause a shift of
popularity in Texas toward limestone, and away from the granite of Enchanted Rock. Much of the

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
Draft — July 2016



Page |6

limestone in central Texas previously had been largely ignored, and in the late 1980s places like
Austin’s Barton Creek Green Belt and Reimer’s Ranch on the Pedernales River became popular
among climbers as alternatives to Enchanted Rock. This, coupled with the decreasing number of
new route opportunities at Enchanted Rock led to a gradual decline in the number of new climbs
being developed there, and eventually to a decrease in the number of climbers there in general.
Climbing is still a very popular activity at Enchanted Rock and contributes significantly to
attendance and revenue at the park, although it isn’t at the same height that it was in the 1980s.

4.5 Advent of the CTCC

In the late 1980s, the climbing community was particularly engaged in both the sport of climbing
and also the social aspect of the sport. Climbing clubs in cities of Austin, San Antonio, Houston
and Dallas all became very active with large rosters of members. The clubs often communicated
not only within their own membership, but also with other clubs. In this context, the climbing
community was able to collectively voice concerns to TPWD about the safety of existing bolting
hardware and the need to improve climbing management.

TPWD was aware of these safety issues and other
climbing related concerns, and sought to involve
climbing expertise from the local community. This
led to a collaborative effort between TPWD and the
climbing community resulting in the Central Texas
Climbing Committee (CTCC), a landmark
advisory body that has since assisted TPWD in
managing climbing activities at Enchanted Rock.
This “community-based” climbing management
model was recognized early on by other park
managers and has since been emulated around the
nation. Much of the material herein simply
comprises documentation of the procedures and
guidelines that have been established and practiced
by the CTCC.

The formation of the CTCC largely coincided with
the January 1990 publication of the first
comprehensive rock climbing guidebook for
Enchanted Rock, The Dome Driver’s Manual,
which was also instrumental in conveying the
vision of this climbing management model to the
community. The first major task performed by the
original CTCC, in consultation with TPWD per the
MOU, was the replacement of most of the existing
bolts at the park with new, stronger and more durable hardware. The CTCC has monitored and
maintained the fixed climbing protection at ERSNA since then, installed new anchors as requested
by TPWD to mitigate impact on trees and other natural features, and has advised TPWD regarding
applications for new fixed protection placements as a means to effectively manage the impact of
climbing. In addition, the CTCC has implemented a limited retrobolting effort to address safety
concerns on some routes by adding additional fixed protection. These retrobolted routes are
typically selected based on community input and with the permission of the first ascentionist. In
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this manner, excessive risk is mitigated and these select routes are rendered accessible to a larger
number of climbers.

L S {§ e Dok ‘ 4.6 Growth of Bouldering and
- Sport Climbing
Excranten Rock | .
R S P AL o Since the late 1990’s, the wide availability and
P il 3 - proliferation of indoor climbing gyms and artificial

climbing walls has made climbing accessible to
many more people than ever before. This has led
to a surge in the popularity of both sport climbing
and of bouldering (a form of climbing short and
intense routes on boulders without ropes or
climbing protection). The number of bouldering
climbers carrying crash (landing) pads seen on a
given day at Enchanted Rock has grown
tremendously, and many new boulder problems
have been climbed and documented. Two editions
of the latest ERSNA climbing guidebook,
Enchanted Rock, A Climber’s Guide, were
published, the first in 2003 and the second in 2011.

At the same time, there has been a growing interest
in developing difficult new sport climbs at
Enchanted Rock. Since sport climbing typically
iy <y e 5 —— " involves more sustained and difficult moves, the
m placement of closely-spaced bolts for protection

has become a common practice. Because most of
the remaining opportunities for such routes at ERSNA occur on formations less than 50 feet tall,
this interest presents a new set of challenges for climbing management, such as the proliferation of
densely spaced bolts in highly visible locations in the context of a State Natural Area.

In addition, the rise of social media and other forms of electronic communication, such as online
forums and blogs, have provided a convenient platform for climbers to express a wide range of
differing opinions. These forums allow the freedom to debate not only technical, but also ethical
issues related to the sport of climbing. Therefore, climbing ethics vary widely and continue to
morph as societal attitudes change. This may create not only opportunities for the sport to grow,
but also challenges in the management of climbing resources.

4.7 National and Regional Importance

Enchanted Rock is quite important as a resource to many central Texas climbers, and it is one of a
few places in a multi-state region that offers the opportunity to effectively practice skills and
techniques that are applicable to climbing in the mountains or at major climbing destinations such
as Yosemite Valley. What has also been especially notable and influential about climbing at
ERSNA is the formation and operation of the CTCC as a management advisory body to TPWD.
The Department set a national precedent and an outstanding example by forming the CTCC as the
first climbing advisory body of its kind in the United States. Since then numerous other advisory
bodies have been formed following the functional model provided by the CTCC, and it has proven
over the years to be an efficient and effective partnership between climbers and TPWD.
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4.8 Who Are the Climbers?

The majority of climbers at Enchanted Rock are visitors from nearby cities such as Austin and San
Antonio, as well as from places somewhat further away that offer little local outdoor climbing,
including Dallas / Fort Worth and Houston. Many of them have been coming to Enchanted Rock
to climb for a number of years, as it is the only place in this part of the country that offers such a
variety of high quality granite climbing routes. There are also many people who come to Enchanted
Rock to learn about climbing, either through one of the commercial guide services or with the
Scouts or other groups offering instruction with TPWD’s approval.

The range of people who climb at Enchanted Rock is highly varied, of all ages and descriptions.
Because there are climbs available at all levels of difficulty, there is no one group or type of climber
that predominates. Everyone from the beginner just scrambling over the rocks for the first time to
the experienced climber who enjoys the sport at the highest levels of difficulty may be seen at
Enchanted Rock.

4.9 Existing and Potential Climbing Opportunities

Although the climbing potential at Enchanted Rock is substantial it is not unlimited, and the
majority of the area has been explored and developed with climbing routes. The largest collection
of routes in any one area is on the northwest side of the main Enchanted Rock dome, where the
overall steepness and height of the face is excellent for climbing. There is also a large collection
of routes in Echo Canyon, predominantly on its north slope, among the many boulders and domed
faces above the canyon floor. Numerous other established routes exist across the entire Natural
Area, both on boulders and on the domes.

Although a large portion of the climbing possibilities has been previously developed, TPWD will
consider opportunities for additional climbs in areas that may be of interest and enjoyment to a
wide range of climbers. The challenge will be to balance the need for additional climbing routes
with impacts on natural and cultural resource areas. Visitation and Enchanted Rock and many other
state parks are at an all-time high. According to the Texas Administrative Code Rule § 59.64 (3)
Operations — State Natural Areas should be operated in an economically efficient manner,
emphasizing resource protection over public use and revenue generation. In addition, TPWD
personnel follow established procedures when considering recreational activities in parks.
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4.10 Maps/location of climbing resources

Below is the official map showing climbing resources at ERSNA:

Enchanted Rock State Natural Area
Climbing Areas
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5 Summary of Climbing Management Issues

As a result of high volume of visitation from both rock climbers and other visitors, there are number
of management issues that must be addressed in order to meet the goals and objectives of this plan,
with the ultimate goal of protecting and sustaining the resources for future generations. In this
Section, we identify some of the key management issues that are specifically addressed by policies

and procedures presented later in this document.

5.1 Competition for popular routes/areas

Due to the unique characteristics of some rock climbing routes including: location and shade,
relative proximity to other routes, relative difficulty, amount/spacing of fixed protection and
anchors, and other factors, these routes are more popular with rock climbers and/or guided climbing
groups. When a group becomes established for a long duration in a particular climbing area or on
select routes, it may become unavailable on an extended basis to others wishing to climb the same
routes. Although most people are fairly accommodating and share the resource well, there are
occasions where competition for popular climbing routes will create a conflict. The CTCC has the
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responsibility to consult with and advise TPWD on potential remedies for conflicts arising on
popular climbing routes or in popular climbing areas. TPWD in consultation with CTCC may
implement programs to ensure more equitable access to popular sites.

5.2 Large groups impacting resources

In cases where large groups of climbers and guided groups concentrate in specific locations, the
impacts to resources may be greater than otherwise incurred. These impacts can occur in the form
of enhanced erosion and displacement of rocks & boulders, destruction or damage to vegetation,
discarded litter or trash, unsafe horseplay resulting in injuries and/or rescue. Group leaders and
guides should be responsible to instruct group/class members in appropriate behavior and
conservation ethics. Where impacts to the resource are noted/reported or prevalence of injuries is
sustained, TPWD should assess the specifics of the situation and may consult with CTCC on
appropriate remedies.

5.3 Lack of training/expertise

Safety is a primary concern of TPWD for all users of ERSNA. Rock climbing is an activity with a
degree of risk that is relative and proportional to the amount of training and expertise of the
participant. Especially in group or guided climbs, where participants are likely much less
experienced, the potential for negative outcomes increases if not adequately supervised by trained
and experienced leaders. Guide services are assessed on their proficiency by TPWD and controlled
by concession contract. Other groups, such as youth organizations, may/may not have the
necessary skills and experience to maintain a safe rock climbing experience. In some cases,
unguided groups may also lack the necessary experience to climb safely, resulting in an
unnecessarily high degree of risk for negative outcome. Climber education is a key component of
reducing these risks. TPWD Should develop processes and procedures to ensure leaders of groups,
especially youth, are qualified and meet industry standards and skills for leading/teaching rock
climbing.

5.4 Inappropriate/Unauthorized Hardware and Fixed Protection

The CTCC specifically evaluates the type and location of all fixed protection placed on climbing
routes at ERSNA. The proposed hardware is evaluated for appropriate material strength, anchorage
mechanism and other factors to provide assurance that it will be adequate to sustain the force of
falls and to arrest the climber. The CTCC also periodically evaluates the condition of existing fixed
protection. The location of fixed protection is evaluated with respect to the spacing and climbing
features of the route and the proximity to other existing routes. When the route evaluation process
is subverted and unauthorized fixed protection is installed, the CTCC should promptly document
the illegal installations and inform TPWD of the discovery. The CTCC will assist TPWD in
removal of the unauthorized fixed protection and in the restoration of the rock surface to the extent
possible.

5.5 Visual impact of fixed protection

All fixed protection installed for rock climbing is not natural to the environment and there is an
impact to the visual aesthetic of the rock surface. Fixed protection is typically metallic and
therefore has a highly reflective quality if not well coated/painted or otherwise camouflaged. The
CTCC should prescribe that fixed protection be appropriately coated or painted to reduce the visual
impact on the rock surface to the extent possible. Periodic assessment of existing fixed protection
should include an evaluation of the condition and wear on the exterior coating. The CTCC will
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provide TPWD with an annual report on the inspection and/or status of fixed protection on all
climbs. Additionally, any fixed protection that is replaced shall be noted in the report to include
date of removal, name of person removing/replacing, picture (before and after) and location.

6 Description of Climbing Management

Before becoming a State Natural Area, under the purview of TPWD, Enchanted Rock’s operation
as a private park didn’t involve any management of climbing activities. After its acquisition by the
Department and re-opening as ERSNA, most climbing remained unrestricted, although a small set
of management policies were established regarding the use of expansion bolts and other fixed
protection.

The current era of active management of climbing at the Natural Area began with the establishment
of the CTCC. Leveraging the CTCC as an advisory body, TPWD initiated acceptance and
evaluation of applications for fixed climbing protection. The set of procedures and guidelines
documented herein comes primarily from practices that have been established and applied by the
CTCC in advising TPWD, and from its experience with maintaining fixed protection hardware
installed on established climbs.

7 Climbing Management Policy Guidelines

This Section describes specific guidelines regarding the management of climbing activities at
ERSNA. The primary emphasis is on issues that have a direct impact on natural or historic
resources, or on Natural Area users or user conflicts. Such issues primarily include fixed climbing
protection placement and maintenance, and the resource and user impact resulting from climbing
activity, from foot traffic associated with climbing, and from related peripheral activity in the
vicinity of climbing.

Any alteration of the rock or of other natural resources at ERSNA without the express permission
of TPWD is prohibited (see TPWD Rules and Regulation §59.134 (I) (2) Geologic Features). In
particular, except for the placement of fixed climbing protection approved by TPWD as described
herein, any alteration including chipping, chiseling, drilling, sculpting, gluing, dry-tooling or other
activity causing permanent modification or damage to the rock for climbing purposes is not
permitted under any circumstances. The placement and maintenance of fixed climbing protection
is permitted only based on approval by TPWD as described in Section 7.3.

7.1 Clean Climbing

Most climbing areas at ERSNA offer clean climbing opportunities, often in the form of crack
climbs protectable by removable artificial chocks and camming devices. Clean climbing, having
no permanent impact on the area’s natural resources, is encouraged and is generally unrestricted,
except in special cases where location-specific restrictions may apply. Such restrictions will
typically be temporary, and even in the absence of such a restriction, climbers must always be
observant of wildlife activity, and consciously avoid any undue disturbance of local flora, fauna or
cultural resources.
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Modern camming device placed as
climbing protection in a crack

7.2 Climbs Using Fixed Protection

The placement of any form of fixed protection for climbing is controlled by TPWD through an
application and approval process, as described in Section 7.3. Any placement of fixed hardware or
software requires that the individual installing the placement have in their possession an approved
application bearing their name. Climbers are urged to make every reasonable effort to promptly
remove all other equipment placed in the process of climbing.

It is understood that sometimes a normally removable piece of gear may inadvertently become
difficult or impossible to remove, and in such a case, climbers are asked to notify TPWD staff
and/or the CTCC without delay of the nature and location of the stuck gear. This is both a matter
of environmental impact and of safety, since abandoned gear may interfere with subsequent gear
placement attempts, and its strength may not be possible to assess.

7.3 Fixed Protection Addition or Modification

The placement or modification of fixed climbing protection at ERSNA is allowed as defined in this
Section. Alteration or destruction of vegetation, wildlife or other natural resources at ERSNA for
any purpose without specific permission from TPWD is strictly prohibited. Any modification or
destruction of the rock for climbing or any other purpose without specific written permission from
TPWD is illegal, and may incur fines and/or other consequences as specified by Texas state law.

7.3.1 Departmental Fixed Protection Request

If TPWD submits a request for the addition or modification of fixed climbing protection, the CTCC
may respond and provide recommendations on a different course of action. The CTCC and TPWD
ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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will cooperatively maintain a process and appropriate forms to support such requests, and CTCC
will provide TPWD with relevant feedback regarding submitted requests, and support their prompt
implementation. The most common reason for a departmental request historically has been to place
fixed rappel anchors intended to reduce the impact of climbing activities on natural resources such
as trees. TPWD may request the addition, modification or removal of fixed protection as needed
for this or other reasons.

Upon receipt of a request to add or modify fixed protection from TPWD, the CTCC will provide
feedback as soon as possible, using the response form shown in Section 0. The response form will
include space for detailed CTCC feedback and recommendations. The CTCC response will be
forwarded to TPWD for final disposition. Once the CTCC receives a final decision from TPWD,
it will act promptly to implement the request.

7.3.2 Fixed Protection Application Process

Any placement of fixed protection at ERSNA must be based on written approval from TPWD. The
application process is described in this Section.

7.3.2.1 Fixed Protection Application Form and Requirements

The CTCC will maintain a written application form to be used when applying for the placement of
fixed protection at ERSNA (Section 11) This form must be used by all parties who wish to place
any fixed protection, or to take any climbing-related action which permanently alters any natural
formation at the Natural Area, except as stated in Sections 0 and 9.2. Submitted applications shall
use the form provided. Information required in the form:

¢ Precise location(s) of the proposed fixed protection, including the general area, nearby
existing climbs, and specific position of each fixed protection placement.

# Specific type and size of hardware, installation procedure and sealant (if any) to be used
for each proposed fixed protection placement and any coating/painting or camouflage
provided.

¢ Printed names and signatures of all applicants. Only an individual whose printed name
and signature appear on an approved application may place fixed protection per that
application.

An individual may have at most two applications in an approved-unexpired status or in the review
and approval process at any given time. An application may be withdrawn from consideration prior
to its approval, and an approved application may be withdrawn at the request of all applicants whose
names are on the application.

7.3.2.2 Fixed Protection Application Review and Response Schedule

The application form provided by CTCC will include information about submission deadline(s)
and the schedule for application consideration. CTCC will render a decision according to the stated
schedule, and will inform the applicant(s) and TPWD of their decision as soon as possible, using a
standard response form as described in the following subsection.
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Upon receipt of a final decision from TPWD, CTCC will notify the applicant(s) of the decision as
soon as possible. This notice will include a written authorization to place fixed protection, naming
the applicant(s), if the TPWD decision was for approval.

7.3.2.3 Fixed Protection Application Response Form

An evaluation and response form, including a record of the CTCC members’ votes and space for
TPWD comments and signatures, will be included with each application when it is submitted to the
Department for final disposition. TPWD will review all applications and render a decision
affirming or denying the application. TPWD will include their resource review and comments on
the evaluation form.

7.3.2.4 Fixed Protection Application Review and Evaluation Guidelines

The CTCC will review and evaluate each submitted application, and vote to approve or decline the
application prior to forwarding its conclusion to TPWD. CTCC approval of an application requires
an affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the CTCC, except as described in Section 7.3.3. It
should be noted that this is not related to the size of the quorum at a given CTCC meeting, since
the two-thirds majority vote requirement applies to the entire CTCC membership. In addition, a
CTCC member may not vote for approval of any application bearing that CTCC member’s name
as an applicant or co-applicant. CTCC will submit the application response to the superintendent
of ERSNA as soon as possible after the CTCC vote is finalized.

Each application will be evaluated by the CTCC, taking into account any specific resource impacts
and other non-climbing concerns as well as the qualities of the application from a climbing
perspective. The latter assessment takes into account safety factors, rock quality, the proximity to
other climbs, the inherent impact of placing fixed protection for climbing, the applicant(s) prior
experience with anchor placement, and other relevant information. The CTCC may in some cases
suggest modifications to an application to improve its viability, and may allow the applicant(s) to
make such changes before a decision is made.

Each application will be given all due consideration, and no application will be declined without
cause or explanation. Neither will any application be approved without due process and careful
assessment of its impacts and potential impacts, both direct and indirect, on climbers and climbing
resources, on other natural resources, on ERSNA users in general, and on wildlife. The CTCC may
in some cases discuss questions of potential resource or other impacts with TPWD prior to making
its decision.

7.3.2.5 Application Guidelines

The following guidelines will be used to determine whether an application is approved or declined.
The impact of fixed protection placement, of climbing itself and the associated foot traffic to and
from climbs as well as other direct and indirect influences all must be assessed and considered.

Application Assessment Guidelines

1. Of special concern in the evaluation of an application for fixed protection is the possible
destruction of endangered or rare vegetation, of animal habitats, or of important cultural or
archeological artifacts, as these are overriding concerns that cannot be overlooked. In most cases,
the immediate proximity of a proposed route to natural resources such as these may create a
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sufficient risk to justify declining an application without further evaluation, and seldom can this
kind of impact be mitigated by making modifications to the application.

2. Erosion is also a prime concern, and some areas are especially fragile and subject to
damage due to increased foot traffic. One clear example of such fragility can be seen on the steep
hillside below the base of Turkey Peak to the southeast. Often erosion concerns can be mitigated
by appropriate trail development, and in such cases an application may either be approved with the
caveat that trail work in the area will be needed, or may be declined with the qualification that once
appropriate trail work is accomplished, the application may be resubmitted with a greater likelihood
of approval.

3. Increased climber safety is the fundamental justification for placing any fixed climbing
protection. However, given that climbing is an inherently risky activity and that some degree of
risk is unavoidable, the decision about a given application will not normally be based solely on the
degree of risk involved in climbing the route as proposed. This is a matter of personal judgment,
and it is understood that any climber must make that judgment for himself or herself. The intent is
explicitly not to “make climbing safe,” since it is inherently impossible to eliminate all of the risk
involved in climbing.

Any application whose implementation is deemed to create a substantial risk to bystanders —
possibly due to the proximity of unstable rock — then changes may be suggested or the application
may be declined for this reason. If a proposed fixed protection placement’s integrity may be
adversely affected by local rock quality or other physical factors, again the application should be
suitably amended to avoid such problems, or the application declined.

The criteria for assessment of risk to a climbing party will be based primarily on the ability to judge
that risk prior to encountering it while climbing. In other words, if the risk involved in climbing a
proposed route is apparent to a climber using sound judgment prior to climbing it, then the risk
alone will not normally result in an application being declined. However, if a proposed specific
placement of fixed protection is such that it may significantly increase the risk to a climber or a
belayer, or may lure a climber or belayer using sound judgment, proper climbing equipment and
techniques into a substantial life- or limb-threatening risk that they would not normally be expected
to anticipate, then the application may be declined for this reason.

4. Fixed protection density and route density must be kept within acceptable limits. Using
fewer fixed protection placements for a route (within reason) is generally preferred because it
reduces the overt destructive impact to the rock as well as visual and other aesthetic impact.
Similarly, placing multiple climbing routes very close together (for example, near enough to
substantially share climbing holds between adjacent routes that are not specifically variations of a
single route) may create undesirable impact both to the area’s resources and aesthetics. High
density also generally increases the likelihood of crowding and logistical complications for
climbers, and this may contribute to safety hazards that would not otherwise occur. While density
issues by themselves may not represent overriding concerns that necessarily rule out approval of
an application, they must be considered along with other factors in reaching a decision.

5. Given the fact that ERSNA is a State Natural Area, coupled with the traditional nature of
climbing at Enchanted Rock, a wide proliferation of climbing routes having closely-spaced bolts is
to be avoided. Avoiding high density both in terms of the locality of routes and of fixed protection
in general will help to moderate impact.

With the increasing popularity of bouldering at Enchanted Rock, it is important to recognize
bouldering as a valid recreational pursuit in its own right. If a proposed climbing route is less than
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25 vertical feet from base to top, serious consideration must be given to leaving the rock unaltered
as a boulder problem, or perhaps placing top anchors only (see process in Section 7.4). Exceptions
may include climbs with rocky and uneven landings or other factors that make bouldering or top
roping impractical or unsafe. However, even in such cases the traditional nature of climbing at
Enchanted Rock as well as the visual impact of additional fixed protection placed close to the
ground must be carefully considered.

TPWD regularly evaluates the impact in all climbing areas. As such, TPWD may establish Top
Anchor Only Zones, Bolt Free Zones, or No Climb Zones. See Section 7.4.

6. Hardware guality and durability are critical to the continued strength and safety of fixed
protection placements over time. Specific current guidelines will be provided on the application
form, and if an application isn’t sufficiently clear about the hardware intended for proposed
placements, or if the proposed hardware doesn’t meet currently established standards or otherwise
is deemed unsuitable for the location of a proposed placement, then the CTCC will suggest
appropriate changes to the application as a condition for approval. Consideration shall be given to
the application of a coating or paint camouflage to the fixed protection in order to reduce visual
impact.

7. Applicant experience with the placement of fixed protection of the type proposed in an
application must be sufficient to insure that sound decisions are made and that proper installation
procedures are used. If an applicant has insufficient verifiable experience with placing fixed
protection of the proposed type in rock such as that found in the proposed placement location, then
the CTCC may either decline the application, or approve the application with the caveat that a
CTCC member must be present to provide supervision and guidance when the proposed fixed
protection is placed.

8. There may be questions about a proposed route’s viability as a climb. If the proposed route
has never been climbed, or at least all of the climbing moves on the route previously accomplished
(not necessarily contiguously), then the application may be declined if in the CTCC’s judgment it
is unclear that the climb can be completed by the applicant(s). This doesn’t represent an absolute
requirement for a route to be climbed before an application for it is submitted and approved, since
it may be apparent by other means that the route is climbable.

The assessment and evaluation of other application issues not specifically discussed in the above
guidelines is often more subtle and hence more difficult than much of the foregoing. Given the
impracticality of defining guidelines for the infinite variety of scenarios that may arise,
understanding and evaluating these issues is left to the judgment of the CTCC and TPWD.

7.3.3 Application for Additional Fixed Protection (“retro”) or Existing Placement
Modification or Removal on an Established Climbing Route

An application for the addition, removal, or other modification of fixed protection of an existing
route (other than routine maintenance) may be submitted for a route that is not designated as a
historic route. The guidelines in this Section pertain to any proposed fixed protection that is close
enough to be within reach of a climber ascending the route, even if the application refers to a
different route. Generally the first ascent party retains veto rights over any such modifications to
an existing route that has been legitimately established, except in rare cases as described below. If
the first ascent party approves of a proposed modification, then the application will be evaluated
using the criteria described in Section 7.3.2.4, and a decision made and documented following the
procedure described in Section 7.3.2.2.
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In the absence of available contact with the first ascent party, the CTCC may act on an application
for existing route modification if 1) the CTCC is satisfied that a diligent good faith effort has been
made by the applicant(s) to contact the first ascent party, and 2) a period of two months has elapsed
since the application was submitted, during which period public input about the proposed
modification has been actively solicited and collected for review. In such a case, a unanimous
affirmative vote of the CTCC is required for application approval. Subsequent to a CTCC decision
on such an application, the procedure described in Section 7.3.2.2 will apply.

Exception: the CTCC will act on a Departmental request to modify an existing route (see Section
0) without the approval of the first ascent party, or in spite of their explicit disapproval. This may
occur if in TPWD’s view a compelling reason exists to take action to modify an existing route, such
as overriding resource or safety concerns.

7.3.4 Application Resubmission

An application may be resubmitted if 1) the application was previously approved and the approval
expired without the approved hardware being installed, or 2) the application was previously
declined, and has either been substantially revised or circumstances affecting the application’s
evaluation have significantly changed. In the absence of convincing evidence of a change favoring
its reconsideration, an application that was previously declined by the CTCC or TPWD will
normally not be approved.

7.3.4.1 Approved Application

A previously approved application may not be resubmitted until after the approval period (as
specified on the approval form) expires. If the specified approval period expires without the
approved hardware being installed or if some but not all of the hardware has been installed, then a
new application is required to complete the installation. Such an application for any or all of the
previously approved fixed protection may be submitted at any time after expiration of the prior
approval period.

7.3.4.2 Declined Application

An application for fixed protection on a climbing route that has previously been applied for and
specifically declined by TPWD will not be considered. An application for fixed protection on a
climbing route that has been previously applied for and declined three (3) times by the CTCC will
not be considered. An application for a route that was previously declined by the CTCC (but not
specifically declined by TPWD) may be resubmitted as many as two (2) times (up to a total of three
submissions) if at least one of the following conditions is satisfied:

1. A previously declined application may be resubmitted if modifications are made that
substantially impact application evaluation. Such modifications cannot be merely
superficial, and must have significant impact favoring a change of decision on the
application. This may include altering portions of the climbing route from what was
stated on the previous application, changing the number and/or the location of fixed
protection applied for, etc. The resubmitted application must be supplemented with a
clear explanation of the important changes and a convincing demonstration of their
positive impact on the viability of the application.
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2. A previously declined application may be resubmitted without significant modification if
external circumstances have changed that substantially affect the application’s

evaluation. In such a case, application resubmission must be supplemented with material
that clarifies the new circumstances in terms of how they affect the application,
explaining how and why the change(s) support changing the evaluation to approve an
application that in the past was declined.

3. A previously declined application may be resubmitted without significant modification if
at least four (4) years have elapsed since the application was declined. In such a case,

application resubmission must be supplemented with material that clearly explains why
the application should be reconsidered.

7.3.5 Historic Route Designation

Some climbing routes have special significance in the history of a climbing area, in that they
represent breakthroughs or other game-changing differences from previous ascents. Such routes at
ERSNA may be given “historic route” designation in order to protect them from future addition of
new fixed protection or other possible modification that would detract from their historic character.
Historic route designation may be applied for, and applications will be evaluated as described in
the following subsections. An application to modify or to add fixed protection on a climb that is
designated as a historic route will not be considered, including an application for any fixed
protection that is close enough to be within reach of a climber ascending the historic route.

7.3.5.1 Historic Route Application Form and Requirements

The CTCC will maintain a written application form to be used when applying for a historic route
designation at the Natural Area (see Section 14). Submitted applications for historic route
designation may use the provided form or any variant thereof, as long as the following information
is included (no exceptions):

¢ Precise identification of the proposed historic route, including the general area, name of
the route, and nearby climbs.

¢ Rationale supporting the historic nature of the route, describing the history of its
establishment and original ascent, names of the first ascent party, and any other
information relevant to the decision based on the criteria discussed in Section 7.3.5.3.

¢ Printed names and signatures of the applicant(s).

7.3.5.2 Historic Route Application Review and Response

An application for historic route designation will be posted for public review as described in the
following Section, and will be subsequently reviewed by the CTCC based on the information in the
application and on public input received. The CTCC decision, including reasons for approving or
declining the application, will be recorded and forwarded to TPWD for final disposition as soon as
possible.

7.3.5.2.1 Public Review
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When an application for historic route designation is received, it will be posted and public input
solicited and collected for review for a period of three (3) months prior to a vote being recorded.
During this period a public input form will be made available to all ERSNA visitors who have
signed a TPWD climbing release form. The public input form for a historic route designation will
include an opportunity to register an individual “yes” or “no” opinion as well as an indication of
whether the climber has climbed the proposed historic route and space for general comments. A
form for public input is provided in Section 15.

During the public review period and until a decision is reached, applications to modify or add fixed
protection on the proposed historic route will be treated as if the historic route designation is
approved. The CTCC will vote on the application and forward its decision to TPWD as soon as
possible after the end of the public review period.

7.3.5.2.2 CTCC Review and Decision

A historic route designation approval requires a unanimous vote of the CTCC and subsequent
approval from TPWD. CTCC will review all public comments received, and will take it closely
into account in its decision.

7.3.5.2.3 Application Response Form

The final decision will be recorded on a from containing the route’s name and location, summary
of the public vote and comments received during the public input period, and the details of the
CTCC voting results. Rationale will be included describing the reasons for the decision to approve
or decline the application. The completed response form will be conveyed to the applicant, and
will be posted for public viewing for a minimum of at least three (3) months.

7.3.5.3 Historic Route Application Review Criteria

A historic climbing route stands out from other routes in terms of the character of its features and
setting, relative difficulty at the time it was established, quality of the climbing experience and
other less tangible aspects. Climbs that set significant new precedents in terms of difficulty and
other metrics are potential candidates for historic route designation. Difficulty alone isn’t often
sufficient, and other factors must contribute to the overall quality of the route for it to be considered
historic. In general a historic route will have been recognized as a landmark climb at the time or
soon after it was established, and its quality and desirability will have proven to be sustained over
time.

Since many of the factors that contribute to this decision are subjective, it may seem that historic
route designation is a difficult decision to make, but consensus on this question among climbers
who know a route and its history is often easy to attain, and rarely controversial. The process
defined herein is based on identifying that consensus.

7.3.5.4 Historic Route Application Resubmission

If an application for historic route designation is declined, the route may not be resubmitted for
historic route designation for a period of one (1) year after the final application decision is
communicated to the applicant.
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7.3.5.5 Historic Route Designation Removal

In general once assigned a historic route designation will not be removed except under
extraordinary circumstances. If however it becomes known that a historic route designation was
approved based on false or inaccurate information that has substantial bearing on the establishment
and historic character of the climbing route, then the CTCC may at its discretion reconsider and
vote to remove the historic route designation. Removal of an approved historic route designation
requires a unanimous vote of the CTCC and written approval from TPWD. Should such a situation
occur, the CTCC will document the reasons for reconsidering historic route designation, and will
forward its recommendation to TPWD for final disposition.

7.4 Bolt Free and Top-Rope Anchor Only Zones

There are certain areas of the park that have been historically considered by both TPWD and the
climbing community to be “bolt-free” and/or “top-rope anchors only” areas. Generally, due to the
presence of ample crack climbs, beauty and aesthetics of the area and the desire to keep visual
impacts of fixed protection to a minimum, these areas have historically been off-limits to bolting
activity with the exception of top anchors. Top anchors have been added to some of the climbs to
improve safety, facilitate top roping activities, and/or to reduce impact on trees and vegetation. The
zones designated under this plan are listed below.

7.4.1 Bolt Free Zones

¢ Fear of Flying Alcove — the prominent dihedral located on the east side of Buzzards Roost
forming the 60 ft. off-width crack known as Fear of Flying. The alcove begins on the south
end at the climb Texas Crude and extends northwest toward Fear of Flying, then northeast
long the opposite wall of the dihedral to the edge of the rock outcrop. This area includes
both sides of the dihedral. [N 30°30’38.5”; W98°48'28.3"]

¢ Split Rocks Area- the 25 ft. boulders located just above the main camping area on the
flank of Little Dome, below the Kingdom of Zilch area. These boulders appeared to have
split apart from a single boulder forming an obtuse interior angle on the lower boulder.
The area is popular for bouldering and there is no easy access to the top. [N 30°29’56.2";
W 98°49°19.2”]

7.4.2 Top Anchor Only Zones

¢ Triple Cracks Area - located on the southwest portion of the main dome (backside)
beginning on the north side of the area enclosed by Rappeller’s Rock and extending to the
south toward Grass Crack, then extending west across the triple cracks to the far west
end of Ow/ Crack encompassing some of the most popular moderate crack climbs in the
park. [N 30°30°22.6”; W 98°49’16.8"]

¢ Carnivore Boulders — located north of the loop trail and resting on the southwest flank of
Little Dome, this entire outcropping of (about 6) large boulders has numerous crack
climbs and pitched aretes, and is generally accessible for top rope setup, with exception
of the main boulder. [N 30°29°53.6”; W 98°49’39.6"]
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In these zones, the placement of fixed protection considered by the CTCC and TPWD will be
strictly limited based on the zone definitions. At the discretion of TPWD, zones may be added to
or subtracted from the above designations based on resource management needs.

8 Group Climbing Activities

There are several opportunities for individuals/groups to participate in climbing activities either
through personal knowledge of the activity or utilizing one of the authorized climbing
concessionaires.

Individuals may climb at ERSNA through unguided climbing activities. Everyone participating in
the activity will need to sign a waiver located at the headquarters building. Unguided climbers are
responsible for knowing the rules and regulations regarding climbing activities at ERSNA.

8.1 Commercial Climbing Guide Services

ERSNA is fortunate to have highly competent climbing concessionaires. All concessionaires are
authorized to perform certain services at ERSNA. The names and contact information is listed on
the home page of the TPWD Enchanted Rock website. The concessionaires are listed in alphabetic
order and staff cannot recommend any one of the providers. All concessionaires are bound by a
concession contract with TPWD in which certain rules and policies are defined for group climbing
activities.

8.2 Non-Commercial Group Climbing Activities

Non-Commercial group climbing activities may be performed at ERSNA; however, this activity is
limited to four (4) climbing events per year. Groups requesting this type of arrangement should
inquire with the Department at least one month in advance.

9 Inspections and Maintenance

The ERSNA granite domes and outcroppings are products of the Llano Uplift. About one billion
years ago molten magma solidified miles beneath the earth's surface. Since that time, layers of
gneiss, schist, limestone, and sandstone have eroded away, leaving exposed granite. Erosion
continues as the granite erodes due to moisture and freeze-thaw cycles. Occasionally, large pieces
of granite break loose and change the landscape. Sometimes, rocks become loose but stay in place
with the potential to come down.

Fixed protection placements also are subject to deterioration over time due to rock erosion,
corrosion of metal parts, damage due to use, and other causes. It is imperative to regularly inspect
fixed protection for such damage, and to assess possible needs for maintenance or replacement.
The climbing community as a whole is an invaluable resource in this regard, since climbers are
acutely aware of the condition of the hardware they depend on, and will promptly report any
potential problems.

9.1 Hazardous Conditions Inspection

CTCC has been tasked with identifying and inspecting such potential hazards, and reporting to the
Park Superintendent. CTCC will maintain a list of potential hazards and submit a Hazardous
Conditions Inspection Report twice per year, by October 1 and March 1. These dates were chosen
to be just before the annual Granite Gripper climbing competition and just before spring break. The
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semi-annual report will include the following for each site inspected: location, photo, and
recommendations (e.g. continue to monitor, with Department approval either remove hazards or
install anchors to stabilize loose rock, etc.).

9.2 Maintenance of Fixed Protection

CTCC may take action on the following without written application according to the MOU;
however, these actions will require prior written notification and authorization from the
Superintendent of the Natural Area:

¢ Removal of unsafe or unauthorized fixed protection
¢ Replacement of unsafe fixed protection

CTCC may take action on the following without written application; however, these actions will
require prior notification and review, followed by written authorization from the Superintendent of
the Natural Area (subject to review by TPWD process):

¢ Placement of fixed protection for rappel or belay stations
¢ Reinforcement or relocation of loose and/or unstable rock or other natural material that
may endanger climbers or bystanders.

Contacts (interested parties/organizations)

e Enchanted Rock State Natural Area — enchantedrockclimbers@tpwd.texas.gov
e (CTCC - centraltexasclimbingcommittee.com
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10 Appendix A: Glossary of Terms

Belay — (n) The use of safety equipment (ropes, anchors, etc.) to protect a climber from
falling, usually accomplished by another person holding the rope to which the climber is
attached and using a friction device to stop a fall. (v) The performance of a belay.
Belayer — A person performing a belay.

Belay anchor — Fixed protection, usually placed in pairs, intended to be used primarily for
belay purposes, i.e. to attach climbers and equipment involved in protecting other
climbers while they climb. Such an anchor also often also serves as a rappel anchor.
Bylaws (of CTCC) — A document which describes the makeup and activities of the Central
Texas Climbing Committee. Subordinate to the Charter of the Central Texas Climbing
Committee.

Central Texas Climbing Committee — An elected body which maintains and operates under

these Bylaws. An advisory body that assists TPWD in managing climbing activities and
protecting the resources of the Natural Area in order to preserve climbing opportunities.
Charter of the Central Texas Climbing Committee — A document which governs the

existence of the CTCC and their Bylaws.

Climbing — In precise terms, ascent of the rock. Generally used herein to encompass any
activity that involves ascending or descending the rock by any means.

Climbing equipment — Any item not occurring naturally which is used in the process of

ascending or descending the rock; for example: bolts, pitons, slings, carabiners, and ropes.
CTCC — Central Texas Climbing Committee.

CTCC Charter — See Charter of the Central Texas Climbing Committee.

Enchanted Rock State Natural Area — A TPWD facility located southwest of Llano, Texas.

Also commonly referred to herein as the “Natural Area.”
ERSNA — Enchanted Rock State Natural Area.
ERSNA superintendent — Department official who manages operations at the Natural

Area.
Natural Area user — Any visitor to the Natural Area.

Election year — A year in which a CTCC election is held.
Fixed protection — Any item of climbing equipment which remains in place, or which in

any way permanently alters natural formations by its presence or placement.

Rappel — Descending on an anchored rope, using friction to control the rate of descent.
Rappel anchor — Fixed protection, usually placed in pairs, intended to be used primarily
for rappelling purposes, i.e. to attach equipment involved in supporting ropes used to
descend. Such an anchor often also serves as a belay anchor.

Removal (of fixed protection) — Removal from the rock of fixed protection, usually

followed by application of sealant.
Replacement (of fixed protection) — Removal of fixed protection, followed by placement

of new fixed protection in nearly the same location.
Retro - Addition of new fixed protection to an existing climbing route.
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Texas Administrative Code (TAC) — Laws, rules and regulations approved by the Texas
Legislature. These are the guiding factors in developing and operating a state park system.
TAC Rules of Conduct in Parks — 59.134 () (3) Geologic Features — It is an offense for any
person to take, remove, destroy, deface, tamper with, or disturb any rock, earth, soil,
gem, mineral, fossil, or other geological deposit except by permit issues by the director.
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department — A branch of the Texas state government which
manages the acquisition, development and operation of Texas state parks and natural
areas. Also commonly referred to herein as the “Department.”

Top anchor — Fixed protection at the top of a climb, usually placed in pairs, intended to
be used primarily as a belay anchor and/or rappel anchor.

TPWD — Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.
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11 Appendix B: Fixed Protection Application Form

Application for Placement of Fixed Protection at
Enchanted Rock State Natural Area

An application for the addition of fixed protection (FP) to a new route may be submitted freely.
An application for the addition, removal, or other modification of FP to an existing route (a “retro”)
may be submitted so long as that route is not designated a Historic Route.

Most climbing areas at Enchanted Rock State Natural Area (ERSNA) offer clean climbing
opportunities protectable by removable slings, artificial chocks and camming devices. Clean
climbing, having no permanent impact on the area’s natural resources, is encouraged and is
generally unrestricted. The placement of any form of FP for climbing is controlled by the Texas
Parks & Wildlife Department (TPWD) through an application and approval process. Any
placement of FP requires that the individual installing the FP have in their possession a TPWD
approved application bearing their name.

Each application will be evaluated by the Central Texas Climbing Committee (CTCC) on a case-
by-case basis, taking into account any specific resource impacts and other non-climbing concerns
as well as the qualities of the application from a climbing perspective. CTCC approval of an
application requires an affirmative vote from at least three (3) of the five (5) CTCC members. The
CTCC may in some cases suggest modifications to an application to improve its viability, and may
allow the applicant(s) to make such changes before a decision is made. Approved applications are
valid for one year from the date of approval by TPWD. Placement of all approved bolts will be
deemed completion of the application. If the specified approval period expires without the
approved hardware being installed or if some but not all of the hardware has been installed, then a
new application is required to complete the installation.

It is not practical to detail here the full extent of the processes involving application for FP. For
further details on the placement of FP at ERSNA, please refer to Sections 7.2 thru 7.3 of the ERSNA
Climbing Management Plan (CMP).

Applications may  be  submitted in person to any CTCC member
(www.centraltexasclimbingcommittee.com), via email sent to the CTCC
(centraltexascc@gmail.com), or at the following address:

Superintendent

Enchanted Rock State Natural Area
16710 Ranch Rd 965
Fredericksburg TX 78624
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Application

1.

Rules

All application information must be completed or the application is subject to
rejection.

Applications must be signed by all applicants. Only application signees will be eligible
to install the applied for bolts and hardware.

Application must unambiguously identify the submitted route. Applications for
routes or protection that cannot be precisely located will be rejected.

All FP must be a type approved by the CTCC: Standards are Powers 1/2” x 2 3/4”
stainless steel 5 piece bolts or equivalent and stainless steel powder coated hangers
to match rock color.

Application must be for one (1) route only. Variations of a route are each considered
as their own route for this purpose.

An individual may only have two pending applications active at any given time.
Applications may be withdrawn in writing by the applicant at any time.

Applicant Information: Please print

Name:

Street Address:

City/State/Zip

Phone:

Email:
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Route Information

Please include with this application topo(s), photos or other documentation to unambiguously
identify the route and proposed fixed protection (FP) modifications.

e Indicate whether the FP in question is for [ | addition to a new route, or [_] addition to
or
[ ] removal from an existing route.

e If this is a new route, please indicate whether you have personally [ ] climbed the route
in completion, [_] climbed all the moves though not consecutively, [ ] climbed most but
not all of the moves.

e If this is a retro, please indicate whether you have [_] successfully top-roped only or [_]
successfully led the route.

Route Name:

Grade:

Dome/Area:

Specific Location:

Nearest Route:

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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Fixed Protection Details

For the addition of fixed protection, detail all types, sizes, color and sealant for all fixed protection.
For removal of existing fixed protection, detail the sealant to be used. In both cases, be specific.

Please explain your experience locating and placing and/or removing FP for rock climbs. Also,
provide information about the tools you plan to use.

Please explain why you feel this route should be modified in the manner applied for.

Signature Date

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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12 Appendix C: Retro Application Public Feedback Form

Public Input Form (PIF) Regarding Applications for
Retros to Existing Routes at Enchanted Rock State
Natural Area

An application for a “retro” (the addition, removal, or other modification of fixed protection of an
existing route, other than routine maintenance) may be submitted for a route that is not designated
as a historic route. Generally the first ascent party retains veto rights over any such modifications
to an existing route that has been legitimately established. In the absence of available contact with
the first ascent party, applications for retro will be posted and public input solicited and collected
for review for a period of three (3) months prior to a vote being recorded by the Central Texas
Climbing Committee (CTCC).

The CTCC will review all public comments received, and will take them closely into account in
forming its decision. The CTCC will vote on the application and forward its decision to the Texas
Parks & Wildlife Department (TPWD) as soon as possible after the end of the public review period.
A retro approval requires a unanimous affirmative vote of the CTCC and subsequent approval from
the TPWD.

For further details on retroing, please refer to Section 7.3.3 of the ERSNA Climbing Management
Plan (CMP).

Public Input Forms may be submitted in person to any CTCC member
(www.centraltexasclimbingcommittee.com), via email to the CTCC
(centraltexascc@gmail.com), or at the following address:

Superintendent

Enchanted Rock State Natural Area
16710 Ranch Rd 965
Fredericksburg TX 78624

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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Public Input Form Requirements

1. All form information must be completed.
2. PIF must be signed by the citizen.
3. Only visitors to ERSNA who have signed a TPWD Climbing Release Form may submit a PIF.

Name:

Street Address:

City/State/Zip

Phone:

Email:

Details & Input

An application for retro was submitted to the CTCC for the route
(Name) by (Your Name) on (Date). This route
has been applied for retro (#) times. A copy of the application as well as collected historical
information regarding the route will be provided upon request made to any serving CTCC member.

Please indicate whether you have [_] Top Roped and/or [_] Led the route.
Please indicate whether you [ ] Approve or [_] Disapprove of the submitted application for retro.

Add any personal comments here.

Signature Date

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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13 Appendix D: Fixed Protection Application Evaluation Form
Evaluation of Application for Placement of Fixed Protection at Enchanted Rock State Natural Area

For details on Fixed Protection policy & procedures, refer to Sections 7.2 through 7.30f the ERSNA
Climbing Management Plan.

Applicant Name(s):

Name of Route:

Application Received By: Date:

Basic Qualifications of Application

CRITERION Yes No

Signed by all applicants U U

All information supplied N N

Location clearly specified [] []

Type of hardware approved [ [

CTCC Evaluation: Member Name Yes No Abstain
[] [] []
] ] ]
[] [] []
] ] ]
[] [] []

TOTAL

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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CTCC Comments

Results of CTCC Evaluation: | Approved || Disapproved

CTCC Representative Signature Date

TPWD Evaluation

Complies Yes No Signed
1. Antiquities Act N U
2. Endangered Species Act [ [
TPWD Comments
Final Decision by TPWD: 1 Approved ] Disapproved
TPWD Authorized Representative Date

ERSNA Rock Climbing Management Plan
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14 Appendix E: Historic Route Application Form

Application for Historic Route Designation at Enchanted
Rock State Natural Area

Routes at Enchanted Rock may be given Historic Route Designation (HRD) in order to protect
them from future addition of new fixed protection or other possible modification that would detract
from their historic character. All applications will be posted and public input solicited and collected
for review for a period of thre